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HODGE COHOMOLOGY WITH A RAMIFICATION

FILTRATION, II

SHANE KELLY AND HIROYASU MIYAZAKI

Abstract. As a sequel of Part I, we consider a filtration of Hodge cohomology
groups indexed by divisors “at infinity”, and prove that they are represented
in the category of motives with modulus. In particular, we obtain a realisation
functor of the Hodge cohomology groups.
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1. Introduction

The theory of mixed motives developed by Voevodsky can be regarded as a
theory which unifies the cohomologies of A1-homotopy invariant sheaves, including
Betti, de Rham and ℓ-adic étale cohomolgies. Voevodsky’s theory has provided
many fruitful applications, but it cannot capture non-A1-invariant cohomologies.
A very standard example of such is the cohomology of the structure sheaf O, which
is obviously far from A1-invariant: OX×A1

∼= OX [t] 6= OX .
In the previous work [KelMiy23], we proved that the cohomology of the structure

sheaf O can be represented in the category of motives with modulus MDMeff . The
category was introduced by Kahn, Miyazaki, Saito, and Yamazaki in [KMSY21a],
[KMSY21b], [KMSY20] as an upgrade of Voevodsky’s category of mixed motives.
Let us recall the precise statement:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose char(k) = 0. Then there exists a unique object MO ∈
MDMeff

k such that for any X = (X,X∞) ∈MCor with normal crossings and for
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2 S. KELLY AND H. MIYAZAKI

any n ∈ Z we have

HomMDMeff
k
(M(X ),MO[n]) ∼= Hn

Zar(X,
√
I ⊗ I−1),

where I denotes the ideal sheaf defining X∞ ⊂ X.

Taking (X,X∞) = (X,∅), we immediately obtain that the cohomology of the
structure sheaf O is also represented in the category of motives with modulus:

Corollary 1.2. Suppose char(k) = 0. Then for any n ∈ Z and X ∈ Sm we have

HomMDMeff
k
(M(X,∅),MO[n]) ∼= Hn

Zar(X,O).

The aim of this paper is to prove the same results for the Hodge sheaves Ωq,
which are of course not A1-homotopy invariant. More precisely, we construct a
modulus Hodge sheaf MΩq for all non-negative integers q by combining MO and
the logarithmic Hodge sheaf. Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose char(k) = 0. Then, for any non-negative integer q, there

exists a unique object MΩq ∈MDMeff
k such that for any X = (X,X∞) ∈MCor

with normal crossings we have

HomMDMeff
k
(M(X ),MΩq[n]) ∼= Hn

Zar(X,MΩqX ),

Here, the sheaf MΩqX on the small site XZar is defined by

MΩqX := ΩX(log |X∞|)⊗
√
I ⊗ I−1,

where I denotes the ideal sheaf defining X∞ ⊂ X, and ΩX(log |X∞|) denotes the
sheaf of differential forms having at most logarithmic poles along the support |X∞|
of the divisor X∞.

Notice that MΩq
(X,mX∞)

⊂MΩq
(X,(m+1)X∞)

for all m ≥ 1 and

lim−→
m≥1

MΩq
(X,mX∞)

∼−→ ΩqX ,

which means that MΩq gives an “exhaustive filtration” of Ωq. In fact, we have an
isomorphism of the same form between the cohomology groups:

lim−→
m≥1

Hn
Zar(X,MΩq

(X,mX∞)
)

∼−→ Hn
Zar(X,Ω

q
X).

As before, taking (X,X∞) = (X,∅), we obtain the Hodge realisation functor:

Corollary 1.4. Suppose char(k) = 0. Then, for any non-negative integer q and
n ∈ Z, we have

HomMDMeff
k
(M(X,∅),MΩq[n]) ∼= Hn

Zar(X,Ω
q
X).

Also, taking (X,X∞) = (X, |X∞|), we obtain the logarithmic Hodge realisation
functor:

Corollary 1.5. Suppose char(k) = 0. Then, for any non-negative integer q and
n ∈ Z, we have

Hom
MDM

eff
k
(M(X, |X∞|),MΩq[n]) ∼= Hn

Zar(X,Ω
q

X
(log |X∞|)).
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Also, we can construct a monoidal “de Rham realisation with modulus” which
extends the classical de Rham realisation functor. Let MDMeff

gm ⊂ MDMeff be
the full subcategory consisting of compact objects (cf. [KMSY20, Theorem 3.3.1]).
Recall from [KMSY20, Lemma 6.3.3, Corollary 6.3.4] that there exists a fully faith-

ful monoidal functor DMeff
gm → MDMeff

gm, under the existence of resolution of
singularities.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 7.3, Theorem 7.6, Remark 7.4). Suppose char(k) = 0.
Consider the triangulated functor

RdR : MDMeff,op
gm → D(Vectk); M 7→ HomMDMeff (−,⊕q≥0MΩq[−q]),

where D(Vectk) denotes the derived category of the category of vector spaces over
k, equipped with the monoidal structure that is induced by the usual tensor product
of k-vector spaces. Then RdR is monoidal, and the composite

DMeff,op
gm →MDMeff,op

gm
RdR−−−→ D(Vectk)

coincides with the de Rham realisation functor.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.6, we obtain the following corollary.
We hope that it will give us some hints about which object should be inverted to
obtain a category of motives with modulus admitting duality.

Corollary 1.7 (Corollary 7.5). Let T ∈MDMeff
gm be an object such that RdR fac-

tors through MDMeff
gm[T

−1]. Then RdR(T ) is one dimensional. If M ∈MDMeff
gm

is an object such that RdR factors through MDMeff
gm[T

−1] and M is dualisable in

MDMeff
gm[T

−1]. Then RdR(M) is finite dimensional.

The strategy of the proof goes in parallel with the one in [KelMiy23]. We first
define presheaves MΩq on PSmk and show that they are quasi-coherent étale
sheaves (§3), admitting the action of correspondences (§4). Next we prove that
their cohomology groups are cube invariant (§5) and blow-up invariant (§6). We
also recall some basic terminologies and the construction of the modulus structure
sheaf MO in §2. In the final section §7, we construct a modulus Hodge realisation.
Moreover, we construct an extension of the de Rham realisation of Voevodsky’s
mixed motives, and prove that it is a monoidal functor.

Notation and Convention. Once and for all we fix a field k. We write Sch =
Schk for the category of separated and of finite type schemes over k, and Sm = Smk

for the full subcategory consisting of smooth, separated, and of finite type schemes
over k. We write Cor = Cork for the category of finite correspondences over k
from [Voe00].

Acknowledgements. We thank Junnosuke Koizumi and Shuji Saito for pointing
out that one can avoid the use of weak factorisation by using strong resolution of
singularities, as explained in Remark 7.2.

2. Review of MO
In this section, we briefly recall the construction of the modulus structure sheaf

MO from [KelMiy23] which we will use in the construction of the modulus Hodge
sheaf. Throughout this paper, we will freely use the definitions and notations in-
troduced in [KelMiy23]. However, we recall some basic notions here for the reader’s
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convenience. One can find a concise summary of the general theory in [KelMiy23].
For more detail, see [KMSY21a], [KMSY21b], [KMSY20], and [KelMiy21].

Definition 2.1. A modulus pair is a pair X = (X,X∞) consisting of X ∈ Sch

and an effective Cartier divisor X∞ ⊂ X such that X◦ := X \ |X∞| ∈ Sm. We call
X◦ the interior of X . An ambient morphism (X,X∞) → (Y , Y∞) is a morphism
f : X → Y in Sch with f(X◦) ⊂ Y ◦ and X∞ ≥ f∗Y∞. We write PSm = PSmk

for the category consisting of modulus pairs and ambient morphisms. When we
have X∞ = f∗Y∞, we say that the ambient morphism f is minimal.

The idea of the theory of motives with modulus is to replace smooth schemes by
modulus pairs, and A1-homotopy invariance by �-invariance, where � := (P1,∞)
is a modulus pair that we call the cube. A very important property of the affine
line A1 is the existence of the multiplication map µ : A1 × A1 → A1; (s, t) 7→ st.
Unfortunately, one can only extend µ to a rational map P1 × P1

99K P1, not an
entire morphism. This means that one do not have a multiplication map on � in
the category PSm. The above is one of the main reasons why we have to invert
“abstract admissible blow-ups” in PSm to obtain a good category of modulus pairs
MSm.

Definition 2.2. An abstract admissible blow-up is a morphism f : (X,X∞) →
(Y , Y∞) in PSm with X∞ = f∗Y∞ such that f : X → Y is proper, surjective,
and an isomorphism over the interior Y ◦ ⊂ Y . Write Σ for the class of abstract
admissible blow-ups. We define MSm = MSmk := PSm[Σ−1].

Remark 2.3. One can easily see that Σ enjoys the calculus of right fraction, which

implies that any morphism in MSm is represented by a diagram X s←− X ′ f−→ Y,
where s ∈ Σ, and f is an ambient morphism.

Thanks to the inversion of abstract admissible blow-ups, one can show thatMSm

admits categorical product ×, which is not the case for PSm (For the construction
of the categorical product (more generally, fibre product), see [KMSY21a], [Miy20],
[KelMiy21]). However, we often use a different notion of product of modulus pairs.

Definition 2.4. A tensor product X ⊗Y of two modulus pairs X and Y is defined
by

X ⊗ Y := (X × Y ,X∞ × Y +X × Y∞).

Remark 2.5. The natural morphism X ⊗ Y → X × Y induced by the universal
property of the categorical product is not an isomorphism in general. For example,
the multiplication map �⊗�→ � is well-defined in MSm but �×�→ � is not.

In the following, we frequently use the notion of normal crossing divisors. We
introduce some convenient terminologies (cf. [KelMiy23, Definition A.1]).

Definition 2.6. Let X be a modulus pair and Z ⊆ X a closed subscheme. We
will say that Z has strict normal crossings with X∞ if for every point x ∈ X
the local ring OX,x is regular, and there exists a regular system of parameters
t1, ..., tn ∈ OX,x such that

X∞|Spec(O
X,x

) =
∏

a∈A

traa , and Z|Spec(O
X,x

) = Spec(OX,x/〈tb : b ∈ B〉)

for some ra > 0 and A,B ⊆ {1, ..., n} (cf.[Sta18, 00KU]).
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We will say that Z has normal crossings with X∞ if there exists an étale covering
V → X such that Z ×X V has strict normal crossings with V∞. We say that X is
a normal crossings modulus pair if ∅ has normal crossings with X∞.

