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CHOW KÜNNETH DECOMPOSITION FOR ÉTALE MOTIVES

IVÁN ROSAS-SOTO

Abstract. In the present article we define an integral analogue of Chow-Künneth decomposition
for étale motives. By using families of conservative functors we are able to establish a decompo-
sition of the étale motive of commutative group schemes over a base and we relate to an integral
étale Chow-Künneth decomposition of abelian varieties. For a projective variety X of dimension

d over an algebraically closed field, we construct integral sub-motives h1

ét
(X) and h

2d−1

ét
(X) of

hét(X).
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1. Introduction

Let S be a noetherian finite dimensional scheme and letG/S a smooth commutative group scheme
of finite type over S. According to [AHP16, Theorem 3.7] in the motivic category DMét(S,Q) we
have a decomposition of the relative motive MS(G) in the following way

MS(G)
≃
−→




kd(G/S)⊕

n≥0

SymnM1(G/S)


 ⊗M(π0(G/S)),

whereM1(G/S) is the 1-motive induced by the étale sheaf represented by G/S⊗Q and kd(G/S) :=

max {2gs + rs | s ∈ S} is the Kimura dimension, where gs is the abelian rank of Gs and rs is the
torus rank. The aim of this article is to see if we can lift this isomorphism to integral coefficients
in DMét(S,Z).

Let us recall some facts concerning the realization of MS(G) ∈ DMét(S,Q). Consider the 1-
motive associated to G/S, denoted by M1(G/S). As is stated in [AHP16, Section 5], the Betti
realization of M1(G/S) ∈ DMét(S,Q) is given by RB(M1(G/S)[−1]) = R2d−1pan! Q[2d]. Also,

we have that RB(MS(G)) = pan! (pan)!Q = pan! Q[2d] and pan! Q(d)[2d] =
⊕kd(A)

i=0

(∧iH1(G/S)
)
[i]

where H1(G/S) := RB(M1(G/S)[−1]). On the other hand, for the ℓ−adic realization of the 1-
motive we have the following: consider the realization map

Rℓ : DMc(S,Q)→ Db
c(Sét,Qℓ)

which is a covariant functor that is compatible with the six functor formalism on both sides. The
ℓ-adic sheaf H1(G/S,Qℓ) is given by the torsion sheaves G[ℓn], this also holds integrally. Another
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2 IVÁN ROSAS-SOTO

important fact is related to with the étale cohomology of a connected commutative algebraic group
G over an algebraically closed field k. According to [BS13, Lemma 4.1] we have that

H∗
ét(G,Z/ℓ) ≃

∗∧
H1

ét(G,Z/ℓ)

for ℓ a prime number different from char(k). The same also holds for coefficients Zℓ andQℓ according
to [Mil86, Lemma 15.2].

The aim of this article is to obtain an integral analogue of the decompositon of the étale motive
associated to a commutative group scheme over a base S in the category DMét(S,Z), following the
results of [AHP16].

In order to obtain such decomposition, we use the homotopy fixed points and homotopy

orbits of Sn of a motive MS
ét(X) which is defined as follows: knowing that DMét(S,Z)

⊗ has a
structure of an ∞-category which is monoidal and symmetric, thus we obtain adjunctions

( )triv : DMét(S,Z)⇆ DMét(S,Z)
BSn : ( )hSn := holim

BSn

,

hocolim
BSn

=: ( )hSn : DMét(S,Z)
BSn ⇆ DMét(S,Z) : ( )

triv.

With this definitions, one obtains the integral analogue of [AEH15] as follows:

Theorem 1 (Proposition 5.10). Let k be an algebraically closed field and G/k a connected com-
mutative group scheme. Then the morphism

φG :Mét(G)→

kd(G)⊕

i=0

(
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi

is an isomorphism in DMét(k,Z).

If we apply the following result which mimic the conclusion given in [AHP16, Lemma A.6.]

Lemma (Lemma 2.5). Let S be a scheme which has finite Krull dimension and the punctual p-
cohomological dimension is bounded for all prime number p. Then the following holds:

(1) Let M ∈ DA
ét(S,Z) be a motive. Then M is zero if and only if the pullbacks i∗s̄M to any

geometric point s̄→ S is zero.
(2) Let f be a morphism in DA

ét(S,Z). Then f is an isomorphism if and only if the pullback
i∗s̄(f) for any geometric point s̄→ S is an isomorphism.

we then obtain the relative version of Proposition 5.10:

Theorem 2 (Theorem 5.11). Let S be a scheme which has finite Krull dimension and the punctual
p-cohomological dimension is bounded for all prime number p, and let G be a connected commutative
scheme over S. Then the morphism

φG :MS
ét(G)→

kd(G/S)⊕

i=0

(
M1(G/S)

⊗i
)hSi

is an isomorphism in DMét(S,Z).

