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3 BLOW-UP INVARIANCE OF COHOMOLOGY THEORIES WITH MODULUS

JUNNOSUKE KOIZUMI

Abstract. In this paper, we study cohomology theories of Q-modulus pairs, which are pairs
(X,D) consisting of a scheme X and a Q-divisor D. Our main theorem provides a sufficient
condition for such a cohomology theory to be invariant under blow-ups with centers contained
in the divisor. This yields a short proof of the blow-up invariance of the Hodge cohomology with
modulus proved by Kelly-Miyazaki. We also define the Witt vector cohomology with modulus
using the Brylinski-Kato filtration and prove its blow-up invariance.
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1. Introduction

In the 1990s, Voevodsky developed the theory of mixed motives that unifies A1-invariant co-
homology theories of smooth algebraic schemes over a perfect field k. On the other hand, there
are many cohomology theories that do not have A1-invariance. Typical examples are the Hodge
cohomology RΓ(X,ΩqX) and the Hodge-Witt cohomology RΓ(X,WΩqX). In order to incorporate
these invariants into the theory of motives, Kahn-Miyazaki-Saito-Yamazaki [Kah+21a; Kah+21b;
Kah+22] proposed a framework called motives with modulus.

The basic idea of motives with modulus is to replace smooth schemes by modulus pairs. A
modulus pair is a pair X = (X,DX) where X is an algebraic k-scheme and DX is an effective
Cartier divisor onX such thatX◦ := X−|DX | is smooth. Modulus pairs and finite correspondences
between them constitute an additive category MCor with a tensor structure X ⊗ Y = (X ×
Y, pr∗1DX + pr∗2DY ). Just as A

1 plays the role of the interval in Voevodsky’s theory, the modulus
pair � := (P1, [∞]), which is called the cube, plays the role of the interval.

A Nisnevich sheaf of abelian groups F on MCor which satisfies the cube invariance F (X ) ≃
F (X ⊗ �) is simply called a cube invariant sheaf. Various studies have been conducted for cube
invariant sheaves and their cohomolgies following analogies in Voevodsky’s theory of A1-invariant
sheaves. The following natural conditions are often imposed on F :

(a) (semipurity) F (X ) → F (X◦) is injective for any X ∈ MCor.
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2 J. KOIZUMI

(b) (M-reciprocity [Sai20, Definition 1.26]) F is left Kan extended from the full subcategory of
MCor spanned by proper modulus pairs.

We write MCorls for the full subcategory of MCor spanned by modulus pairs (X,DX) such
that X is smooth and |DX | has simple normal crossings. The following results are of particular
importance:

Theorem 1.1. Let F be a cube invariant sheaf which satisfies (a) and (b).

(1) (Saito [Sai20, Theorem 9.3]) For any X ∈ MCorls, the morphism RΓ(X,FX ) → RΓ(X ×
P1, FX⊗�

) is an isomorphism.

(2) (Binda-Rülling-Saito [BRS, Lemma 2.10]) For any effective divisors E1, . . . , En on A1 and

X ∈ MCorls, we have Ripr1,∗FX⊗(A1,E1)⊗···⊗(A1,En) = 0 for i > 0.

In this paper, we investigate the following question posed by Kahn-Miyazaki-Saito-Yamazaki:

Question 1.2 (Kahn-Miyazaki-Saito-Yamazaki [Kah+21a, Question 2]). Let F be a cube invariant

sheaf which satisfies (a) and (b). Let X ∈ MCorls and let Z ⊂ |DX | be a smooth closed subscheme
which has simple normal crossings with |DX |. Is the morphism

RΓ(X,FX ) → RΓ(BlZ X,FBlZ X )

an isomorphism?

Binda-Rülling-Saito proved that Question 1.2 is true if DX is reduced [BRS, Theorem 2.12].
Recently, Kelly-Miyazaki [KMa; KMb] defined the sheaf of differential forms MΩq for modulus
pairs over a field of characteristic 0, which is characterized by the formula

MΩq(X ) = Γ
(
X,Ωq(log |DX |)(DX − |DX |)

)

for X ∈ MCorls, and proved that Question 1.2 is true for F = MΩq [KMb, Theorem 6.1]. On the
other hand, Rülling-Saito showed that Question 1.2 is not true in general [RS22, Section 6.9].

In this paper, we take a new approach to this problem: we use Q-modulus pairs instead of
modulus pairs, which allows DX to be a Q-divisor. This concept was introduced by the author
and Miyazaki [KMc] to give a motivic construction of the de Rham-Witt complex. There is a

category of Q-modulus pairs MCorQ which is similar to MCor. We consider the following natural
conditions:

Definition 1.3. Let F be a Nisnevich sheaf on MCorQ.

(1) We say that F has cohomological cube invariance if for any X ∈ MCorQ,ls, the morphism
RΓ(X,FX ) → RΓ(X × P1, FX⊗�

) is an isomorphism.

(2) We say that F has affine vanishing property if for any effective divisors E1, . . . , En on A1

and X ∈ MCorQ,ls, we have Ripr1,∗FX⊗(A1,E1)⊗···⊗(A1,En) = 0 for i > 0.

(3) We say that F has left continuity if the canonical map colimε→0 F
(
X, (1− ε)DX

)
→ F (X )

is an isomorphism for any X ∈ MCorQ,ls.

The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.4. Let F be a Nisnevich sheaf on MCorQ which has cohomological cube invariance,
affine vanishing property, and left continuity. Let X ∈ MCorls and let Z ⊂ |DX | be a smooth closed
subscheme which has simple normal crossings with |DX |. Then the morphism

RΓ(X,FX ) → RΓ(BlZ X,FBlZ X )
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is an isomorphism.

Our proof of Theorem 1.4 is inspired by the proof of [BRS, Theorem 2.12]. We reduce to the
case of the blow-up of A2 at the origin, and then relate it to some other toric surfaces to deduce the
required vanishing result from the cohomological cube invariance and the affine vanishing property.
Note that the counterexample to Question 1.2 given by Rülling-Saito [RS22, Section 6.9] shows
that the left continuity assumption cannot be dropped.

We apply Theorem 1.4 to two sheaves. Firstly, we extend the sheaf MΩq defined by Kelly-
Miyazaki to Q-modulus pairs over an arbitrary field, and show that it satisfies the assumption
of the theorem. This yields a short proof of the blow-up invariance of the Hodge cohomology
with modulus due to Kelly-Miyazaki [KMb, Theorem 6.1]. Secondly, assuming ch(k) = p > 0, we

construct a sheaf MWn on MCorQ which extends the sheaf of Witt vectors. For X ∈ MCorls, the
group MWn(X ) is given by

MWn(X ) = Γ
(
X,WnOX((DX − |DX |)/pn−1)

)
.