We briefly recall the sheaf of modulus global sections from [KelMiy23]. For any
ring A and a nonzero divisor f ∈ A, set

MO(A, f) := {a/f ∈ A[f−1] : a ∈
√

(f) ⊆ A},
where

√

(−) denotes the radical of an ideal. We proved in [KelMiy23, Theorem
3.7] that this local definition is extended to a global one by a standard patching
argument:

Theorem 2.7. There is a unique fppf-sheaf MO on PSmk such that for any
modulus pair X = (X,X∞) over k with X = SpecA and X∞ = Spec(A/fA)
for some ring A and a nonzero divisor f ∈ A, we have MO(X ) = MO(A, f).
Furthermore, this is quasi-coherent as an étale sheaf. In particular, its Zariski,
Nisnevich, and étale cohomologies agree, and vanish for affines.

Remark 2.8. The sheaf we actually want to work with is X 7→ MO(X ic). Here,
given a qcqs modulus pair X = (X,X∞) (i.e., X is a qcqs scheme, X◦ is an effective
Cartier divisor) we write X ic = ((X)ic, X∞|(X)ic) where (X)ic = Spec(Oic

X
) and Oic

X

is the integral closure of OX in OX◦ . More precisely, one can show thatMO((−)ic)
is the MZar-sheafification ofMO, cf.[KelMiy23, Lem.4.2, Rem.8.2]. However, since
we are basically interested in normal crossing modulus pairs in the present paper,
the reader does not have to be bothered by this subtlety.

3. The modulus Hodge sheaves

In this section, we construct the modulus Hodge sheaves MΩq on MSm by
tensoring the modulus structure sheaf MO and the logarithmic Hodge sheaf. We
also study some fundamental properties of them.

3.1. The sheaf of modulus Kähler differentialsMΩ. Throughout this section,
we continue with our fixed base field k.

Definition 3.1. Let k → A a k-algebra and f ∈ A a nonzero divisor. We write
PΩ∗

(A,f)/k for the smallest sub-dg-algebra of Ω∗
A[f−1]/k containing A = Ω0

A/k and

dlog(a) := da
a for a ∈ A ∩ A[f−1]∗, and define

MΩq(A,f)/k =MO(A,f) · PΩq(A,f)/k,
still as a submodule of ΩqA[f−1]/k (cf. Lemma 3.13). Note that PΩ0

(A,f)/k = A and

MΩ0
(A,f)/k =MO(A, f) ·A =MO(A, f).

Remark 3.2. For simplicity of notation, we often write

PΩ∗
(A,f) := PΩ∗

(A,f)/k

if there is no risk of confusion on the base.

Remark 3.3. By definition, elements of PΩq(A,f) are sums of the form

N
∑

i=1

ai dlog(bi,1) ∧ · · · ∧ dlog(bi,ni
) ∧ d(ci,1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(ci,mi

)
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where ai, ci,j ∈ A, bi,j ∈ A ∩ A[f−1]∗ and ni +mi = q. Elements of MΩq(A,f) are

the same but we allow ai ∈MO(A,f).

Example 3.4. If A = Q[x1, . . . , xn] regarded as a Q-algebra and f = xr11 . . . xrii
with r1, . . . , ri > 0, then

PΩ1
(A,f) =





i
⊕

j=1

Q[x1, . . . , xn] · dxj

xj



 ⊕





n
⊕

j=i+1

Q[x1, . . . , xn] · dxj





= Ω1
X
(logX∞)

and

MΩ1
(A,f) =





i
⊕

j=1

Q[x1, . . . , xn] · 1

x
r1−1

1 ...x
ri−1

i

· dxj

xj





⊕





n
⊕

j=i+1

Q[x1, . . . , xn] · 1

x
r1−1

1 ...x
ri−1

i

· dxj





= Ω1
X
(logX∞)(X∞−|X∞|)

and for general q ≥ 0

PΩq(A,f) = Ωq
X
(logX∞)

and

MΩq(A,f) = Ωq
X
(logX∞)(X∞−|X∞|)

where (X,X∞) = Spec(Q[x1, . . . , xn], x
r1
1 . . . xrii ). cf.[RS21, Cor.6.8], [IY17].

Example 3.5. Similarly, if A is a localisation of a smooth k-algebra at a maximal
ideal m (so in particular, A is a regular local ring, [Sta18, 07R9,038T]), we choose a
regular system of parameters x1, . . . , xn ∈ m, [Mat80, 12.J], and set f = xr11 . . . xrii
with r1, . . . , ri > 0 then we have similar expressions.

PΩ1
(A,f) =





i
⊕

j=1

A · dxj

xj



 ⊕





n
⊕

j=i+1

A · dxj





= Ω1
X
(logX∞)

and

MΩ1
(A,f) =





i
⊕

j=1

A · 1

x
r1−1

1 ...x
ri−1

i

· dxj

xj



⊕





n
⊕

j=i+1

A · 1

x
r1−1

1 ...x
ri−1

i

· dxj





= Ω1
X
(logX∞)(X∞−|X∞|)

and for general q ≥ 0

PΩq(A,f) = Ωq
X
(logX∞)

and

MΩq(A,f) = Ωq
X
(logX∞)(X∞−|X∞|)

where (X,X∞) = Spec(A, xr11 . . . xrii ). Indeed, by hypothesis Ω1
A and Ω1

A[f−1] are

free with basis dx1, . . . , dxn, so it suffices to check that A ∩ A[f−1]∗ = A∗ × xZ1 ×
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· · · × xZi . This follows from the fact that A (and A[f−1]) is a UFD [Sta18, 0AG0]
and the prime factors of f are x1, . . . , xi.

In particular, suppose thatX is smooth and affine, and supposeX∞ =
∑j

i=0 niDi

with ni > 0 and X∞ has strict normal crossings support. Then there are short
exact sequences of OX -modules:

PΩq
(X,X∞−D0)

= PΩq
(X,X∞)

, n0 > 1(3.1)

0→ PΩq
(X,X∞−D0)

→ PΩq
(X,X∞)

→ i∗Ω
q−1
D0
→ 0, n0 = 1(3.2)

and

0→MΩq
(X,X∞−D0)

→MΩq
(X,X∞)

→ i∗i
∗PΩq

(X,X∞)
→ 0, n0 > 1(3.3)

0→MΩq
(X,X∞−D0)

→MΩq
(X,X∞)

→MOX∞ ⊗ i∗Ωq−1
D0
→ 0, n0 = 1(3.4)

where i : D0 → X is the inclusion.

Remark 3.6. Ideally, we would like to reserve the symbol MΩ∗ for the MZar-
sheafification of the MΩ∗ defined above. However, in the presence of resolution of
singularities and weak factorisation, for modulus pairs with regular total space and
modulus with normal crossing support the above definition already captures the
MZar-sheafification. So we just work with that in this article.

Lemma 3.7 (Functoriality). Let φ : A → B be a k-algebra homomorphism, and
f ∈ A, g ∈ B nonzero divisors. Assume that φ(f) divides g in B. Then the
canonical morphism A[f−1]→ B[g−1] induces a morphism of graded A-modules

PΩ∗
(A,f) → PΩ∗

(B,g).

Proof. Follows directly from the definition and the functoriality of A∩A[f−1]∗. �

Lemma 3.8 (Filtered colimits). If (Aλ)λ≥0 is a filtered system of k-algebras, f0 ∈
A0 is a nonzero divisor such that the images fλ ∈ Aλ are also nonzero divisors,
then

lim−→PΩ∗
(Aλ,fλ)

∼=→ PΩ∗
(A,f).

where A = lim−→Aλ and f is the image of the f0 in A.

Proof. The canonical comparison morphism is compatible with the canonical inclu-
sions into lim−→Ω∗

Aλ[
1
fλ

]
∼= Ω∗

A[ 1
f
]
, so it is injective. For surjectivity, it suffices to show

that for any a ∈ A ∩ (A[ 1f ]
∗), the element dlog(a) is in the image. But any such a

can be lifted to some Aλ ∩ (Aλ[f
−1
λ ]∗). Indeed, we can lift to some b ∈ Aλ. The

condition b ∈ Aλ[f−1
λ ]∗ is equivalent to the existence of some c ∈ Aλ with bc = fn

for some n. Such a c exists in the limit since a ∈ A∩ (A[ 1f ]∗), so up to changing λ,

we can find one in Aλ. �

Proposition 3.9. Let A be a k-algebra and f, g ∈ A nonzero divisors. The canon-
ical comparison morphism of dg-Ω∗

A[
1
g ]-modules

(3.5) PΩ∗
(A,f)[

1
g ]→ PΩ∗

(A[ 1
g
],f)

is surjective in the following two cases:

(1) A[ 1f ] = A[ 1
fg ] (that is, supp(g) ⊆ supp(f)).

(2) A is a UFD.
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and injective in the case

(3) Ω1
A[ 1

f
]
is g-torsion free.

Proof. We show surjectivity of Eq.(3.5). Since ΩqA[
1
g ]
∼= Ωq

A[ 1
g
]
, for surjectivity it

suffices to show that dlog( agn ) is in the image of Eq.(3.5) for any a
gn ∈ A[ 1g ]∩A[ 1

fg ]
∗,

cf.Rem.3.3.
First note that we can assume n = 0. Indeed, we always have g ∈ A[ 1g ]∩A[ 1

fg ]
∗

and dlog a
gn = dlog a− n dlog g (and of course a

gn is a unit if and only if a = a
gn g

n

is a unit).
Therefore, it suffices to show that dlog(a) is in the image of Eq.(3.5) for any

a ∈ A ∩ A[ 1
fg ]

∗. In case the case (1) this follows from A ∩ A[ 1f ]∗ = A ∩ A[ 1
fg ]

∗.