We conclude the section about the decomposition of étale motives by giving a result involving
the decompostion of the étale Chow motive of the product of Jacobian varieties:

Theorem 3 (Theorem 5.16). Let k = k̄ be a field and consider Ci/k a projective smooth curve,
for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then the variety J(C1)× . . .× J(Cn) admits an integral Chow-Künneth decom-
position.

Also, this theory gives an improvement and conditions about the existence of projectors and
decomposition of integral étale motives:

Theorem 4. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension d over an algebraically closed field
k. If Pic0(X) is a principally polarized variety, then there exists a decomposition of the motive
hét(X) as

hét(X) = h0ét(X)⊕ h1ét(X)⊕ h+ét(X)⊕ h2d−1
ét (X)⊕ h2dét (X).
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We end the present article saying a few words about smooth conic (or quadric) bundles over a
field k: the integral Hodge conjecture for 1-cycles holds for smooth quadric bundles f : X → P2

C and
for coninc bundles f : X → S when S is smooth. If k = k̄, then we characterize a decomposition of
the étale motive of X generalizing the results given in [NS09].

Roughly speaking the structure of the present article is the following: we start with section
2, which is used as an introduction to the main important results and preliminaries about the
triangulated category DMét(S,Z), concerning the different models that we can use. Section 3 we
give the definition of an integral étale Chow-Künneth decomposition an present some varieties that
full-fill this definition using results of [RS16]. Following the same spirit, we present an improved
version of Manin’s identity principle for étale motives. Finally, in section 5, we proof the main result
of this article concerning the decomposition of the étale motive associated to a commutitative group
scheme over a base S with integral values and giving conditions for such decomposition to be in
Chowét(k).
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2. Preliminaries

We recall the definition of two models for the category étale of étale motives: the first one
DAét(S,Λ), uses étale sheaves without transfers, and the second one, DMét(S,Λ), uses sheaves
with transfers. For the first model we mainly use the references [Ayo14a] and [Ayo14b]; for the
second one we use [CD16].

Let Λ be a commutative ring which in this context is called the ring of coefficients. We are
interested in the cases when Λ = Z, Q, Z/m (we will omit Λ in the notation when Λ = Z). We
fix a noetherian scheme S as our base scheme and we denote Sch/S and Sm/S the categories of
schemes of finite type and smooth schemes over S respectively. We denote by Shét(Sm/S,Λ) the
category of étale sheaves with values in Λ−modules.

For a given objectX in Sm/S we denote by ΛS
ét(X) the étale sheaf associated to the presheaf U 7→

Λ[HomSm/S(U,X)] where Λ[HomSm/S(U,X)] is the free Λ−module generated by HomSm/S(U,X).
Consider the derived category of étale sheaves D(Shvét(Sm/S,Λ)) and denote by L the subcat-

egory of the derived category of étale sheaves that contains the two complexes

. . .→ 0→ ΛS
ét(A

1
U )→ Λét(U)→ 0→ . . .

and is closed under arbitrary direct sums. Here A1 := Spec(Z[t]) and U is a smooth S−scheme the
non-zero map is induced by the projection A1

U → U .

Definition 2.1. Define DA
eff
ét (S,Λ) as the Verdier quotient of D(Shét(Sm/S,Λ)) by L. An object

in DA
eff
ét (S,Λ) is called an effective motivic sheaf over S with coefficients in Λ. The motivic sheaf

ΛS
ét(X) is called the effective homological motive of X and from now on we will denote it byMS

ét(X).

It is necessary to remark that the category DAeff
ét (S,Λ) has the same objects of the category

D(Shét(Sm/S,Λ)), the difference lies in the morphisms of the category since every morphism in

D(Shét(Sm/S,Λ)) whose cone is in L gets inverted in DAeff
ét (S,Λ). In particular there is an iso-

morphism MS
ét(A

1
X) → MS

ét(X) for all X ∈ Sm/S induced by p : A1
X → X . Another important

observation is that DAeff
ét (S,Λ) inherits the monoidal structure of D(Shét(Sm/S,Λ)), which at the

same time comes from the monoidal structure of Shét(Sm/S,Λ).
Let L be the Lefschetz motive defined as the cokernel of the inclusion ΛS

ét(∞S) →֒ ΛS
ét(P

1
S). The

next step in the construction of the triangulated category of motivic étale sheaves is to invert the
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Lefschetz motive for the monoidal structure. The process used to formally invert the Lefschetz
motive in [Ayo14b] is to consider L−spectra for the tensor product.