Here, WnOX(D) denotes the Witt divisorial sheaf introduced by Tanaka [Tan17], which is defined
by using the Brylinski-Kato filtration on the ring of Witt vectors. We check that MWn also satisfies
the assumption of the theorem, and hence obtain the following result:

Corollary 1.5. Let X ∈ MCorQ,ls and let Z ⊂ |DX | be a smooth closed subscheme which has
simple normal crossings with |DX |. Then the morphism

RΓ
(
X, (MWn)X

)
→ RΓ

(
BlZ X, (MWn)BlZ X

)

is an isomorphism.

If we assume resolution of singularities, these results imply that these cohomology theories are
representable in the category MDMeff of motives with modulus defined by Kahn-Miyazaki-Saito-
Yamazaki [Kah+22]:

Corollary 1.6. Assume that k admits resolution of singularities.

(1) ([KMb, Theorem 1.3]) There is an object MΩq in MDMeff such that for any X ∈ MCorls

we have an equivalence

mapMDMeff

(
M(X ),MΩq

)
≃ RΓ(X,MΩqX ).

(2) Suppose that ch(k) = p > 0. There is an object MWn in MDMeff such that for any

X ∈ MCorls we have an equivalence

mapMDMeff

(
M(X ),MWn

)
≃ RΓ

(
X, (MWn)X

)
.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Shane Kelly, Hiroyasu Miyazaki, and Shuji
Saito for helpful comments on a draft of this paper. The author is supported by JSPS KAKENHI
Grant (22J20698).

Conventions. Throughout this paper, we fix a perfect field k. An algebraic k-scheme is a sep-
arated k-scheme of finite type. For an algebraic k-scheme X , we write XN for its normalization.
We write Sm for the category of smooth algebraic k-schemes. We say that a morphism of schemes
f : X → Y is pseudo-dominant if it sends generic points of X to generic points of Y . If X is a
smooth algebraic k-scheme, then a coordinate of X is a family of functions x1, . . . , xd ∈ Γ(X,OX)
which defines an étale morphism X → Ad. Unless otherwise specified, cohomologies are taken in
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the Nisnevich topology. For a field K, we write K{t1, . . . , td} for the henselization of K[t1, . . . , td]
at (t1, . . . , td).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall several definitions and results concerning modulus pairs.

2.1. Finite correspondences. First we recall Suslin-Voevodsky’s category of finite correspon-
dences Cor. It is an additive category having the same objects as Sm, and its group of morphisms
Cor(X,Y ) is the group of algebraic cycles on X×Y whose components are finite pseudo-dominant
over X . The category Cor has a symmetric monoidal structure given by the fiber product of k-
schemes. For any morphism f : X → Y in Sm, the graph of f gives a morphism f : X → Y in Cor.
If f is finite pseudo-dominant, then the transpose of the graph of f gives a morphism tf : Y → X
in Cor.

We say that a presheaf F : Corop → Ab is a Nisnevich sheaf if for any X ∈ Sm, the presheaf

FX : Xop
ét → Ab; U 7→ F (U)

is a Nisnevich sheaf. We write ShNis(Cor) for the category of Nisnevich sheaves on Cor. If f : X →
Y is a finite pseudo-dominant morphism in Sm and F ∈ ShNis(Cor), then we write f∗ or TrX/Y
for the map (tf)∗ : F (X) → F (Y ).

2.2. Modulus pairs. Next we recall basic facts about modulus pairs [Kah+21a]. Since we want
to allow Q-divisors, we follow [KMc]. We fix Λ ∈ {Z,Q}.

Let X be a notherian scheme. A Λ-Cartier divisor on X is an element of Λ⊗Z CDiv(X) where
CDiv(X) is the group of Cartier divisor on X . Note that a Z-Cartier divisor is a usual Cartier
divisor. A Λ-Cartier divisor D is called effective if it is contained in the Λ>0-span of some effective
Cartier divisor. For two Λ-Cartier divisors D1 and D2, we write D1 ≥ D2 if D1 −D2 is effective.
The support |D| if D is defined to be the support of any E ∈ CDiv(X) whose Λ>0-span contains
D.

A Λ-modulus pair is a pair X = (X,DX) whereX is an algebraic k-scheme andDX is an effective
Λ-Cartier divisor on X such that X◦ := X − |DX | is smooth. For example, the Λ-modulus pair
� := (P1, [∞]) is called the cube. An ambient morphism of Λ-modulus pairs f : X → Y is a
morphism of k-schemes f : X → Y such that f(X◦) ⊂ Y ◦ and DX ≥ f∗DY hold. It is called
minimal if DX = f∗DY holds. We write f◦ : X◦ → Y ◦ for the induced morphism of k-schemes.

Let X ,Y be Λ-modulus pairs over k and let V ⊂ X◦ × Y ◦ be an integral closed subscheme.
We say that V is left proper if the closure V of V in X × Y is proper over X . We say that V
is admissible if (pr∗1DX)|

V
N ≥ (pr∗2DY )|V N holds. We write MCorΛ(X ,Y) for the subgroup of

Cor(X◦, Y ◦) consisting of cycles whose components are left proper and admissible. This defines

a category MCorΛ of Λ-modulus pairs. For any ambient morphism f : X → Y, the graph of f◦

gives a morphism f : X → Y in MCorΛ. If f is a proper minimal ambient morphism such that f◦

is finite pseudo-dominant, then the transpose of the graph of f◦ gives a morphism tf : Y → X in
MCorΛ. The category MCorΛ has a symmetric monoidal structure ⊗ given by

X ⊗ Y = (X × Y, pr∗1DX + pr∗2DY ).

We can regard MCor := MCorZ as a full subcategory of MCorQ. We write MCorΛ,ls for the full
subcategory of MCorΛ spanned by log-smooth Λ-modulus pairs, i.e., modulus pairs (X,DX) such
that X is smooth and |DX | has simple normal crossings.
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Definition 2.1. Let X ∈ MCorΛ,ls. We say that a smooth closed subscheme Z ⊂ |DX | has simple
normal crossings with |DX | if Zariski locally on X , there is a coordinate x1, . . . , xd such that we
can write |DX | = {x1x2 · · ·xs = 0}, Z = {xi1 = · · · = xir = 0}.

Let X ∈ MCorΛ,ls and let Z ⊂ |DX | be a smooth closed subscheme which has simple normal
crossings with |DX |. Let ϕ : BlZ X → X denote the blow-up along Z. In this situation we write
BlZ X = (BlZ X,ϕ

∗DX). Note that the ambient morphism ϕ : BlZ X → X is an isomorphism in

MCorΛ because tϕ gives an inverse.
We say that a presheaf F : (MCorΛ)op → Ab is a Nisnevich sheaf if for any X ∈ MCorΛ, the

presheaf

FX : Xop
ét → Ab; U 7→ F (U,DX |U )

is a Nisnevich sheaf. We write ShNis(MCorΛ) for the category of Nisnevich sheaves on MCorΛ.