Consider the case (2). Since a ∈ A[ 1
fg ]

∗ there is b ∈ A such that ab = (fg)m for

somem ∈ N. For any factorisation g = πθ with π, θ ∈ A, the element dlog(π) = θ
gdπ

is in the image of Eq.(3.5). On the other hand, for any factoriation f = πθ, we
have both π, θ ∈ A ∩ A[ 1f ]∗ so dlog(π) is in PΩ1

(A,f) and therefore in the image

of Eq.(3.5). It follows that dlog(π) is in the image of Eq.(3.5) for any irreducible
factor π of (fg)m = ab, and hence for any irreducible factor of a. Therefore, dlog(a)
is in the image.

Finally, consider case (3). To prove injectivity, it suffices to show that both sides
inject into Ω1

A[ 1
fg

]
. For the target this is by definition. For the source, choose an

element ω
gn in the kernel, where ω ∈ PΩ1

(A,f). Now PΩ1
(A,f) → Ω1

A[ 1
f
]
is injective by

definition and Ω1
A[ 1

f
]
→ Ω1

A[ 1
gf

]
is injective by the hypothesis Eq.(3). Hence ω

gn = 0

implies gn ω
gn = ω = 0. �

Remark 3.10. One can show that if A = k[a, b, f, g]/(ab− gf) then PΩ1
(A,f)[

1
g ]→

PΩ1
(A[ 1

g
],f)

is not surjective. So the UFD hypothesis in Proposition 3.9 is well-

justified.

Corollary 3.11. If X is a locally Noetherian, locally UFD scheme (e.g., regular)
and X∞ an effective Cartier divisor, there exists a unique quasi-coherent sheaf
PΩq

(X,X∞)
on the small Zariski site XZar such that for open affines U = Spec(A) ⊆

X such that U ×X X∞ is globally principal, say (f), and we have

PΩq
(X,X∞)

(U) = PΩq(A,f).

Moreover, in this case the stalk at x ∈ X is give by

(PΩq
(X,X∞)

)x = PΩq(OX,x,f)

where, again Spec(OX,x)×X X∞ = (f).

Proof. The claim follows from the fact that regular locally Noetherian rings are
UFD’s satisfying Ω1

Aλ
⊆ Ω1

Frac(Aλ)
on every connected component Aλ. The locali-

sation claim comes from Lemma 3.8. �

Lemma 3.12. For any k-algebra A and a non-zero divisor f ∈ A, consider the
morphism of dg-modules

(3.6)
∧q

A
PΩ1

(A,f) → PΩq(A,f)
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which is induced by the universal property of exterior product. Then Eq.(3.6) is
surjective.

Moreover, suppose that PΩ1
(A,f) is a flat A-module. Then Eq.(3.6) is an isomor-

phism. In particular, both sides of Eq.(3.6) are flat over A.

Proof. This map Eq.(3.6) is surjective by the minimality of PΩ∗
(A,f) (see also

Rem. 3.3). To prove the second assertion, it suffices to show that the composi-
tion

∧q

A
PΩ1

(A,f) → PΩq(A,f) → ΩqA[f−1] =
∧q

A
Ω1
A[f−1]

is injective. Consider the following commutative diagram:
∧q
A PΩ

1
(A,f)

a //

b
��

∧q
A Ω1

A[f−1]

∼ //

��

ΩqA[f−1]

(

∧q
A PΩ

1
(A,f)

)

⊗A A[f−1]
∼ // ∧q

A

(

PΩ1
(A,f) ⊗A A[f−1]

)

c // ΩqA[f−1]

We claim that b and c are injective, and hence so is a.
First we prove that b is injective. To see this, it suffices to prove that

∧q
A PΩ

1
(A,f)

is A-flat. This follows from the flatness of PΩ1
(A,f) since any exterior power of any

flat A-module is A-flat. We can see this general fact as follows: when M is a free
A-module of finite rank, then one shows that its exterior powers are free (and hence
flat) by a direct calculation. Noting that exterior product commutes with direct
limits, one can prove the general case by using Lazard’s theorem which asserts that
an A-module is flat if and only if it is a direct limit of free A-modules of finite rank.

Finally, to see that c is injective, it suffices to apply Prop. 3.9 (3). In fact, c is
also surjective by Prop. 3.9 (1) since Ω1

A[f−1] is an A[f
−1]-module. �

Lemma 3.13. For any k-algebra A and a non-zero divisor f ∈ A such that PΩ1
(A,f)

is a flat A-module, the canonical surjection

MO(A,f) ⊗A PΩq(A,f) ։MΩq(A,f)

is an isomorphism of A-modules for any q ≥ 0.

Proof. We haveMΩq(A,f) ⊆ ΩqA[f−1] by definition so it suffices to show that the map

MO(A,f) ⊗A PΩq(A,f)
a−→ A[ 1f ]⊗A PΩ

q
(A,f)

b−→ A[ 1f ]⊗A ΩqA[f−1]
∼= ΩqA[f−1]

is injective, where a is induced by the inclusion MO(A,f) ⊂ A[ 1f ], and b is induced

by the inclusion PΩq(A,f) ⊂ ΩqA[f−1]. The map a is injective since PΩq(A,f) is a flat

A-module by Lemma 3.12. The map b is injective since A[f−1] is flat over A. �

Corollary 3.14. Let X be a regular locally Noetherian scheme over k and X∞ an
effective Cartier divisor. Then there exists a unique quasi-coherent sheafMΩq

(X,X∞)

on the small Zariski site XZar such that for open affines U = Spec(A) ⊆ X such
that U ×X X∞ is globally principal, say (f), we have

MΩq
(X,X∞)

(U) =MΩq(A,f).

Moreover, the stalk at x ∈ X is given by

(MΩq
(X,X∞)

)x =MΩq(OX,x,f)
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where, again Spec(OX,x)×X X∞ = (f).

Proof. Define MΩq
(X,X∞)

to be the quasi-coherent OX -module

MΩq
(X,X∞)

:=MO(X,X∞) ⊗O
X
PΩq

(X,X∞)
,

where PΩq
(X,X∞)

is the quasi-coherent sheaf from Proposition 3.9. Then this sheaf

satisfies the desired property by Lemma 3.13. �

3.2. Étale descent for MΩq. In this subsection we prove the étale version of
Corollary 3.14.

Lemma 3.15. Suppose that A is a smooth k-algebra, and f is a strict normal
crossings divisor. Then for each q ≥ 0 we have

PΩq(A,f) =
⋂

p∈Spec(A)
ht(p)=1

PΩq(Ap,f)

MΩq(A,f) =
⋂

p∈Spec(A)
ht(p)=1

MΩq(Ap,f)

where the intersection takes place in ΩqFrac(A).

Proof. In general, for any locally free A-moduleM of finite rank over an integral A,
we have M

∼→ lim←−p∈Spec(A)
Mp. Indeed, for finite free M , it follows from the case

M = A. For a general finite rank locally free module, it follows by Zariski descent.
Since M is torsion-free it is identified with a submodule of M ⊗A Frac(A) so the
limit is an intersection.

Therefore, by Proposition 3.9, resp. Corollary 3.14, we have

PΩq(A,f) =
⋂

p∈Spec(A)

PΩq(Ap,f)
, MΩq(A,f) =

⋂

p∈Spec(A)

MΩq(Ap,f)
,

and hence we may replace A with the localisation at a maximal ideal m. In this case,
PΩq(A,f) (resp. MΩq(A,f)) is globally free of finite rank by Example 3.5. Therefore,

the result follows from the corresponding statement for A, i.e.,

A =
⋂

p∈Spec(A)
ht(p)=1

Ap.

�

Lemma 3.16. Suppose that A→ B is an étale morphism and A is a dvr. Then

PΩq(B,f) = B ⊗A PΩq(A,f),
MΩq(B,f) = B ⊗AMΩq(A,f).

Consequently, these are quasi-coherent étale sheaves on the small étale site on
Spec(A).
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Proof. Consider the square

(3.7) B ⊗A PΩq(A,f)
φ //

ψ

��

PΩq(B,f)

��
B ⊗A ΩqA[f−1] θ

// ΩqB[f−1]

The canonical morphism φ is injective because ψ and θ are. Indeed, A → B is
flat and PΩq(A,f) → ΩqA[f−1] is injective so ψ is injective, and θ is an isomorphism

because A→ B is étale.
For surjectivity, since A is a dvr, B is semi-local with dvr local rings (at maximal

ideals), so by Proposition 3.9 (resp. Corollary 3.14) applied to (B, f) we can assume
that B is also a dvr.

To show that φ is surjective, it suffices to show that for every b ∈ B∩B[f−1]∗ the
element dlog(b) is in the image of φ. Since B is a dvr, we have B[f−1] = Frac(B),
so B ∩B[f−1]∗ = B \ {0}. Since A→ B is a étale, mB = mAB, and since both are
dvrs, any uniformiser π for A is also a uniformiser for B. Now since B is a dvr,
every element b ∈ B is of the form b = uπn for some u ∈ B∗ where π ∈ A is our
chosen uniformiser. Then dlog(b) = dlog(u) + dlog(πn) = u−1du + dlog(πn) with
π ∈ A \ {0} = A∩A[f−1]∗. Clearly, dlog(πn) is in the image of φ. For u−1du, note
u−1 ∈ B and B⊗AΩqA = ΩqB because A→ B is étale, so u−1du is also in the image
of φ. �

Proposition 3.17. Suppose that A → B is an étale morphism between smooth
k-algebras and f ∈ A is strict normal crossings. Then the canonical morphisms

B ⊗A PΩq(A,f)
∼→ PΩq(B,f)

B ⊗AMΩq(A,f)
∼→MΩq(B,f)

are isomorphisms. In other words, both PΩq(A,f) and MΩq(A,f) are quasi-coherent

étale sheaves on the small étale site Spec(A)ét.

Proof. First we prove the claim for PΩ.

PΩq(B,f)
Lem.3.15

=
⋂

p∈Spec(B)
ht(p)=1

PΩq(Bp,f)

Lem.3.16
=

⋂

p∈Spec(B)
ht(p)=1

Bp ⊗Aq
PΩq(Aq,f)

Prop.3.9
=

⋂

p∈Spec(B)
ht(p)=1

Bp ⊗Aq
Aq ⊗A PΩq(A,f)

=
⋂

p∈Spec(B)
ht(p)=1

Bp ⊗A PΩq(A,f)

= B ⊗A PΩq(A,f),

where the last one is because PΩq(A,f)
∼= A⊕N for some N , by Example 3.5.
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The claim for MΩ follows from that for PΩ. Indeed, since PΩq(A,f) (resp.