Definition 2.2. An L−spectrum of étale sheaves on Sm/S is a collection of étale sheaves

E = (En, γn)n∈N

where γn : L ⊗ En → En+1 is a morphism of sheaves called the n-th assembly map. We call the
sheaf En the n-th level of the L−spectrum E.

A morphism of L−spectra f : E → E′ is a collection of morphism of sheaves f = (fn)n∈N, where
fn : En → E′

n such that the diagram

L⊗ En L⊗ E′
n

En+1 E′
n+1

id⊗fn

γn γ′
n

fn+1

commutes for all n ∈ N. We denote by Spt
L
(Shét(Sm/S,Λ)) the category of L-spectra. Consider

an L−spectrum E. The evaluation functor Evp : Spt
L
(Shét(Sm/S,Λ))→ Shét(Sm/S,Λ) admits a

left adjoint Susp
L
given by

Susp
L
(K) = (

p−1 times︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0 ,K,L⊗K,L⊗2 ⊗K, . . . , )

When p = 0 the suspension functor is called the infinite suspension functor and it is denoted by
Σ∞

L
. Finally, we defineDAét(S,Λ) as the Verdier quotient of the categoryD(Spt

L
(Shvét(Sm/S,Λ)))

by the smallest triangulated subcategory Lst closed by arbitrary sums and containing the complexes

. . .→ 0→ Susp
L
ΛS
ét(A

1
U )→Susp

L
ΛS
ét(U)→ 0→ . . .

. . .→ 0→ Susp+1
L

(L⊗ ΛS
ét(U))→ Susp

L
ΛS
ét(U)→ 0→ . . .

for all U ∈ Sm/S and all p ∈ N.

Definition 2.3. The objects in the category DA
ét(S,Λ) are called motivic étale sheaves over S.

Given a smooth S−scheme X, then Σ∞
L
ΛS
ét(X) is called the homological motive of X and will be

denoted by MS
ét(X). We denote DA

ét
ct(S,Λ) the smallest triangulated subcategory of DA

ét(S,Λ)
closed under direct summands and containing the motives MS

ét(X)(−p)[−2p] := Susp
L
ΛS
ét(X) for

p ∈ N and X an S−scheme of finite presentation. Those motivic sheaves are called constructible.

The category DMét(S,Λ) is constructed in a similar way asDAét(S,Λ), but instead of considering
the whole category Shvét(Sm/S,Λ) we consider the category of étale sheaves with transfers, i.e.
sheaves that come from an étale presheaf that is an additive contravariant functor.

Denote as SmCor(S,Λ) the category of smooth correspondences over S with coefficients in
Λ. The objects are the same ones of Sm/S, and for U, V ∈ Sm/S the morphisms are finite Λ-
correspondences from U → V . Let Shét(SmCor(S,Λ)) be the category of additive presheaves of
commutative groups on SmCor(S,Λ) whose restriction to Sm/S is an étale sheaf. We call this the
category of étale shaves with transfers. According to [CD16, Corollary 2.1.12] there is an adjoint
pair of functors

γ∗ : Shét(Sm/S,Λ)⇄ Shét(SmCor(S,Λ)) : γ∗.

Let X be a smooth S-scheme. We denote by Λtr(X) the complex of sheaves given by c(−, X) the
finite correspondences and let X be the sheaf associated to X defined by the presheaf

U 7→ X(U) = ΛHomSm/S(U,X).

of commutative groups. The functor γ∗ forgets transfers and γ∗(X) = Ztr(X). We continue by
considering the derived category D(Shét(SmCor(S,Λ))) as Shét(SmCor(S,Λ)) is an abelian cate-
gory. After that we take the A1-localization of the derived category D(Shét(SmCor(S,Λ))), giving

us the triangulated category of effective étale motives DMeff
ét (S,Λ). Finally, to this category we can

associate a stable A1-derived category DMét(S,Λ), the category of triangulated étale motives, by
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⊗-inverting the Tate object Λtr
S (1) := Λtr