Definition 2.2. Let F be a Nisnevich sheaf on MCorΛ.

(1) We say that F has cohomological cube invariance if for any X ∈ MCorΛ,ls, the morphism
RΓ(X,FX ) → RΓ(X × P1, FX⊗�

) is an isomorphism.

(2) We say that F has affine vanishing property if for any effective Λ-Cartier divisorsE1, . . . , En
on A1 and X ∈ MCorΛ,ls, we have Ripr1,∗FX⊗(A1,E1)⊗···⊗(A1,En) = 0 for i > 0.

(3) Suppose that Λ = Q. We say that F has left continuity if the canonical map colimε→0 F
(
X, (1−

ε)DX

)
→ F (X ) is an isomorphism for any X ∈ MCorQ,ls.

2.3. Ramification filtrations. In this subsection we present a method to construct Nisnevich
sheaves on MCorQ from ramification filtrations. This is essentially due to Rülling-Saito [RS21],
but we make a small modification to allow Q-divisors.

A geometric henselian DVF is a discrete valuation field (L, vL) which is isomorphic to FracOh
X,x

for some X ∈ Sm and some point x ∈ X of codimension 1. We write Φ for the class of all geometric
henselian DVFs. For L ∈ Φ, we write OL for the valuation ring and mL for the maximal ideal
of OL. Note that if L ∈ Φ and K is the residue field of OL, then we have OL ≃ K{t} for any
uniformizer t ∈ OL.

Definition 2.3. Let F ∈ ShNis(Cor). A ramification filtration Fil on F is a collection of increasing
filtrations {Filr F (L)}r∈Q≥0

on F (L) indexed by L ∈ Φ which satisfies the following:

(1) For any L ∈ Φ, we have Im
(
F (OL) → F (L)

)
⊂ Fil0 F (L).

(2) If L ∈ Φ and L′/L is a finite extension with ramification index e, then we have

TrL′/L

(
Filr F (L

′)
)
⊂ Filr/e F (L) (r ∈ Q≥0).

Definition 2.4. Let F ∈ ShNis(Cor) and let Fil be a ramification filtration on F . Let X ∈ MCor
and a ∈ F (X◦). We say that a is bounded by DX if for any L ∈ Φ and any commutative diagram
of the following form, we have ρ∗a ∈ FilvL(ρ̃∗DX ) F (L):

SpecL
ρ

//
� _

��

X◦
� _

��

SpecOL
ρ̃

// X.

(2.1)

We write FFil(X ) for the subgroup of F (X◦) consisting of elements bounded by DX .
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Lemma 2.5 (cf. [RS21, Proposition 4.7]). Let F ∈ ShNis(Cor) and let Fil be a ramification filtration
on F .

(1) For any X ,Y ∈ MCorQ and α ∈ MCorQ(X ,Y), we have α∗FFil(Y) ⊂ FFil(X ).

(2) FFil is a Nisnevich sheaf on MCorQ.

Proof. (1) We may assume that α = [V ] for some integral closed subscheme V ⊂ X◦×Y ◦. Let
b ∈ FFil(Y) and L ∈ Φ. Suppose that we have a commutative diagram of the form (2.1).
It suffices to show that ρ∗α∗b ∈ FilvL(ρ̃∗DX) F (L).

Let us consider the composition SpecL→ X◦ → Y ◦. We can write ρ∗[V ] =
∑m
i=1 ni[xi]

as a relative 0-cycle on Y ◦ ×X SpecL over SpecL. Since Li := k(xi) is finite over L,
we have Li ∈ Φ. Write ηi : SpecLi → Y and πi : SpecLi → SpecL for the canonical
morphisms. Then the composition SpecL→ X◦ → Y ◦ is equal to

∑m
i=1 ni(ηi ◦

tπi), so we
have ρ∗α∗b =

∑m
i=1 ni(πi,∗η

∗
i b). Therefore it suffices to show that πi,∗η

∗
i b is contained in

FilvL(ρ̃∗DX) F (L).

Since V
N

is proper over X , the canonical morphism SpecLi → V N uniquely extends

to SpecOLi
→ V

N
. We write π̃i : SpecOLi

→ SpecOL and η̃i : SpecOLi
→ Y for the

induced morphisms. Pulling back the inequality (pr∗1DX)|V N ≥ (pr∗2DY )|V N to SpecOLi
,

we get π̃∗
i ρ̃

∗DX ≥ η̃∗iDY . Consider the following commutative diagram:

SpecLi
ηi

//
� _

��

Y ◦
� _

��

SpecOLi

η̃i
// Y.

Since b ∈ FFil(Y), we have η
∗
i b ∈ FilvLi

(η̃∗
i
DY ) F (Li). The above inequality shows that η∗i b ∈

FilvLi
(π̃∗

i
ρ̃∗DX ) F (Li). If Li/L has ramification index ei, then we have vLi

(π∗
i ρ̃

∗DX) = ei ·

vL(ρ̃
∗DX). By the definition of a ramification filtration, we get πi,∗η

∗
i b ∈ FilvL(ρ̃∗DX ) F (L),

as desired.
(2) Since FFil ⊂ F , it is clear that FFil is separated for the Nisnevich topology. Let X ∈ MCorQ

and let {πi : Ui → X}i∈I be a Nisnevich covering ofX . It suffices to show that if a ∈ F (X◦)
satisfies a|Ui

∈ FFil(Ui, DX |Ui
) for all i ∈ I, then a ∈ FFil(X ). Suppose that we have a

commutative diagram of the form (2.1). Since L is henselian, ρ̃ lifts to ρ̃′ : SpecOL → Ui
for some i. By a|Ui

∈ FFil(Ui, DX |Ui
), we get ρ∗a ∈ FilvL(ρ̃∗DX ) F (L), as desired. �

3. Blow-up invariance

In this section we prove Theorem 1.4. First we prepare some lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a henselian local ring. Let ϕ : F → G be a morphism of Nisnevich sheaves
on P1

A such that Kerϕ and Cokerϕ are supported on {0,∞} ⊂ P1
A. Then the morphism

Hi(P1
A, F ) → Hi(P1

A, G)

is surjective for i > 0.

Proof. We have two exact sequences of Nisnevich sheaves on P1
A:

0 → Ker f → F
ϕ
−→ Im f → 0,

0 → Im f → G→ Coker f → 0.
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Taking the cohomologies, we get exact sequences

Hi(P1
A, F )

ϕ
−→ Hi(P1

A, Im f) → Hi+1(P1
A,Ker f),

Hi(P1
A, Im f) → Hi(P1

A, G) → Hi(P1
A,Coker f).