PΩq(B,f)) is a flat (or even free) A-module (resp. B-module) by Example 3.5,

we have MΩq(A,f) = MO(A,f) ⊗A PΩq(A,f) and MΩq(B,f) = MO(B,f) ⊗B PΩq(B,f).

Moreover, we have
√
fOA ·OB =

√
fOB by the étaleness of A→ B. Thus, we have

B ⊗AMΩq(A,f)
∼= B ⊗AMO(A,f) ⊗A PΩq(A,f)
∼= (B ⊗AMO(A,f))⊗B (B ⊗A PΩq(A,f))
∼=MO(B,f) ⊗B PΩq(B,f)
∼=MΩq(B,f),

as desired. �

4. Transfers on MΩ

In the previous section, we constructed the modulus Hodge sheaves MΩq as
sheaves on the category MSmk. In this section, assuming that the field k has
characteristic 0, we will show that MΩq admits “transfers”, that is, MΩq can be
extended to a sheaf on the category of modulus correspondences MCor. First we
briefly recall what MCor is.

Definition 4.1. An elementary modulus correspondence X → Y between two mod-
ulus pairs X and Y is an elementary finite correspondence V ∈ Cor(X◦, Y ◦) sat-

isfying the following property: let V ⊂ X × Y be the closure, and V
N → V be its

normalisation. Let p : V
N → V → X × Y → X be the natural composition (define

q : V
N → Y similarly). Then we have

(1) p is proper,
(2) p∗X∞ ≥ q∗Y∞.

Remark 4.2. If we allow ourselves to use the general notion of modulus pairs from
[KelMiy21], where the interior of a modulus pair is not assumed to be smooth, then
the condition (2) above is equivalent to that q induces a morphism of modulus pairs

(V
N
, p∗X∞)→ Y.

A modulus correspondence X → Y is a Z-linear finite formal sum of elementary
modulus correspondences from X to Y. Write MCor(X ,Y) for the group of mod-
ulus correspondences from X to Y. Then we have MCor(X ,Y) ⊂ Cor(X◦, Y ◦),
and one can show that the composition of finite correspondences induce that of
modulus correspondences. Thus, we obtain the category MCor = MCork con-
sisting of modulus pairs and modulus correspondences. Moreover, one can easily
check that the graph functor Sm→ Cor; f 7→ Γf restricts to MSm→MCor (see
[KMSY21a] for the detailed proofs of these facts).

Recall from [LW09] that the Hodge sheaf Ωq admits the structure of a presheaf
with transfers. That is, it extends to an additive presheaf on Cor. The following
theorem shows that the transfers on Ωq is inherited by MΩq, at least in character-
istic 0:

Theorem 4.3. Suppose char(k) = 0. Let X ,Y ∈ MSm with X normal crossing
and Y normal. Then, for any modulus correspondence MCor(X ,Y) ⊂ Cor(X◦, Y ◦)
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and for any q ≥ 0, there exists a unique map MΩq(Y) → MΩq(X ) which makes
the following diagram commute:

MΩq(Y) //

��

MΩq(X )

��
Ωq(Y ◦)

α∗

// Ωq(X◦),

where the vertical maps are natural inclusions, and the horizontal bottom map is
induced by the transfer structure on Ωq.

Remark 4.4. When X and Y are strict normal crossing and X and Y are proper
over a field k of characteristic 0, then the above theorem is a direct consequence
of the result of Rülling-Saito, [RS21, Cor. 6.8]. Indeed, under these conditions, we

have Ω̃q(X ) =MΩq(X ), where Ω̃q := ωCIΩq is a cube invariant sheaf on MCor de-
fined as “the largest cube invariant model of Ωq” (See [KSY22, Proposition 3.26] for
the definition of ωCI). Since the left hand side has an action of modulus correspon-
dences, the right hand side also does. And we can also drop the properness condition
by using the fact that for any modulus pair X and for any proper compactification
X ⊂ Z such thatX∞ extends to an effective Cartier divisorX∞

1 and Z\X = |D| for
an effective Cartier divisor D ⊂ Z, one has MΩq(X) = lim−→n≥1

MΩq(Z,X∞
1 +nD).

Although this case is enough for our main purpose, we will provide a different
proof of Theorem 4.3 for the sake of completeness and a bit more generality.

Proof. By [KelMiy23, Recollection 2.1], there is a morphism of modulus pairs
W → X such that W is normal, integral, W → X is proper surjective, and the
composition W → X → Y is a finite sum of morphisms of modulus pairs. Normal-
ising, we can assume W is integrally closed in W ◦. As such, the morphism (∗) in
the diagram

Ωq(Y ◦) // Ωq(X◦)
⊆ // Ωq(W ◦)

MΩq(Y) (∗∗) //❴❴❴

(∗)

33
❨

❭ ❴ ❜
❡

∪|

OO

MΩq(X ) //

∪|

OO

MΩq(W)

∪|

OO

certainly exists, and is unique by injectivity of MO(W) ⊆ O(W ◦). By Lem. 4.5
below, the square on the right is Cartesian, so the morphism (∗∗) also exists and
is unique. �

By the above argument, Theorem 4.3 is reduced to the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose chark = 0. Let p : Y → X be an ambient morphism with Y
normal and X normal crossing such that p : Y → X is generically étale, dominant,
surjective morphism such that Y∞ = p∗X∞. Then, for any q ≥ 0, the square

MΩq(X ) //

��

MΩq(Y)

��
Ωq(X◦) // Ωq(Y ◦)

is Cartesian. In particular, there exists a unique presheaf on MSm whose restric-
tion to PSm agrees with MΩq on integrally closed modulus pairs.
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Proof. The case q = 0 is known by [KelMiy23, Proposition 4.3]. We consider the
case q ≥ 1. Notice that all objects in the above diagram are subobjects of Ωq(Y ◦).
By Lem. 3.15 and by the assumption that X is normal crossing, it suffices to show
that for any codimension one point x ∈ X and for any point y ∈ Y lying over x,
the square

MΩq(Xx) //

��

MΩq(Yx)

��
Ωq(X◦

x) // Ωq(Y ◦
y )

is Cartesian, where Xx := (SpecOX,x, X∞|SpecOX,x
) (and similarly for Yy). Note

that y ∈ Y is also of codimension one, and hence Y y is a spectrum of a dvr since

Y is normal by assumption. By replacing X and Y by Xx and Yy respectively, we

may and do assume from the beginning that X and Y are the spectra of dvr’s.
Since p is generically étale by assumption, we have X◦ = SpecK and Y ◦ =

SpecL for a finite separable field extension L/K of dvf’s. Then we have OX =
OK and OY = OL, where OK ,OL denote the ring of integers of K,L. We have
K ∩ OL = OK , and there exists π ∈ L such that OL = OK [π]. If e denotes the
ramification index of L/K, then πe ∈ K and it is a uniformiser of K.

Consider the following diagrams:

MΩq(Y)
(∗)

⊆ //
**

π
πe ·MOY · PΩqX

⊆ //

(A)

Ωq(Y ◦)

MΩq(X )

OO

MΩq(X ) //

OO

Ωq(X◦)

OO

and

π
πe ·MO

⊕(nq)
Y

//

(B)

L⊕(nq)

MO⊕(nq)
X

//

OO

K⊕(nq)

OO

where all arrows except (∗), whose existence we prove blow, are natural inclusion
maps. The goal is to show the outside square on the left is cartesian. The strategy
is to show that the inclusion (∗) exists, and that the square (A) is isomorphic to
the square (B), and that (B) is cartesian.

We begin with the isomorphism (A) ∼= (B). By definition, Def. 2.6, there exist
t1, . . . , tn ∈ O(X) such that the modulus is given by tr11 . . . trii and

(4.1) Ω1
K = K dlog(t1)⊕ · · · ⊕K dlog(ti)⊕Kdti+1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Kdtn ∼= Kn,

and hence Ωq ∼= K(nq). Similarly,

PΩ1(X ) ∼= O⊕n

X
⊆ K⊕n,

and hence PΩq(X ) ∼= O⊕(nq)
X

(cf. Example 3.5). Finally, by definition, we have

MΩq(X ) =MO(X ) · PΩq(X ) ∼=MO(X ) · O⊕(nq)
X

∼=MO(X )⊕(nq).
Thus we obtained a natural isomorphism of the commutative diagrams (A) ∼= (B).
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Next we prove the existence of the inclusion (∗).
Claim 4.6. There are canonical inclusions

Ωq
Y
⊆ π1−eOY · Ω

q

X
(4.2)

PΩqY ⊆ π1−eOY · PΩ
q
X(4.3)

MΩqY ⊆ π1−eMOY · PΩqX(4.4)

where e is the ramification index, and hence πe is a uniformiser for OX .

Proof. The inclusion (4.4) follows from (4.3) sinceMΩq =MO·MΩq by definition.
It remains to prove (4.2) and (4.3). Notice that Ωq

Y
is generated as an OY -module

by elements of the form ω = dy1 ∧ · · · ∧ dyq for some y1, . . . , yq ∈ OY . Since

OY = OX [π], we have yj =
∑e−1

i=0 aijπ
i for some aij ∈ OX . We clearly have

d(
∑e−1

i=0 aijπ
i) =

∑e−1
i=0 aijiπ

i−1dπ +
∑e−1

i=0 π
idaij . Noting dπ ∧ dπ = 0, there is

at most one dπ remaining in the wedge product ω. Therefore, we are reduced to
proving that dπ belongs to π1−eOY · Ω1

X
. This follows from dπe = eπe−1dπ, or

equivalently, dπ = 1
eπ

1−edπe.
Finally we prove (4.3). By Remark 3.3, the OY -module PΩqY is generated by

elements of the form ω = dlog y1 ∧ · · · ∧ dlog ym ∧ dym+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dyq for some
y1, . . . , ym ∈ OY ∩ O∗

Y ◦ and ym+1, . . . , yn ∈ OY . We want to prove ω ∈ π1−eOY ·
PΩqX . For j = 1, . . . ,m, writing yj = ujπ

nj for some uj ∈ O∗
Y
, we have

dlog yj = dlog(uj) + nj dlog(π) = u−1
j duj + nje

−1 dlog(πe).