S (P
1
S ,∞)[−2]. This can be obtained by applying the functor

Σ∞.
The functor γ∗ is a left Quillen functor, thus we have its derived version

Lγ∗ : D(Shét(Sm/S,Λ))⇄ D(Shét(SmCor(S,Λ))) : γ∗.

which preserves A1-equivalences. With this we obtain an adjunction in the following way

Lγ∗ : DAét(S,Λ)⇄ DMét(S,Λ) : Rγ∗

If S is a noetherian scheme of finite dimension, notice that by [Ayo14b, Théorème B.1] and [CD16,
Remark 5.5.9], the categories above mentioned are equivalent. In the context of Voevodsky motives
the constructible (compact) objects are called the geometrical motives; the corresponding category
is denoted by DMgm

ét (S,Λ). Also by [CD16, Corollary 5.5.5] for a quasi-excellent geometrically
unibranch noetherian scheme of finite dimension S the adjunctions

Lψ! : DMét(S,R)⇄ DMh(S,R) : Rψ
∗

give us an equivalence of monoidal triangulated categories.
Among the properties that we have to mention about the different models for the triangulated

category of étale motives, is the one concerning conservative functors. Let TC be the 2-category
of triangulated categories. According to [Ayo14b, Théorème 3.9], for a commutative ring Λ the

homotopic stable 2-functor DAét(−,Λ) : Sch/S → TC is separated, this means that for any S-
morphism f : X → Y , the induced functor f∗ is conservative. Fixing a field k, let us consider
a field extension K/k, and the induced map p : Spec(K) → Spec(k). Since p is a surjective
k-morphism, we have that

p∗ : DAét(k,Λ)→ DAét(K,Λ)

is conservative. Using the equivalence of categories DAét(k,Λ) ≃ DMét(k,Λ) (and the same for
K), we obtain that p∗ : DMét(k,Λ) → DMét(K,Λ) is also conservative. The next examples of
a conservative family: according to [Ayo14b, Proposition 3.24], for a scheme S such that the

cohomological dimension of the residue fields is bounded, the family of functors x∗ : DAét(S,Λ)→
DAét(x,Λ) ,for x ∈ S, is conservative.

Now consider a noetherian scheme S, by [AHP16, Lemma A.6], a motive M ∈ DAét(S,Q) is
zero if and only if the pullback to any geometric point is̄ : s̄→ S is zero. Even more, a morphism
f ∈ DAét(S,Q) is an isomorphism if and only if i∗s̄(f) is an isomorphism for any geometric point s̄.
This theorem can be extended to Z-coefficients by imposing more restrictions on the base S. In order
to do this, let us recall some definitions given in [Ayo14b, Définition 3.12]: for a prime number p, we
define the punctual p-cohomological dimension of a scheme S as pcdp(S) = sups∈S {cdp(κ(s))} ∈
N ∪ {∞}, where κ(s) is the residue field of a point s ∈ S.

Definition 2.4. Let S be a scheme. We say that S is good enough for this purposes if it has finite
Krull dimension and the punctual p-cohomological dimension is bounded for every prime p.

We can now move on to the following lemma, by mimicking the proof given for [AHP16, Lemma
A.6.]:

Lemma 2.5. Let S be a good enough scheme. Then the following holds:

(1) Let M ∈ DA
ét(S,Z) be a motive. Then M is zero if and only if the pullback i∗s̄M to any

geometric point s̄→ S is zero.
(2) Let f be a morphism in DA

ét(S,Z). Then f is an isomorphism if and only if the pullback
i∗s̄(f) is an isomorphism for any geometric point s̄→ S.

Proof. This follows from arguments given in [AHP16]. By [Ayo14b, Proposition 3.24] we can
assume that S = Spec(k) with k a field. Assuming that k is perfect, consider an algebraic closure

k̄. Let N ∈ DAét(k,Z) be a motive such that the pullback i∗N , with i : k̄ → k, vanishes.