By our assumption, the rightmost terms are 0 for i > 0, so the composition

Hi(P1
A, F )

ϕ
−→ Hi(P1

A, Im f) → Hi(P1
A, G)

is surjective for i > 0. �

Lemma 3.2. Let a, b ∈ Q≥0 and suppose that a 6= 0. Let N be a positive integer such that

c := a + b − a+b+1
N+1 and Na − 1 are positive. Then there are integers m,m′ ≥ 0 such that the

following conditions hold:

m+m′ = N, mc ≤ Na− 1, m′c ≤ Nb.

Proof. By definition, we have (N +1)c = Na+Nb− 1. Write Na− 1 = mc+ r and Nb = m′c+ r′

with 0 < r ≤ c and 0 ≤ r′ < c. Then we get (N +1)c = (m+m′)c+(r+ r′), so r+ r′ is a multiple
of c. Since 0 < r+ r′ < 2c, we must have r+ r′ = c. Therefore we get m+m′ = N , mc ≤ Na− 1,
and m′c ≤ Nb. �

The blow-up of A2 at the origin is isomorphic to the total space of the line bundle OP1(−1) on
P1. We first study the cohomology of this scheme. Let H(n) denote the total space of the line
bundle OP1(−n) on P1; it is obtained by gluing Spec k[s, x] and Spec k[s−1, snx] along Spec k[s±, x].
Let π : H(n) → P1 be the canonical projection. We define divisors D0, D∞, E on H(n) by

D0 = π−1(0), D∞ = π−1(∞), E = (image of the zero section).

We define H(n)(a, b, c) = (H(n), aD0 + bD∞ + cE) for a, b, c ∈ Q≥0. In terms of toric geometry,

H(n) corresponds to the fan ∆n given by the faces of the cones σ, τ ⊂ R2 where

σ = {(x, y) ∈ R2 | x, y ≥ 0},

τ = {(x, y) ∈ R2 | x ≤ 0, y ≥ −nx}.

The divisors D0, D∞, E correspond to the rays generated by (1, 0), (−1, n), (0, 1) respectively.

E

D0

D∞

σ

τ

Figure 1. The fan ∆n

For X ∈ MCorQ,ls, we write H
(n)
X (a, b, c) = H(n)(a, b, c)⊗ X and write πX : H

(n)
X → P1

X for the

base change of π : H(n) → P1.
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose that F ∈ ShNis(MCorQ) has cohomological cube invariance and affine van-

ishing property. Let X be the henselian localization of an object of MCorQ,ls and a, b ∈ Q≥0, a 6= 0.

Let N be a positive integer such that c := a + b − a+b+1
N+1 and Na − 1 are positive. Then the

cohomology group

Hi(H
(1)
X , F

H
(1)
X (a,b,c)

)

is annihilated by N for i > 0.

Proof. Let ρN : P1
X → P1

X be the morphism s 7→ sN . The pullback of OP1
X
(−1) by ρN is canonically

isomorphic to OP1
X
(−N), so we have the following Cartesian diagram:

H
(N)
X

θN
//

��

H
(1)
X

��

P1
X

ρN
// P1
X

In terms of toric geometry, the morphism θN corresponds to the map of fans ∆N → ∆1 induced
by the map of lattices (

N 0
0 1

)
: Z2 → Z2.

The morphism θN is finite locally free of degree N , and it induces a minimal ambient morphism

H
(N)
X (Na,Nb, c) → H

(1)
X (a, b, c). The composition

F
H

(1)
X (a,b,c)

θ∗N−−→ θN,∗FH
(N)
X (Na,Nb,c)

θN,∗
−−−→ F

H
(1)
X (a,b,c)

is equal to the multiplication by N , so it suffices to show that

Hi
(
H

(N)
X , θN,∗FH

(N)
X (Na,Nb,c)

)
= 0 (i > 0).

Since θN is finite, we have RiθN,∗ = 0 (i > 0). Therefore the above group is isomorphic to

Hi
(
H

(N)
X , F

H
(N)
X

(Na,Nb,c)

)
.

Also, we have RiπX,∗FH
(N)
X

(Na,Nb,c)
= 0 for i > 0 by the affine vanishing property of F , so it

suffices to prove that Hi
(
P1
X , πX,∗FH

(N)
X

(Na,Nb,c)

)
= 0 for i > 0.

By Lemma 3.2, there are integers m,m′ ≥ 0 such that

m+m′ = N, mc ≤ Na− 1, m′c ≤ Nb.

Let ϕm,m′ denote the section OP1
X
→ OP1

X
(N) defined by SmTm

′

, where S, T are the homogeneous

coordinates of P1
X . Twisting by −N , we get a morphism OP1

X
(−N) → OP1

X
. Let ψm,m′ : H

(N)
X →

H
(0)
X denote the induced morphism of schemes over P1

X . In coordinates, this can be written as
x 7→ smx. In terms of toric geometry, this corresponds to the map of fans ∆N → ∆0 induced by
the map of lattices (

1 0
m 1

)
: Z2 → Z2.
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The inequalities mc ≤ Na− 1 and m′c ≤ Nb imply that we have

ψ∗
m,m′(D0 + cE) = D0 + c(mD0 +m′D∞ + E)

= (mc+ 1)D0 +m′cD∞ + cE

≤ NaD0 +NbD∞ + cE

on H
(N)
X . Therefore ψm,m′ induces an ambient morphism

ψm,m′ : H
(N)
X (Na,Nb, c) → H

(0)
X (1, 0, c).

This morphism is an isomorphism over P1
X − {0,∞}, so the kernel and the cokernel induced

morphism

ψ∗
N,m : πX,∗FH

(0)
X (1,0,c)

→ πX,∗FH
(N)
X (Na,Nb,c)

are supported on {0,∞} ⊂ P1
X . By Lemma 3.1, this shows that the induced map

Hi
(
P1
X , πX,∗FH

(0)
X

(1,0,c)

)
→ Hi

(
P1
X , πX,∗FH

(N)
X

(Na,Nb,c)

)

is surjective for i > 0, so it suffices to prove that Hi
(
P1
X , πX,∗FH

(0)
X

(1,0,c)

)
= 0 for i > 0. The

scheme H
(0)
X is isomorphic to P1 × A1 × X , and the modulus pair H

(0)
X (1, 0, c) is isomorphic to

� ⊗ (A1, c[0])⊗X . The morphism πX : H
(0)
X → P1

X corresponds to pr13 : P
1 × A1 ×X → P1 ×X .

Therefore we have

Hi(P1
X , πX,∗FH

(0)
X

(1,0,c)
)

≃ Hi(P1 ×X, pr13,∗F�⊗(A1,c[0])⊗X )

≃ Hi(P1 × A1 ×X,F
�⊗(A1,c[0])⊗X ) · · · (affine vanishing property)

≃ Hi(A1 ×X,F(A1,c[0])⊗X ) · · · (cohomological cube invariance)

≃ Hi(X, pr2,∗F(A1,c[0])⊗X ) · · · (affine vanishing property)

= 0.