Since the second term belongs to PΩ1
X , we are reduced to the case y1, . . . , ym ∈ O∗

Y

(by induction on q). In this case, the element ω belongs to Ω1
Y
, and hence the

assertion follows from (4.2). �

Finally, we show that the square (B) is Cartesian. Clearly it suffices to prove
that the square

(4.5)

π
πe ·MOY

// L

MOX
//

OO

K

OO

is Cartesian. The uniformiser π induces an identification of value groups ΓK ⊆ ΓL
with eZ ⊆ Z. Since OK = K ∩ OL and O∗

K = K ∩ O∗
L, and every element of K∗

(resp. L∗) can be written uniquely as uπei (resp. uπi) for some i ∈ Z and u ∈ O∗
K

(resp. u ∈ O∗
L), to show that (B) is Cartesian it suffices to show that the induced

morphism on value groups is Cartesian. Let f be a local parameter for X∞ and
write v(f) = en. We have

MOX =
√

fOK(fOK)−1 = πeOK(πenOK)−1 = πe−enOK ,
MOY =

√

fOL(fOL)−1 = πOL(πenOL)−1 = π1−enOL.
This shows that the image of the above square (4.5) with 0 removed under v is

N−en+1 // Z

eN−en+e

OO

// eZ

OO
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which is clearly Cartesian. Therefore, the original square (4.5) is also Cartesian. �

Thus the proof of Theorem 4.3 is completed.

5. Cube invariance of the modulus Hodge cohomology

In this section, we prove that the cube invariance of the cohomology groups of
the modulus Hodge sheaves.

Proposition 5.1. Let (A, f) be a modulus k-ring with A integral (and k still of
characteristic zero). Then the canonical sequence

(5.1) 0→ PΩq(A,f) → PΩq(A[t],f) ⊕ PΩ
q

(A[ 1
t
],f/t)

→ PΩq
(A[t, 1

t
],f)
→ 0

is a split short exact sequence of A-modules when q = 0, 1.
Suppose moreover that PΩ1

(A,f) (resp. PΩ1
(A[t],f), PΩ

1
(A[ 1

t
],f/t)

, PΩ1
(A[t, 1

t
],f)

) is

flat over A (resp. A[t], A[ 1t ], A[t,
1
t ]). Then Eq.(5.1) is a split short exact sequence

of A-modules for any q ≥ 0.

Proof. The case q = 0 is the obviously split short exact sequence

(5.2) 0→ A→ A[t]⊕A[ 1t ]→ A[t, 1t ]→ 0.

For the case q = 1, we try to obtain nice decompositions of PΩq(A[t],f), PΩ
q

(A[t, 1
t
],f)

and PΩq
(A[ 1

t
],f/t)

respectively (see Eq.(5.5), Eq.(5.6) and Eq.(5.7) below). Notice

that all of these are simultaneously contained in Ω1
A[ 1

f
,t, 1

t
]
, which admits a canonical

direct sum decomposition

Ω1
A[ 1

f
,t, 1

t
]
∼= Ω1

A[ 1
f
][t,

1
t ] ⊕ A[ 1f , t,

1
t ]dt(5.3)

∼=
(

⊕

i∈Z

Ω1
A[ 1

f
] · ti

)

⊕
(

⊕

i∈Z

A[ 1f ] · tidt
)

,(5.4)

where we writeM [t, 1t ] :=M ⊗RR[t, 1t ], for an R-moduleM . To obtain the decom-

position, for example, we apply [Sta18, 04B2] to the two morphisms k → A[ 1f ] →
A[ 1f , t,

1
t ] together with the well-known isomorphism Ω1

A[ 1
f
,t, 1

t
]/A[ 1

f
]
∼= A[ 1f , t,

1
t ]dt.

The left summand is included via Ω1
R⊗RS → Ω1

S and projection to the right sum-
mand is the canonical Ω1

S → Ω1
S/R. In particular, the decomposition is functorial

enough to induce subdecompositions (noting d
(

1
t

)

= − dtt2 )
Ω1
A[t]
∼= Ω1

A[t] ⊕ A[t]dt,

Ω1
A[ 1

t
]
∼= Ω1

A[
1
t ] ⊕ A[ 1t ]

dt
t2 ,

Ω1
A[t, 1

t
]
∼= Ω1

A[t,
1
t ] ⊕ A[t, 1t ]dt.

By applying ⊗AA[ 1f ] to the above decompositions, we also obtain

Ω1
A[ 1

f
][t]
∼= Ω1

A[ 1
f
][t] ⊕ A[ 1f ][t]dt,

Ω1
A[ 1

f
][ 1

t
]
∼= Ω1

A[ 1
f
][
1
t ] ⊕ A[ 1f ][

1
t ]
dt
t2 ,

Ω1
A[ 1

f
][t, 1

t
]
∼= Ω1

A[ 1
f
][t,

1
t ] ⊕ A[ 1f ][t,

1
t ]dt.
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Now we try to decompose PΩq(A[t],f). Recall that for any modulus ring (B, b), by

definition, PΩ1
(B,b) is the sub-B-module of Ω1

B[ 1
b
]
generated by Ω1

B and those dlog b

such that b ∈ B ∩B[ 1b ]
∗. Since A and therefore A[ 1f ] is reduced, we have

A[t] ∩ A[ 1f ][t]∗ = A ∩ A[ 1f ]∗

thanks to the fact that for any commutative ring R, a polynomial a0 + a1x+ · · ·+
anx

n ∈ R[x] is invertible if and only if a0 ∈ R∗ and ai are nilpotent for all i > 0.

Thus, one sees that the A[t]-module generated by Ω1
A[t] and dlog

(

A[t] ∩ A[ 1f ][t]∗
)

=

dlog
(

A ∩ A[ 1f ]∗
)

is equal to PΩ1
(A,f)[t] ⊕ A[t]dt. Therefore, we obtain a decom-

position of A[t]-modules

(5.5) PΩ1
(A[t],f)

∼= PΩ1
(A,f)[t] ⊕ A[t]dt.

Next we decompose PΩ1
(A[t, 1

t
],f)

. Since A is integral by assumption, we have

A[t, 1t ] ∩ A[ 1f ][t, 1t ]∗ =
⊔

i∈Z

(A ∩ A[ 1f ]∗) · ti.

Therefore, the image of the abelian monoid A[t, 1t ] ∩ A[ 1f ][t, 1t ]∗ under dlog is gen-

erated by the image of A ∩ A[ 1f ]∗ and the dlog ti = iti−1dt for i ∈ Z. Hence, we

obtain a decomposition of A[t, 1t ]-modules

(5.6) PΩ1
(A[t, 1

t
],f)
∼= PΩ1

(A,f)[t,
1
t ] ⊕ A[t, 1t ]dt.

Finally we decompose PΩq
(A[ 1

t
],f/t)

. Note that we have A[ tf ][
1
t ] = A[ 1f ][t,

1
t ] and

moreover, since A is integral, we have A[ 1f ][t,
1
t ]

∗ = {ati : i ∈ Z, a ∈ A[ 1f ]∗}. These
imply

A[ 1t ] ∩ A[ tf ][ 1t ]∗ =
⊔

i∈Z,i≤0

(

A ∩ A[ 1f ]∗
)

· ti.

In particular, the image of A[ 1t ] ∩ A[ tf ][ 1t ]∗ under dlog is generated as an abelian

monoid by the image of A ∩ A[ 1f ]∗ and dlog(1t )
i = i dlog(1t ) for i ≥ 0. Hence we

have a decomposition of A[ 1t ]-modules

(5.7) PΩ1
(A[ 1

t
], f

t
)
∼= PΩ1

(A,f)[
1
t ] ⊕ A[ 1t ] dlog

1
t .

By Eq.(5.5), Eq.(5.6) and Eq.(5.7), we see that for q = 1, the sequence (5.1) in
the statement is the direct sum of PΩ1

(A,f) ⊗A − applied to the split short exact

sequence of free A-modules Eq.(5.2) and the (obviously split) short exact sequence

(5.8) 0→ 0→ A[t]dt⊕A[ 1t ] dlog 1
t

∼→ A[t, 1t ]dt→ 0,

and therefore is itself exact.
To prove the case q ≥ 1, note that for any commutative ring R and for any

R-modules M,N , there exists a canonical decomposition of R-modules

(5.9)
∧q

R
(M ⊕N) ∼=

q
⊕

i=0

(

∧i

R
M ⊗R

∧q−i

R
N

)

.

for any q ≥ 0. One can deduce this decomposition from⊕n∈N∧n being left adjoint to
the “degree one” functor A• 7→ A1 from dg-A-algebras to A-modules (it commutes
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with sums because it’s a left adjoint). If N is a free R-module of rank 1 and q ≥ 1,
then Eq.(5.9) is simplified as

(5.10)
∧q

R
(M ⊕N) ∼=

∧q

R
M ⊕

(

∧q−1

R
M

)

⊗R N.

Applying Eq.(5.10) to the decompositions Eq.(5.5), Eq.(5.6) and Eq.(5.7) with R =
A[t], A[1, 1t ], A[

1
t ] respectively, and by using Lem. 3.12, we obtain

PΩq(A[t],f)
∼= PΩq(A,f)[t] ⊕ PΩq−1

(A,f)[t]dt,(5.11)

PΩq
(A[t, 1

t
],f)
∼= PΩq(A,f)[t,

1
t ] ⊕ PΩq−1

(A,f)[t,
1
t ]dt,(5.12)

PΩq
(A[ 1

t
], f

t
)
∼= PΩq(A,f)[

1
t ] ⊕ PΩq−1

(A,f)[
1
t ] dlog

1
t ,(5.13)

for any q ≥ 1, by noting that
∧q
A[t](M ⊗A A[t]) ∼= (

∧q
AM) ⊗A A[t]. Then the

sequence Eq.(5.1) in the statement is the direct sum of PΩq(A,f) ⊗A − applied to

the split short exact sequence of free A-modules Eq.(5.2) and the split short exact
sequence

(5.14) 0→ 0→ PΩq−1
(A,f)[t]dt⊕ PΩ

q−1
(A,f)[

1
t ] dlog

1
t

∼→ PΩq−1
(A,f)[t,

1
t ]dt→ 0,

which is obtained by applying ⊗APΩq−1
(A,f) to Eq.(5.8), and therefore is itself also

exact. �

Corollary 5.2. Suppose that (A, f) is a modulus k-ring with A integral such that
PΩ1

(A,f) (resp. PΩ1
(A[t],f), PΩ

1
(A[ 1

t
],f/t)

, PΩ1
(A[t, 1

t
],f)

) is flat over A (resp. A[t],

A[ 1t ], A[t,
1
t ]). Then the canonical sequence

(5.15) 0→MΩq(A,f) →MΩq(A[t],f) ⊕MΩq
(A[ 1

t
],f/t)

→MΩq
(A[t, 1

t
],f)
→ 0.

is a split exact sequence of A-modules.
Consequently, for any simple normal crossing modulus pair X (i.e., X is reg-

ular locally Noetherian and X∞ is a simple normal crossing divisor), and for
τ ∈ {Zar, ét} and q ≥ 0, i ∈ Z, we have

Hi
τ (X ,MΩq) ∼= Hi

τ (X⊠�,MΩq).