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that F ∈ ShNis(MCorQ) has cohomological cube invariance, affine vanishing

property, and left continuity. Let X be the henselian localization of an object of MCorQ,ls and
a, b ∈ Q≥0, a 6= 0. Then we have

Hi(H
(1)
X , F

H
(1)
X

(a,b,a+b)
) = 0 (i > 0).

Proof. Let M be a positive integer. If M is large enough, then N = 2M satisfies the assumption
of Lemma 3.3. In this situation, Lemma 3.3 shows that the group

Hi(H
(1)
X , F

H
(1)
X

(a,b,c)
) = 0

is annihilated by 2M for i > 0, where c = a + b − a+b+1
2M+1 . Taking the colimit M → ∞ and using

the left continuity of F , we see that Hi(H
(1)
X , F

H
(1)
X

(a,b,c)
) is a 2-primary torsion for i > 0. The

same argument shows that Hi(H
(1)
X , F

H
(1)
X (a,b,c)

) is also a 3-primary torsion for i > 0, so this group

vanishes. �
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Lemma 3.5. Suppose that F ∈ ShNis(MCorQ) has cohomological ls cube invariance, affine vanish-

ing property, and left continuity. Let X ∈ MCorQ,ls and let ϕ : BX → A2
X denote the blow-up of

A2
X at the origin. Let L = A1

X ×{0}, L′ = {0}×A1
X be two lines in A2

X . Then for any a, b ∈ Q≥0

with a 6= 0, we have

Rjϕ∗F(BX ,ϕ∗(aL+bL′)) = 0 (j > 0).

Proof. We may replace X by its henselian localization. Since ϕ is an isomorphism on A2
X−{(0, 0)},

the higher direct images Rjϕ∗F(BX ,ϕ∗(aL+bL′)) (j > 0) are supported on {(0, 0)} ⊂ A2
X and hence

Hi(A2
X ,R

jϕ∗F(BX ,ϕ∗(aL+bL′))) = 0 (i, j > 0).

On the other hand, we have

Hi(A2
X , ϕ∗F(BX ,ϕ∗(aL+bL′))) = Hi(A2 ×X,F(A2,aL+bL′)⊗X )

≃ Hi(X, pr2,∗F(A2,aL+bL′)⊗X ) = 0 (i > 0)

by the affine vanishing property. Consider the Leray spectral sequence for ϕ:

Ei,j2 = Hi(A2
X ,R

jϕ∗F(BX ,ϕ∗(aL+bL′))) ⇒ Hi+j(BX , F(BX ,ϕ∗(aL+bL′))).

We have Ei,j2 = 0 for i > 0, so we get an isomorphism

H0(A2
X ,R

jϕ∗F(BX ,ϕ∗(aL+bL′))) ≃ Hj(BX , F(BX ,ϕ∗(aL+bL′))).

It suffices to show that the right hand side vanishes for j > 0. Now recall that we have an

isomorphism BX ≃ H
(1)
X which induces an isomorphism of modulus pairs (BX , ϕ

∗(aL + bL′)) ≃

H
(1)
X (a, b, a+ b). Therefore the required vanishing follows from Lemma 3.3. �

The following lemma is an easy corollary of the universal property of blow-ups:

Lemma 3.6. Let X be an algebraic k-scheme and Z ⊂ Z ′ ⊂ X be closed subschemes. Let Y
denote the blow-up of BlZ X along the strict transform of Z ′. Let W denote the blow-up of BlZ′ X
along the inverse image of Z. Then there is an isomorphism ρ : Y

∼
−→W over X.

Proof. See [BRS, Lemma 2.15]. �

Now we prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let X ∈ MCorQ,ls and let Z ⊂ |DX | be a smooth closed subscheme which
has simple normal crossings with |DX |. Let ϕ : BlZ X → X denote the blow-up along Z. It
suffices to show that the canonical morphism FX → Rϕ∗FBlZ X is an isomorphism. We proceed
by induction on r = codimX(Z). Since the claim is local in the Nisnevich topology, we may
assume that X = SpecK{x1, . . . , xd}, |DX | = {x1x2 · · ·xs = 0}, and Z = {xi1 = · · · = xir = 0}.
Moreover, we may assume that i1 = 1 since Z is contained in |DX |. The case r = 1 is trivial;
the blow-up along Z is an isomorphism. If r = 2, then the claim follows from Lemma 3.5. If
r ≥ 3, then we set Z ′ = {x1 = x2 = 0} ⊃ Z. Let Y → BlZ X denote the blow-up along the strict
transform of Z ′. Let W → BlZ′ X denote the blow-up along the inverse image of Z. Then there is
an isomorphism ρ : Y

∼
−→ W over X by Lemma 3.6. We have the following commutative diagram
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of Q-modulus pairs:

Y
ρ

∼
//

ϕ′

��

W

ψ′

��

BlZ X

ϕ
##❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋

BlZ′ X

ψ
{{✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇

X .

Since the codimension of Z ′ (resp. the strict transform of Z ′) in X (resp. in BlZ X) is 2, we have

Rψ∗FBlZ′ X ≃ FX (resp. Rϕ′
∗FY ≃ FBlZ X ).

Moreover, since the codimension of ψ−1(Z) in BlZ′ X is r − 1, we have Rψ′
∗FW ≃ FBlZ′ X by the

induction hypothesis. Combining these results, we obtain Rϕ∗FBlZ X ≃ FX . �

4. Examples

In this section, we construct two examples of sheaves on MCorQ and apply Theorem 1.4 to
them.

4.1. Differential forms. Fix an integer q ≥ 0. Recall from [KSY16, Corollary A.6.1] that the
sheaf of differential forms Ωq =

(
X 7→ Γ(X,ΩqX)

)
can be regarded as an object of ShNis(Cor).

Kelly-Miyazaki [KMb, Theorem 4.3] extended this to a sheaf MΩq on MCorls in the case ch(k) = 0.
It is characterized by the fact that the formula

MΩq(X ) = Γ
(
X,ΩqX(log |DX |)(DX − |DX |)

)

holds for X ∈ MCor. In this subsection, we present a construction of MΩq using a ramification
filtration. This method is applicable also for ch(k) = p > 0, and it allows us to extend MΩq

to MCorQ. We show that the resulting sheaf has cohomological cube invariance, affine vanishing
property, and left continuity. As a corollary of our main theorem, we obtain a new proof of the
blow-up invariance of the Hodge cohomology with modulus due to Kelly-Miyazaki [KM21, Theorem
6.1].