Proof. By the isomorphisms

MO(A,f) ⊗A PΩq(A,f) ∼=MΩq(A,f), MO(A[t], f) =MO(A[t], f t)

of Lem. 3.13 and [KelMiy23, Lemma 5.3] respectively, the split exactness of Eq.(5.15)
follows by applying MO(A,f) ⊗A − to the decompositions Eq.(5.11), Eq.(5.12),
Eq.(5.13) and the split exact sequence Eq.(5.14). The cube invariance of cohomol-
ogy follows from [KelMiy23, Lemma 5.1] and the quasi-coherence of MΩqX from
Cor. 3.14. �

6. Blow-up invariance of the modulus Hodge cohomology

In this subsection, we continue to assume that the base ring k is a field. We
prove the following result.

Theorem 6.1 (Blow-up invariance of cohomology of MΩ). Let X ∈ Smk be a
modulus pair and Z ⊆ X a closed subscheme that has normal crossings with X∞ in
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the sense of Def.2.6. Let f : Y → X be the blowup with centre Z, and Y∞ = f∗X∞.
Then the canonical morphism in the derived category of quasi-coherent OX-modules

MΩqX → Rf∗MΩqY

is an isomorphism for any q ≥ 0.

6.1. The case of blowing-up of affine spaces. First we prove Theorem 6.1 for
the following special case.

Proposition 6.2. For a partition I = {0, . . . , n} = N ⊔ T , let
π : B = BlAIAT → AI = A

be the blowup of AI in AT ⊆ AI where we write AJ := Spec(k[xj : j ∈ J ]) for

a subset J ⊆ I. Given a function r : I → N≥0 equip A and B with the effective
Cartier divisors

A∞ = xr00 . . . xrnn ; B∞ = π∗A∞.

If the centre AT of the blowup is contained in the divisor A∞, then the canonical
comparison

MΩqA → Rπ∗MΩqB
of complexes of quasi-coherent OA-modules is a quasi-ismorphism, where B =

(B,B∞) and A = (A,A∞).

Recall the following facts from [KelMiy23, Proposition C.1, C.2].

Proposition 6.3 ([Gro63, Prop.2.1.12], [Sta18, 01XT]). For any ring A, we have

(1) Hi(PnA,O(∗)) = 0 for i 6= 0, n.
(2) The canonical homomorphism of graded rings

A[t0, . . . , tn]
∼→ H0(PnA,O(∗))

is a bijection.
(3)

1
t0...tn

A[ 1t0 , . . . ,
1
tn
]

∼→ Hn(PnA,O(∗))
where the morphism sends an element on the left to the corresponding sec-
tion of the Čech cohomology with respect to the standard covering, and the
left hand side has the standard grading. In particular, the highest degree
nonzero elements are a

t0...tn
, for a ∈ A \ {0}, and these have degree −n− 1.

Proposition 6.4 (cf.[SGA6, VII, Lem.3.5]). Let k be a ring and write An := Ank for
all n ≥ 0. Let f : Bn+1 = BlAn+1{0} → An+1 be the blowup of affine (n+ 1)-space
at the origin, and let O(1) be the line bundle associated to the exceptional divisor.
Set O(i) := O(1)⊗i for all i ∈ Z. Then f∗O(i) is the coherent sheaf associated to
Ii where I is the ideal of the origin, and we set Ii := Γ(An+1,OAn+1) for i < 0.
Moreover, we have

Rqf∗(O(i)) = 0

for all q > 0 and i > −n− 1.

Proof of Proposition 6.2. The case q = 0 is by [KelMiy23, Proposition 4.6]. We
assume q ≥ 1 in the following. Consider the short exact sequence of quasi-coherent
OB-modules

0→ π∗MΩqA →MΩqB → Cq → 0,
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where the map π∗MΩqA → MΩqB is injective since MΩqA is flat over A by Exam-
ple 3.4, and Cq is defined to be its cokernel. By the projection formula and Prop. 6.4,
we have

MΩqA
∼=MΩqA ⊗Rπ∗OB ∼= Rπ∗π

∗MΩqA.

Therefore, it remains to show Rπ∗Cq ∼= 0.
First we consider the case q = 1. Set M = {i | ri 6= 0}. Then, since the center

of the blow up AT = ∩ν∈N{xν = 0} is contained in |A∞| = ∪µ∈M{xµ = 0} by
assumption, we have M ∩N 6= ∅. We claim that the morphism

π∗PΩ1
A → PΩ1

B

can be identified with the canonical inclusion

(6.1) O⊕(M∪T ) ⊕O⊕(Mc∩N) −→ O⊕(M∪T ) ⊕O(−1)⊕(Mc∩N).

where (M ∪ T )c = M c ∩ N . Indeed, B admits the open covering {Uj : j ∈ N}
where

Uj = Spec(k[xτ ,
xν

xj
, xj | τ ∈ T, ν ∈ N, ν 6= j]),

and the restriction of B∞ to Uj is the simple normal crossing divisor whose local
parameter is given by

∏

µ∈M

xµ =
∏

τ∈M∩T

xτ ·
∏

ν∈M∩N

xν =

(

∏

τ∈M∩T

xτ ·
∏

ν∈M∩N

(xν/xj)

)

· x|M∩N |
j .

In particular, since M ∩ N 6= ∅, we find that xj divides the modulus B∞, and
hence dlog xj belongs to PΩ1

(Uj ,B∞∩Uj)
.

Thus, the sub-OB(Uj)-module PΩ1
B ⊆ Ω1

k[x0,...,xn,x
−1
0 ,...,x−1

n ]
is free with OB(Uj)-

basis






















dlog xτ for τ ∈M ∩ T
dlog xν

xj
for ν ∈M ∩N, ν 6= j

dxτ for τ ∈M c ∩ T
dxν

xj
for ν ∈M c ∩N, ν 6= j

dlog xj

Since we have

dlog xν

xj
= dlog xν − dlog xj , dxν

xj
= 1

xj
dxν − xν

xj
dlog xj ,

this is simplified as

(6.2)















dlog xτ for τ ∈M ∩ T
dlog xν for ν ∈M ∩N
dxτ for τ ∈M c ∩ T
1
xj
dxν for ν ∈M c ∩N

and hence we have isomorphisms for all i,

PΩ1
(Uj ,B∞∩Uj)

∼=
⊕

µ∈M

OUj
dlog xµ ⊕

⊕

τ∈Mc∩T

OUj
dxτ ⊕

⊕

ν∈Mc∩N

OUj

1
xj
dxν ,

which glue to given the desired isomorphism

PΩ1
B
∼=
⊕

µ∈M

OB dlog xµ ⊕
⊕

τ∈Mc∩T

OBdxτ ⊕
⊕

ν∈Mc∩N

OB 1
xj
dxν .
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On the other hand, by Example 3.4, the globally free sub-OB(Uj)-module π∗PΩ1
A

of Ω1
Z[x0,...,xn,x

−1
0 ,...,x−1

n ]
has basis

(6.3)

{

dlog xµ for µ ∈M
dxµ for µ ∈M c

Hence, the identification of π∗PΩ1
A → PΩ1

B with Eq.(6.1). Thus, we have a canon-
ical isomorphism

Coker(π∗PΩ1
A → PΩ1

B)
∼=

⊕

ν∈Mc∩N

Coker(OB →֒ OB(−1)).

We move on to the analysis of MΩ1. First note that the canonical comparison
morphism π∗MO(A) → MO(B) can be identified with the canonical inclusion
MOB(i−1) ⊆ MOB where i = |M ∩ N | = the number of prime divisors of A
containing the centre AT of the blowup. Indeed, noting BlAIAT ∼= AT ×BlAN {0},
we are reduced to showing the claim when AT = {0}, and this case can be checked
by an elementary direct computation (see the proof of [KelMiy23, Proposition 4.8]
for more detail). We also have

MΩ1(X ) = PΩ1
X ⊗MO(X )

by Lem. 3.13. Therefore, we can identify

π∗MΩ1
A →MΩ1

B

with

(6.4) MOB(i− 1)⊗O
B

(

⊕

ν∈Mc∩N

OB

)

→MOB(i− 1)⊗O
B

(

⊕

ν∈Mc∩N

OB(−1)
)

.

Therefore, we have

C1 ∼=MOB(i− 1)⊗O
B

(

⊕

ν∈Mc∩N

OB(−1)/OB

)

.

If M c ∩N = ∅, then we have C1 = 0 and there is nothing to prove. Hence we may
assume M c ∩N 6= ∅. In particular, we have 0 < i = |M ∩N | < |N |. Then, noting
that I := OB(1) is the sheaf of ideals defining the exceptional divisor ι : E ⊂ B of
the blow up π, we have a canonical isomorphism Ij/Ij+1 ∼= (O/I)(i) ∼= ι∗ι

∗O(i)
for any j ∈ Z. Moreover, since MOA

∼= OA is a globally free line bundle, we have

ι∗MOB = ι∗(MOA(1− i)) ∼= O(1 − i),
Thus, C1 admits a filtration whose graded pieces are of the form

(

IjMOB/Ij+1MOB

)

(−1) ∼= ι∗ι
∗ (MOB(j − 1)) ∼= ι∗OE(j − i)

where j = 0, 1, . . . , i − 1, and hence j − i = −i, . . . ,−1. Since 0 < i < |N | as we
observed above, we obtain

(6.5) −|N | < −i < · · · < −1 < 0.