Definition 4.1. Let L ∈ Φ and let t ∈ OL be a uniformizer. We write Ωq(OL)(log) for the
subgroup of Ωq(L) generated by Ωq(OL) and Ωq−1(OL) ∧ dlog(t). Since dlog(u) ∈ Ω1(OL) for
u ∈ O×

L , this does not depend on the choice of t. We define the logarithmic filtration on Ωq(L) by

Filr Ω
q(L) =

{
Ωq(OL) (r = 0)

t−⌈r⌉+1 · Ωq(OL)(log) (r > 0).

This is also independent of the choice of t.

Lemma 4.2. Let L ∈ Φ and let t ∈ OL be a uniformizer. For ω ∈ Ωq(OL), the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) ω ∈ t · Ωq(OL)(log).
(2) ω ∧ dlog(t) ∈ Ωq+1(OL).
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Proof. Suppose that (1) holds. We can write ω = tω1+ω2∧dt where ω1 ∈ Ωq(OL), ω2 ∈ Ωq−1(OL).
It follows that ω ∧ dlog(t) = ω1 ∧ dt ∈ Ωq+1(OL), so (1) implies (2).

Next suppose that (2) holds. Writing K for the residue field of OL, we have OL ≃ K{t}. Recall
that we have an isomorphism

Ω1(K[t]) ≃ (K[t]⊗K Ω1(K))⊕K[t]dt.

By henselization, we get an isomorphism Ω1(OL) ≃
(
OL ⊗K Ω1(K)

)
⊕OLdt and hence

Ωq(OL) ≃
(
OL ⊗K Ωq(K)

)
⊕
(
OL ⊗K Ωq−1(K)

)
∧ dt.

If we write ω = α + β ∧ dt, we have ω ∧ dlog(t) = t−1α ∧ dt. By (2), we get α ∈ t · Ωq(K) and
hence ω ∈ t · Ωq(OL)(log). Therefore (2) implies (1). �

Lemma 4.3. Let L ∈ Φ and let t ∈ OL be a uniformizer. Let L′/L be a finite extension and let
t′ ∈ OL′ be a uniformizer. Then we have TrL′/L

(
t′ · Ω(OL′)(log)

)
⊂ t · Ω(OL)(log).

Proof. Write t = u(t′)e with u ∈ O×
L′ . For any ω ∈ Ωq(OL′)(log), we have

TrL′/L(t
′ω) ∧ dlog(t) = TrL′/L

(
t′ω ∧ dlog(u(t′)e)

)

= TrL′/L

(
t′ω ∧ dlog(u)

)
+ e · TrL′/L

(
t′ω ∧ dlog(t′)

)
.

We can write ω = ω1 + ω2 ∧ dlog(t′) with ω1 ∈ Ωq(OL′), ω2 ∈ Ωq−1(OL′). Then we have t′ω ∧
dlog(t′) = ω1 ∧ dt ∈ Ωq+1(OL′), so we see that

TrL′/L(t
′ω) ∧ dlog(t) ∈ TrL′/L

(
Ωq+1(OL′)

)
⊂ Ωq+1(OL).

By Lemma 4.2, this implies that TrL′/L(t
′ω) ∈ t · Ωq(OL)(log). �

Lemma 4.4. Let L ∈ Φ and let L′/L be a finite extension of ramification index e. Then we
have TrL′/L

(
Filr Ω

q(L′)
)
⊂ Filr/eΩ

q(L) for any r ∈ Q≥0. In other words, {Filr Ω
q(L)}r∈Q≥0,L∈Φ

defines a ramification filtration on Ωq.

Proof. We may assume that r > 0. Take uniformizers t ∈ OL, t
′ ∈ OL′ and write t = u(t′)e with

u ∈ O×
L′ . Let ω ∈ Filr Ω

q(L′). Then we have t′⌈r⌉ω ∈ t′ · Ωq(OL′)(log). Since e⌈r/e⌉ ≥ ⌈r⌉, this

implies t′e⌈r/e⌉ω ∈ t′ · Ωq(OL′)(log). Therefore we have

t⌈r/e⌉ TrL′/L(ω) = TrL′/L(u
⌈r/e⌉t′e⌈r/e⌉ω)

∈ TrL′/L

(
t′ · Ωq(OL′)(log)

)

⊂ t · Ωq(OL)(log).

Here, we used Lemma 4.3 for the last inclusion. This shows that TrL′/L(ω) ∈ Filr/eΩ
q(L). �

We write MΩq for the Nisnevich sheaf on MCorQ associated to the logarithmic filtration on Ωq.
The next lemma shows that this coincides with Kelly-Miyazaki’s definition for ch(k) = 0:

Lemma 4.5. For any X ∈ MCorQ,ls, we have

MΩq(X ) = Γ
(
X,ΩqX(log |DX |)(⌈DX⌉ − |DX |)

)
.

In particular, MΩq has left continuity and affine vanishing property.
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Proof. It is clear that the left hand side is contained in the right hand side. Let us prove the
reverse inclusion. We may assume that X has a coordinate x1, . . . , xd such that DX =

∑s
i=1 riDi

where Di = {xi = 0}. Let ω ∈ Γ
(
X,ΩqX(log |DX |)(⌈DX⌉ − |DX |)

)
. Let L ∈ Φ and let t ∈ OL be a

uniformizer. Suppose that we have a commutative diagram of the form (2.1). We set ei = vL(ρ
∗xi)

and assume that ei > 0 for some i. Then there is some unit u ∈ O×
L such that

ρ∗(x
⌈r1⌉−1
1 · · ·x⌈rs⌉−1

s ω) = ut
∑s

i=1 ei(⌈ri⌉−1)ρ∗ω.

The left hand side is an element of Ωq(OL)(log), so we get

t
∑

s
i=1 ei(⌈ri⌉−1)ρ∗ω ∈ Ωq(OL)(log).

Now we observe that the inequality
∑s

i=1 ei(⌈ri⌉−1) <
∑s

i=1 eiri ≤ ⌈
∑s

i=1 eiri⌉ implies
∑s
i=1 ei(⌈ri⌉−

1) ≤ ⌈
∑s
i=1 eiri⌉ − 1. Therefore we get

t⌈
∑

s
i=1 eiri⌉−1ρ∗ω ∈ Ωq(OL)(log).

This shows that ω ∈ MΩq(X ) and hence the equality holds. The left continuity is clear from the
equality, and the affine vanishing property follows from the fact that the sheaf ΩqX(log |DX |)(⌈DX⌉−
|DX |) is a quasi-coherent OX -module. �

Lemma 4.6. The modulus sheaf MΩq has cohomological cube invariance.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.5 and [KMb, Corollary 5.2]. We sketch the proof for the conve-

nience of the reader. Let X ∈ MCorQ,ls. An explicit computation shows that, as a quasi-coherent
sheaf on X × P1, we have

(MΩq)X⊗�
≃ pr∗1(MΩq)X ⊕

(
pr∗1(MΩq−1)X ⊗ pr∗2(MΩ1)

�

)

≃ pr∗1(MΩq)X ⊕
(
pr∗1(MΩq−1)X ⊗ pr∗2OP1(−1)

)

Therefore it suffices to show that for any finite locally free OX -modules E,E′ on X , the morphism

RΓ(X,E) → RΓ
(
X × P1, pr∗1E ⊕ (pr∗1E

′ ⊗ pr∗2OP1(−1))
)

is an isomorphism. This can be reduced to the case E = E′ = OX , which is easy. �

Corollary 4.7 ([KMb, Theorem 6.1]). Let X ∈ MCorQ,ls and let Z ⊂ |DX | be a smooth closed
subscheme which has simple normal crossings with |DX |. Then the morphism

RΓ(X,MΩqX ) → RΓ(BlZ X,MΩqBlZ X )

is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since MΩq has cohomological cube invariance by Lemma 4.6 and has left continuity and
affine vanishing property by Lemma 4.5, the claim follows from Theorem 1.4. �

4.2. Witt vectors. In this subsection we assume that ch(k) = p > 0. Fix an integer n > 0.
The sheaf of p-typical Witt vectors Wn =

(
X 7→ Γ(X,WnOX)

)
is representable by an algebraic

group, so it can be regarded as an object of ShNis(Cor) [BK16, Lemma 1.4.4]. In this subsection,

we construct a modulus sheaf MWn ∈ ShNis(MCorQ) extending Wn using the Brylinski-Kato
filtration. We prove that Wn has cohomological cube invariance, affine vanishing property, and
left continuity. As a corollary of our main theorem, we obtain the blow-up invariance of the Witt
vector cohomology with modulus.
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Definition 4.8. Let L ∈ Φ and let t ∈ OL be a uniformizer. We define the Brylinski-Kato filtration
[Kat89, Definition 3.1] on Wn(L) by

FilrWn(L) =

{
Wn(OL) (r = 0){
a ∈ Wn(L)

∣∣ [t⌈r⌉−1]Fn−1(a) ∈ Wn(OL)
}

(r > 0).

Here, [a] means (a, 0, . . . , 0) and F denotes the Frobenius map (a0, . . . , an−1) 7→ (ap0, . . . , a
p
n−1).

This definition does not depend on the choice of the uniformizer t.

Remark 4.9. For a = (a0, . . . , an−1) ∈ Wn(L), we have

[t⌈r⌉−1]Fn−1(a) = (t⌈r⌉−1ap
n−1

0 , tp(⌈r⌉−1)ap
n−1

1 , . . . , tp
n−1(⌈r⌉−1)ap

n−1

n−1 ).

Therefore we have a ∈ FilrWn(L) if and only if

pn−1vL(ai) + pi(⌈r⌉ − 1) ≥ 0

holds for i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1. In particular, we have Fil1 Wn(L) = Fil0 Wn(L) = Wn(OL).

Lemma 4.10. Let L ∈ Φ. Let L′/L be a finite extension and t′ ∈ OL′ be a uniformizer. If L is
an algebraic closure of L, then we have

iL/L ◦ TrL′/L

(
[t′] ·Wn(OL′)

)
⊂ [t′] ·Wn(OL)

where iL/L : Wn(OL) → Wn(OL) is the inclusion.

Proof. Let a ∈ Wn(OL′). If m (resp. n) is the separable (resp. inseparable) degree of L′/L, then
there are m distinct L-embeddings σ1, . . . , σm : L′ → L and we have

iL/L ◦TrL′/L([t
′] · a) = n ·

m∑

i=1

σi([t
′] · a).

It is clear that the right hand side is contained in [t′] ·Wn(OL). �

Lemma 4.11. Let L ∈ Φ and let L′/L be a finite extension of ramification index e. Then we have
TrL′/L(FilrWn(L

′)) ⊂ Filr/eWn(L) for any r ∈ Q≥0.

Proof. Take uniformizers t ∈ OL, t
′ ∈ OL′ and write t = u(t′)e with u ∈ O×

L′ . Let a ∈ FilrWn(L
′).

Then we have [t′⌈r⌉−1]Fn−1(a) ∈ Wn(OL′). Since e⌈r/e⌉ ≥ ⌈r⌉, this implies [t′e⌈r/e⌉]Fn−1(a) ∈
[t′] ·Wn(OL′). Therefore we have

iL/L
(
[t⌈r/e⌉]Fn−1(TrL′/L(a))

)
= iL/L ◦ TrL′/L

(
[u⌈r/e⌉t′e⌈r/e⌉]Fn−1(a)

)

∈ iL/L ◦ TrL′/L

(
[t′] ·Wn(OL′)

)

⊂ [t′] ·Wn(OL).

Here, we used Lemma 4.10 for the last inclusion. If we set TrL′/L(a) = b = (b0, . . . , bn−1), then
the above computation shows that

pn−1vL(bi) + pi⌈r/e⌉ ≥ pi/e

for i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1. Since the left hand side belongs to piZ, we can replace the right hand side
by pi. Therefore we get

pn−1vL(bi) + pi(⌈r/e⌉ − 1) ≥ 0

for i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1. This implies TrL′/L(a) = b ∈ Filr/eWn(L). �
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We write MWn for the Nisnevich sheaf on MCorQ associated to the Brylinski-Kato filtration on
Wn. In order to give an explicit formula for MWn, we recall the notion of Witt divisorial sheaf
which was introduced by Tanaka [Tan17].

Definition 4.12 ([Tan17, Definition 3.1]). Let X ∈ Sm and let D =
∑s
i=1 riDi be a Q-divisor

on X . Let ξi denote the generic point of Di and vi denote the discrete valuation on OX,ξi . Let
j : X \ |D| → X denote the inclusion. The Witt divisorial sheaf WnOX(D) is the Zariski subsheaf
of j∗WnOX\|D| defined by

U 7→
{
(a0, . . . , an−1) ∈ Γ(U, j∗WnOX\|D|)

∣∣ ξi ∈ U =⇒ vi(ai) + piri ≥ 0
}
.

It is known that WnOX(D) is a quasi-coherent WnOX -module [Tan17, Lemma 3.5 (2)].

Lemma 4.13. For any X ∈ MCorQ,ls, we have

MWn(X ) = Γ
(
X,WnOX((⌈DX⌉ − |DX |)/p

n−1)
)
.

In particular, MWn has left continuity and affine vanishing property.