Since E ∼= P|N | and ι∗ is exact, the pushforward Rπ∗(−) of all of these vanish by
Prop. 6.3, finishing the proof for q = 1.

The proof for the case q > 1 goes in the same way, with a slight modification.
Indeed, by Lem. 3.12 and Lem. 3.13, we have

MΩqX =MOX ⊗O
X

∧q
PΩ1

X .
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Since π∗ commutes with the exterior power, we can identify π∗PΩqA → PΩqB with
the qth alternating power of the morphism Eq.(6.1). This alternating power is a
sum of canonical inclusions O → O(−k) where now

(6.6) k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , |M c ∩N |}.
Indeed, in terms of the local basis Eq.(6.2), this qth exterior power has basis ele-
ments which are locally a wedge product of q sections of the form dlog xµ, dxτ , or
1
xj
dxν , and we can have at most |M c ∩ N | factors of the form 1

xj
dxν . As above,

tensoring with the canonical inclusion π∗MOA
∼= MOB(i − 1) → MOB, we find

that π∗MΩqA →MΩqB is still a direct sum of morphisms of the form

(6.7) MOB(i− 1)⊗OB
OB →MOB(i− 1)⊗OB

OB(k),
where k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , |M c ∩N |}. cf. Eq.(6.4). It suffices to show that the cokernel
of Eq.(6.1) vanishes after applying Rqπ∗ for q > 0. If k = 0 then the assertion
is trivial since the cokernel of Eq.(6.1) is 0. Assume k > 0. Then the cokernel of
admits a filtration whose graded pieces are of the form

(

IjMOB/Ij+1MOB

)

(−k) ∼= ι∗ι
∗ (MOB(j − k)) ∼= ι∗OE(j + 1− i− k),

where

j + 1− i− k = −(i+ k − 1), . . . ,−k < 0.

Thus, to obtain the desired vanishing, it remains to prove i+ k− 1 < |N |. But this
follows from

i+ k − 1 ≤ |M ∩N |+ |M c ∩N | − 1 = |N | − 1 < |N |.
This finishes the proof. �

6.2. End of proof of Theorem 6.1. Since the modulus Hodge sheaves MΩq

are quasi-coherent étale shaves by Prop. 3.17, their Zariski and étale cohomologies
agree. Therefore, it suffices to show that the morphism MΩqXét

→ Rf∗MΩqYét
is an

isomorphism for any q ≥ 0.
By the assumption that Z has normal crossing with X∞, for any point x ∈ X

there exists an étale neighborhood p : U → X of x and an étale morphism q : U →
An = Spec k[t1, . . . , tn] such that p∗X∞ = q∗H and p−1Z = q−1Z0, where H and
Z0 are the closed subschemes of An given by

H = {
∏

a∈A

traa = 0}, Z0 = {tb = 0; b ∈ B},

for some subsets A,B ⊂ {1, . . . , n} and positive integers ra for a ∈ A. Since our
problem is étale local over X, by replacing f by f ×X U , we may and do assume

from the beginning that there exists an étale morphism p : X → U which induces a
minimal ambient morphism f : X → (An, H) such that Z = f−1Z0. Since X → An

is étale (hence flat), we obtain a cartesian diagram

Y
q′ //

f
��

�

Y 0

f0

��
X

q
// An
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where f0 is the blow-up of An at Z0 and q
′ is the morphism induced by the universal

property of blow-up. By Prop. 6.2, we know that the desired assertion holds for f0,
and hence we have

MΩq(An,H)
∼= Rf0∗MΩq

(Y 0,f∗

0H)

for all q ≥ 0. By applying q∗ = Rq∗ to the above isomorphism and by using the
flat base change q∗Rf0∗ ∼= Rf∗q

′∗ [Sta18, 02KH], we obtain

MΩqX = q∗MΩqA
∼= q∗Rf0∗MΩqY0

∼= Rf∗q
′∗MΩqY0

= Rf∗MΩqY ,

where the first and the last equalities hold by by quasi-coherence for the étale topol-
ogy. By using the quasi-coherence again, we deduce from the above isomorphism

MΩqXét

∼= Rf∗MΩqYét
,

finishing the proof of Theorem 6.1.

7. The modulus Hodge realisation

7.1. Representability of Hodge cohomology. We are now ready to prove our
main result Theorem 1.3.

Definition 7.1. Write MSmnc
k ⊆MSmk (resp. MCornck ⊆MCork) for the full

subcategory of quasi-projective normal crossings modulus pairs.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Fix a non-negative integer q. By Thm. 4.3, we know that
MΩq defines a presheaf on MCornck . Since k has characteristic 0, Hironaka’s res-
olution of singularities tells us that the inclusion functor MCornck ⊂ MCor is an
equivalence of categories, and hence we obtain a presheaf

MΩq : MCor
op
k

∼←−MCor
nc,op
k

MΩq

−−−→ (abelian groups).

We claim that MΩq belongs to ShvMNis(MCork). To see this, by definition,
it suffices to check that for any X ∈ MCork, the presheaf MΩ

q
X on the small

site X ét is a sheaf. For this, take a resolution of singularities p : Y → X such
that Y is smooth and p∗X∞ is normal crossing. Then, by definition, we have
MΩ

q
X = MΩq

(Y ,Y∞)
, and the right hand side is an étale sheaf on Y . Noting that

any étale covering of X induces an étale covering of Y , we conclude that MΩ
q
X is

an étale sheaf on X.
By abuse of notation, we denote the image of MΩq under the natural functor

ShvMNis(MCork) → D(ShvMNis(MCork)) by the same symbol MΩq. We will

prove that MΩq[n] is a �-local object for any n ∈ Z, that is, the functor

F (−) := HomD(ShvMNis(MCork))
(Ztr(−),MΩq[n])

is cube invariant. To see this, by resolution of singularities, it suffices to show that
F (X ) ∼= F (X ⊗�) for any X ∈MCornck . We fix such X and compute:

F (X ) =1 lim−→
p:Y→X

Hn
Nis(Y ,MΩ

q
Y) =

2 lim−→
p:Y→X ;Y∈MCornc

Hn
Nis(Y ,MΩ

q
Y),

where the first colimit runs over abstract admissible blow-ups of X , and the second
one runs over those such that Y is normal crossing. Also, The first equality follows
from a general result from [KMSY21a, Theorem 4.6.3], and the second equality
is a consequence of resolution of singularities. By definition of MΩq, we have
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MΩ
q
Y = MΩqY . Moreover, by the blow-up invariance of cohomologies, Thm. 6.1,

and by weak factorisation, we have

Hn
Nis(Y ,MΩqY)

∼= Hn
Nis(X,MΩqX )

for any abstract admissible blow-ups. Therefore, we obtain

F (X ) ∼= Hn
Nis(X,MΩqX ).

Since X ⊗� ∈MCornck , we also have

F (X ⊗�) ∼= Hn
Nis(X × P1,MΩq

X⊗�
).

Again by the cube invariance of cohomologies, we conclude F (X ) ∼= F (X⊗�), which

showsMΩq is a�-local object, as desired. SinceMDMeff ⊂ D(ShvMNis(MCornck ))

is identified with the full subcategory consisting of �-local objects, we have MΩq ∈
MDMeff

k . Moreover, the above computation literally proves

HomMDMeff
k
(Ztr(X ),MΩq[n]) ∼= Hn

Nis(X,MΩqX ),

concluding the proof of Theorem 1.3. �

Remark 7.2. In the above proof, we can replace the use of weak factorisation
by a variant of Hironaka’s resolution of singularities (often called strong resolution
of singularities, see for example [FV00, Definition 3.4 (2)]). We thank Junnosuke
Koizumi and Shuji Saito for pointing this out in a conversation with the second
author. Indeed, what we have to show is that for any normal crossing X and for
any abstract admissible blow-up p : Y → X with Y also normal crossing, p induces
an isomorphism Hn

Nis(X,MΩqX ) ∼= Hn
Nis(Y ,MΩqY). Indeed, by Hironaka’s theorem,

the proper birational morphism p : Y → X is dominated by a string of blow-ups
along normal crossing smooth centers q : Y n → Y n−1 → · · · → Y 1 → X . Since
the induced map Y n → Y is again proper birational, we can find another string
r : Zm → · · · → Z1 → Y factoring through Y n. Thus, we obtain a diagram
Zm → Y n → Y → X , inducing a diagram of modulus pairs Zm → Yn → Y → X ,
where the modulus for the first three terms are given by pullback of X∞. Then, by
Thm. 6.1, we know that the composites Zm → Y and Yn → X induce isomorphisms
on the cohomology groups. This immediately implies that all morphisms in the
above diagram, including p, induce isomorphisms on cohomology groups.

7.2. Modulus de Rham realisation. Finally, we prove that the modulus Hodge
realisation that we constructed §6 forms a ⊗-triangulated functor which extends
the de Rham realisation functor from [LW09], at least on the category of geometric

motives DMeff
gm.

Recall from [KMSY20] that MDMeff
gm is the full subcategory of MDMeff con-

sisting of compact objects. It is proven in [KMSY20] that MDMeff
gm has a natural

symmetric monoidal structure.

Theorem 7.3. Suppose that k has characteristic 0, and consider the triangulated
functor

RdR : MDMeff,op
gm → D(Vectk); M 7→ HomMDMeff (−,⊕q≥0MΩq[−q]),

where D(Vectk) denotes the derived category of the category of vector spaces over
k, equipped with the monoidal structure that is induced by the usual tensor product
of k-vector spaces. Then RdR is monoidal.
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Remark 7.4. Note that the derived category of the category of k-vector spaces
is naturally equivalent to the category of graded k-vector spaces. Also, we use
the convention that a monoidal functor F : C → D satisfies that for any objects
X,Y ∈ C, the structure morphism F (X)⊗DF (X)→ F (X⊗CY ) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let Kb(MCor) denote the bounded homotopy category of the additive
category MCor. Recall from [KMSY20] that the additive Yoneda embedding
MCor→ PSh(MCor) induces a natural equivalence of categories

[

Kb(MCor)

〈CI,MV〉

]♮
∼−→MDMeff

gm; C• 7→ C•

where the denominator on the left hand side is the thick subcategory of Kb(MCor)
generated by cube invariance and Mayer-Vietoris triangles (see [KMSY20, §3.1] for
more detail), and (−)♮ means taking idempotent completion.