Proof. It is clear from Remark 4.9 that the left hand side is contained in the right hand side. Let
us prove the reverse inclusion. We may assume that X has a coordinate x1, . . . , xd such that
DX =

∑s
i=1 riDi where Di = {xi = 0}. Let a ∈ Γ

(
X,WnOX((⌈DX⌉ − |DX |)/pn−1)

)
. Let L ∈ Φ

and let t ∈ OL be a uniformizer. Suppose that we have a commutative diagram of the form (2.1).
We set ei = vL(ρ

∗xi) and assume that ei > 0 for some i. Then there is some unit u ∈ O×
L such

that
ρ∗
(
[x

⌈r1⌉−1
1 · · ·x⌈rs⌉−1

s ]Fn−1(a)
)
= [ut

∑s
i=1 ei(⌈ri⌉−1)]Fn−1(ρ∗a).

The left hand side is an element of Wn(OL), so we get

[t
∑s

i=1 ei(⌈ri⌉−1)]Fn−1(ρ∗a) ∈ Wn(OL).

Now we observe that the inequality
∑s

i=1 ei(⌈ri⌉−1) <
∑s

i=1 eiri ≤ ⌈
∑s

i=1 eiri⌉ implies
∑s
i=1 ei(⌈ri⌉−

1) ≤ ⌈
∑s
i=1 eiri⌉ − 1. Therefore we get

[t⌈
∑

s
i=1 eiri⌉−1]Fn−1(ρ∗a) ∈ Wn(OL).

This shows that a ∈ MWn(X ) and hence the equality holds. The left continuity is clear from the
equality, and the affine vanishing property follows from the fact that the sheaf WnOX((⌈DX⌉ −
|DX |)/pn−1) is a quasi-coherent WnOX -module. �

Lemma 4.14. The modulus sheaf MWn has cohomological ls cube invariance.

Proof. Let X ∈ Sm. By Lemma 4.13, it suffices to show that the canonical morphism

RΓ
(
X,WnOX(D)

)
→ RΓ

(
X × P1,WnOX×P1(pr∗1D)

)

is an isomorphism for any Q-divisor D on X . We prove this by induction on n. If n = 1, then what
we have to show is that the canonical morphism OX(D) → Rpr1,∗pr

∗
1OX(D) is an isomorphism,

which is easy. Suppose that n ≥ 2. By [Tan17, Proposition 3.7], we have an exact sequence

0 → (Fn−1
X )∗OX(pn−1D) → WnOX(D) → Wn−1OX(D) → 0

of Zariski sheaves on X , where FX : X → X is the absolute Frobenius morphism. We also have a
similar exact sequence of Zariski sheaves on X × P1:

0 → (Fn−1
X×P1)∗OX×P1(pn−1pr∗1D) → WnOX×P1(pr∗1D) → Wn−1OX×P1(pr∗1D) → 0.

Therefore the claim follows from the induction hypothesis and the five lemma. �
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Proof of Corollary 1.5. Since MWn has cohomological cube invariance by Lemma 4.14 and has left
continuity and affine vanishing property by Lemma 4.13, the claim follows from Theorem 1.4. �

5. Relation to motives with modulus

In this section we discuss the relationship between our main theorem and the theory of motives
with modulus. We show that the Hodge cohomology with modulus and the Witt vector cohomology
with modulus are representable in the category of motives with modulus if we assume resolution
of singularities.

Definition 5.1. We say that k admits resolution of singularities if the following conditions hold:

(RS1) For any X ∈ MCor, there exists Y ∈ MCorls and a proper minimal ambient morphism
f : Y → X such that f◦ : Y ◦ → X◦ is an isomorphism.

(RS2) Let X ∈ MCorls and let f : Y → X be a proper minimal ambient morphism such that
f◦ : Y ◦ → X◦ is an isomorphism. Then there is a sequence of blow-ups Xn → Xn−1 →
· · · → X0 = X with the following properties:
(a) The center of the blow-up Xi → Xi−1 is a smooth closed subscheme of |DX | which

has simple normal crossings with |DX |.
(b) The morphism Xn → X factors through Y.

We recall the construction of the category of motives with modulus. For X ∈ MCor, we write
Ztr(X ) for the presheaf of abelian groups on MCor represented by X . It is known that Ztr(X ) is
a Nisnevich sheaf [Kah+21a, Proposition 3.3.5].

Definition 5.2. Let D
(
ShNis(MCor)

)
denote the derived ∞-category of ShNis(MCor). Let (CI)

be the localizing subcategory of D
(
ShNis(MCor)

)
generated by the cofibers of pr1 : Ztr(X ⊗�) →

Ztr(X ) for X ∈ MCor. The category of motives with modulus MDMeff is defined as the Verdier
quotient

MDMeff =
D
(
ShNis(MCor)

)

(CI)

in the sense of [BGT10, Definition 5.4]. By [Kah+22, Theorem 4.1.1], this is equivalent to the
original definition [Kah+22, Definition 3.2.4] after taking the homotopy category. We write M(X )

for the image of Ztr(X ) in MDMeff .

Lemma 5.3. Assume that k admits resolution of singularities. Let F be a Nisnevich sheaf on
MCor which has cohomological cube invariance. Suppose that for any X ∈ MCorls and any smooth
closed subscheme Z ⊂ |DX | which has simple normal crossings with |DX |, the morphism

RΓ(X,FX ) → RΓ(BlZ X,FBlZ X )

is an isomorphism. Then there is an object F ∈ MDMeff such that for X ∈ MCorls, there is an
isomorphism

mapMDMeff

(
M(X ),F

)
≃ RΓ(X,FX ).

Proof. We define F to be the image of F in MDMeff . We prove that this object has the required
property. Let X ∈ MCorls. By [Kah+21a, Theorem 4.6.3] we have

ExtiShNis(MCor)

(
Ztr(X ), F

)
≃ colimY→X Hi(Y, FY)
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where the colimit is taken over all proper minimal ambient morphisms Y → X such that f◦ : Y ◦ →
X◦ is an isomorphism. Since k is assumed to satisfy (RS2), it follows from our assumption that
the last term is isomorphic to Hi(X,FX ). Therefore the canonical morphism

RΓ(X,FX ) → mapD(ShNis(MCor))

(
Ztr(X ), F

)

is an equivalence. To show that the right hand side is isomorphic to mapMDMeff

(
M(X ),F

)
, it

suffices to show that F is cube-local, that is, the morphism

mapD(ShNis(MCor))

(
Ztr(Y), F

)
→ mapD(ShNis(MCor))

(
Ztr(Y ⊗�), F

)

is an equivalence for any Y ∈ MCor. By (RS1), we may assume that Y ∈ MCorls. Then this
morphism can be identified with RΓ(Y, FY) → RΓ(Y × P1, FY⊗�

), so the claim follows from the
cohomological cube invariance. �

Proof of Corollary 1.6. The sheaf MΩq (resp. MWn) has cohomological cube invariance by Lemma 4.6
(resp. Lemma 4.14). It also satisies the condition of Lemma 5.3 by Corollary 4.7 (resp. Corollary 1.5).
Therefore the claim follows from Lemma 5.3. �
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