Let M,N ∈MDMeff
gm be any objects. By the universal property of k-modules,

we obtain a natural morphism µM,N : RdR(M) ⊗k RdR(N) → RdR(M ⊗N). Our
goal is to show that µM,N is an isomorphism for any M,N . Since µM,N is natural
in M,N and RdR is additive, it suffices to show that the composite

R̃dR : Kb(MCor)op →MDMeff,op
gm

RdR−−−→ D(Vectk)

is monoidal. Take any bounded complexes M,N ∈ Kb(MCor). Then, by the

universal property of k-modules, we obtain a natural morphism µM,N : R̃dR(M)⊗k
R̃dR(N) → R̃dR(M ⊗ N). Our goal is to show that µM,N is an isomorphism for
any M,N . Let m,n be the lengths of the bounded complexes M,N , respectively.
We proceed by induction on ℓ = m+ n.

When ℓ = 0 (and hence m = n = 0), we have M = X [i], N = Y[j] for some
X ,Y ∈MCor and i, j ∈ Z. Moreover, by resolution of singularities, we may and do
assume that X and Y are normal crossing. Moreover, since the problem is Zariski
local on X and Y , we may and do assume that X = SpecA, Y = SpecB are
affine. Since R̃dR is triangulated, we may assume i = j = 0. Since R̃dR(X ) =
RdR(X ) = ⊕q≥0MΩq(X )[−q] (and similarly for Y, X ⊗Y) by Theorem 1.3 and by

the affine-ness of X,Y , we are reduced to showing that the natural morphism of
graded k-modules that is induced by the universal property of the graded tensor
product

µX ,Y : (⊕q≥0MΩq(X ))⊗k (⊕q≥0MΩq(Y))→ ⊕q≥0MΩq(X ⊗ Y)
is an isomorphism.

Since the problem is étale local on X and Y , we may write

X∞ = SpecA/(sa11 · · · samm ), Y∞ = SpecB/(tb11 · · · tbnn )

for some local parameters s1, . . . , sm ∈ A, t1, . . . , tm ∈ B, and for some positive
integers a1, . . . , am, b1, . . . , bn ∈ Z≥1. In this case, we have, by Example 3.5, the
following identifications:

MΩ•(X ) = s1−a11 · · · s1−amm Ω•
A/k,

MΩ•(Y) = t1−b11 · · · t1−bnn Ω•
B/k,

MΩ•(X ⊗ Y) = s1−a11 · · · s1−amm · t1−b11 · · · t1−bnn Ω•
A×kB/k

,
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and hence we are reduced to proving Ω•
A/k ⊗k Ω•

B/k
∼= Ω•

A⊗kB/k
, where the ⊗ on

the left hand side is the graded tensor product, but this is well-known. Indeed, for
any diagram of commutative rings A ← C → B, one has Ω1

A⊗CB/C
∼= Ω1

A/C ⊗C
B ⊕A⊗C Ω1

B/C by the universal property of Ω. Applying ∧qA⊗CB
to both sides of

the isomorphism, one easily gets an isomorphism of graded C-modules Ω•
A⊗CB

∼=
Ω•
A/C ⊗C Ω•

B/C .

Next we prove the case ℓ = m+ n > 0. We may and do assume m ≥ n without
loss of generality, and hence m > 0. Then one can find a distinguished triangle
M0 → M → M1 → +1 in Kb(MCor) such that the lengths of M0 and M1 are
strictly smaller than m. Applying ⊗N , we obtain another distinguished triangle

M0 ⊗N →M ⊗N →M1 ⊗N → +1.

Since the maps µM0,N and µM1,N are isomorphisms by the induction hypothesis,
the five lemma shows that µM,N is also an isomorphism, as desired. �

As an application of Theorem 7.3, we obtain the following.

Corollary 7.5. Let T ∈ MDMeff
gm be an object such that RdR factors through

MDMeff
gm[T

−1]. Then RdR(T ) is one dimensional. Moreover, let M ∈ MDMeff
gm

be an object such that RdR factors through MDMeff
gm[T

−1] and M is dualisable in

MDMeff
gm[T

−1]. Then RdR(M) is finite dimensional.

Proof. By assumption, RdR(T ) (resp. RdR(M)) is an invertible object (resp. a
dualisable object) in the category of k-vector spaces. Since a k-vector space is
invertible (resp. dualisable) precisely when it is one (resp. finite) dimensional, we
are done. �

Finally, we check that the modulus de Rham realisation functor RdR is an ex-
tension of the de Rham realisation of Voevodsky’s geometric mixed motives. Let
Ω• be the motivic complex constructed in [LW09]. Recall that Lecomte-Wach’s de
Rham realisation functor is defined by

Hq
DR(M) := lim−→

n

HomDMeff (M, τ≤nΩ
•[q]),

where τ≤n denote the truncation functor. We regard the direct sum H∗
DR :=

⊕qHq
DR as a functor from DMeff,op

gm to the category of graded k-vector spaces (or
the derived category of k-vector spaces). Of course, for any X ∈ Sm, this coincides
with the de Rham cohomology:

Hq
DR(M(X)) ∼= Hq(X,Ω•).

We prove that the functor RdR from Theorem 7.3 is an extension of the de Rham
realisation constructed in [LW09], at least on the category of geometric motives.
Namely:

Theorem 7.6. The composite

DMeff,op
gm →MDMeff,op

gm
RdR−−−→ D(Vectk)

coincides with the de Rham realisation functor H∗
DR.

Proof. Let F denote the composition in the assertion, and set G := H•
DR. Note

that F,G are triangulated by construction. Let C be the collection of motives of the
form M(X) with X projective smooth. Recall that DMeff is compactly generated
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by C. In other words, any object in DMeff
gm is a direct summand of an iterated

extensions of direct sums of shifts of objects of C. This implies that DMeff
gm is

equivalent to the idempotent completion of the essential image of the triangulated
functor

p : Kb(ProjCor)→ DMeff
gm; X 7→M(X),

whereProjCor denotes the full subcategory ofCor consisting of projective smooth
schemes over k. Thus, we are reduced to showing that there exists an isomorphism
F ◦ p ∼= G ◦ p.

Let in : ProjCor → Kb(ProjCor) be the functor sending X to X [n] for each
n ∈ Z. Since any triangulated functor H on Kb(ProjCor) is determined by the
compositions H ◦ in, n ∈ Z, it suffices to show that for any n ∈ Z, there exists a
natural isomorphism F ◦p◦in ∼= G◦p◦in. For any projective smoothX ∈ ProjCor,
and for any n ∈ Z, we compute

F ◦ p(X [−n]) = RdR(M(X [−n])) = HomMDMeff (M(X [−n]),⊕q≥0MΩq[−q])
∼= HomMDMeff (M(X [0]),⊕q≥0MΩq[n− q])
∼= ⊕q≥0H

n−q(X,Ωq),

and

G ◦ p(X [−n]) = H∗
DR(M(X [−n])) ∼= Hn(X,Ω•).

Since X is projective smooth over a field k of characteristic 0, we have the Hodge
decomposition Hn(X,Ω•) ∼= ⊕q≥0H

n−q(X,Ωq).
Thus, it remains to show that this decomposition forms a natural transformation

on ProjCor. Note that the Hodge decomposition comes from the Hodge-to-de
Rham spectral sequence:

Ei,j1 = Hj(X,Ωi) =⇒ Hn(X,Ω•),

which degenerates in E1 terms when X is projective smooth, and hence gives the
Hodge decomposition. Therefore, it suffices to show that the above spectral se-
quence is functorial on ProjCor, or even more strongly, on Cor. To see this, take
a Cartan-Eilenberg resolution I∗,∗ of the de Rham complex Ω• in the category of
Nisnevich sheaves with transfers NST. This is possible since NST has enough in-
jectives, and Ω• is bounded below. Then we obtain a spectral sequence associated
to the double complex Γ(X, I∗,∗):

Ei,j1 = HjΓ(X, Ii,∗) =⇒ Hi+jTotΓ(X, I∗,∗) = HomD(NST)(X [0],Ω•[j]),

which is functorial on Cor by construction. But we know that for any injective
object I ∈ NST, the restriction I|Sm is flasque (and hence acyclic). Therefore, the
Hodge-to-de Rham spectral sequence is induced by the double complex I∗,∗|Sm,
and hence it is functorial on Cor, as desired. �
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faisceaux cohérents. II. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., (17), 1963.
[IY17] F. Ivorra and T. Yamazaki. Mixed hodge structures with modulus, 2017, 1712.07423.
[KelMiy21] S. Kelly and H. Miyazaki. Modulus sheaves with transfers, 2021, arXiv:2106.12837.
[KelMiy23] S. Kelly and H. Miyazaki. Hodge cohomology with a ramification filtration, I, 2023.

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1515/9781400837120.138
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07423
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2106.12837


28 S. KELLY AND H. MIYAZAKI

[KMSY20] B. Kahn, H. Miyazaki, S. Saito, and T. Yamazaki. Motives with mod-
ulus, III: Triangulated categories of motives with modulus over a field.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.11859, 2020.

[KMSY21a] B. Kahn, H. Miyazaki, S. Saito, and T. Yamazaki. Motives with modulus, I: Mod-

ulus sheaves with transfers for non-proper modulus pairs. Épijournal de Géométrie
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appendices by Kay Rülling. Compositio Mathematica, 152(9):1851–1898, 2016. URL
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0010437X16007466.

[LW09] F. Lecomte and N. Wach. Le complexe motivique de Rham. Manuscripta Math.,
129(1):75–90, 2009. doi:10.1007/s00229-008-0248-x.

[Mat80] H. Matsumura. Commutative algebra, volume 56 of Mathematics Lecture Note Series.
Benjamin/Cummings Publishing Co., Inc., Reading, Mass., second edition, 1980.

[Miy20] H. Miyazaki. Nisnevich topology with modulus. Ann. K-Theory, 5(3):581–604, 2020.
doi:10.2140/akt.2020.5.581.
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