Under the assumptions on S, DAét(S,Z) is compactly generated. Therefore we have to prove that
all morphism f : C → N with C compact vanish. Using the assumptions, i∗(f) vanishes, ans
according to [Ayo14b, Lemme 3.4], there exists a finite extension K/k such that the pullback of f
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vanishes. By [Ayo14b, Théorème 3.9] the functor i∗K : DAét(k,Z) → DAét(K,Z) is conservative,
therefore f vanishes. When k is not perfect, we consider a purely inseparable extension ki and note
that the pullback functor DAét(k,Z) → DAét(ki,Z) is an equivalence of categories, by [CD16,
Proposition 6.3.16]. The second statement follows from the first one. �

3. Étale decomposition

We present some applications of [RS16, Theorem 1.1] to the integral decomposition of étale
Chow motives. The simplest case is the one described in [MNP13, Appendix C] for varieties
without transcendental cohomology classes in degrees different from the dimension. For that, we
give the following definition of an integral Chow-Künneth decomposition:

Definition 3.1. Let k be a field and let f : X → k be a smooth projective variety, of dimension d.
We say that hét(X) admits an integral Chow-Künneth decomposition in Chowét(k) if:

• h(X) admits a rational Chow-Künneth decomposition, see [MNP13, Definition 6.1.1],

h(X)
≃
−→

2d⊕

i=0

hi(X) ∈ Chow(k)Q,

and this map is induced by a morphism g : hét(X)→M = (Y, p) in Chowét(k).
• Consider the base change to the algebraic closure ḡ : hét(Xk̄) → Mk̄. For every prime

number ℓ 6= char(k), the induced map ρℓ(ḡ) : Rf̄∗(Z/ℓ) → Mk̄/ℓ ∈ D(k̄ét,Z/ℓ) is an
isomorphism and ρℓ(p̄) = p1 + . . .+ p2d with the following conditions

pi ◦ pj =

{
pi if i = j

0 if i 6= j,
ρ(ḡ)−1 ◦ pi(Mk̄/ℓ) = Rif̄∗(Z/ℓ) for all i.

This is nothing but a direct translation of the conservativity properties of the family of functors
associated to the change of coefficients in [CD16, Proposition 5.4.12] and combining the results
about conservativity [Ayo14b, Théorème 3.9] and continuity [CD16, Proposition 6.3.7] applied to
k̄ = lim←− ki where ki runs over the finite fields extensions of k.

Proposition 3.2. Consider a field k of finite cohomological dimension and let hét(X) ∈ Chowét(k).
Then hét(Xk̄) has an integral Chow-Künneth decomposition if and only if there exists a field exten-
sion K/k such that hét(XK) has an integral Chow-Künneth decomposition.

Proof. For simplicity, up to tensoring with Lefschetz motive, which is a direct summand of a geomet-
ric motive, we may assume that M = (X, p). If Mk̄ has an integral Chow-Künneth decomposition
then the result is trivial.

Conversely, assume that there exists a Chow-Künneth decomposition for some field extension
K/k. For the rational part we invoke [Via17, Proposition 1.5]. For the torsion part, let ℓ 6=
char(k) be a prime number and consider the field extension K/k. Consider the morphism of
s : Spec(K̄)→ Spec(k̄). Let us assume that hét(XK) has a Chow-Künneth decomposition, thus we
have that ρℓ(ḡK) : Rf̄K(Z/ℓ)→MK̄/ℓ with the above properties for ρℓ(p̄K). The induced functor
s∗ : D(k̄ét,Z/ℓ) → D(K̄ét,Z/ℓ) is an equivalence of categories, hence ρℓ(ḡ) : Rf̄∗(Z/ℓ) → Mk̄/ℓ ∈
D(k̄ét,Z/ℓ) is an isomorphism, thus we have the same results for ρℓ(p̄) and conclude the proof.

�

Let us comeback to the decomposition of étale Chow-Künneth decomposition of complex vari-
eties:

Proposition 3.3. Fixing k = C, let X be a smooth projective complex variety of dimension d such
that the groups Hi

B(X,Q) are algebraic for all i 6= d. Then hét(X) admits an integral Chow-Künneth
decomposition in Chowét(C).

Proof. We will use the equivalence given in [RS16, Theorem 1.1] and [MNP13, Appendix C]. Let
us start by saying that according to [RS16, Theorem 1.1.a] the map Lichtenbaum cycle class map

cm,n
L : Hm

L (X,Z(n))→ Hm
B (X,Z(n))
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restricted to the torsion subgroup Hm
L (X,Z(n))tors → Hm

B (X,Z(n))tors is surjective. With this in
mind we consider that the groups Hi

B(X,Z) are torsion free and then Poincaré duality holds, i.e.
the pairing

Hi
B(X,Z)⊗H

2d−i
B (X,Z)→ Z

(α, β)
∪
−→ α ∪ β

is perfect. By [RS16, Theorem 1.1] we have H2i
B (X,Q) is algebraic if and only if H2i

B (X,Z) is
L-algebraic, thus there exists a set of cycles which are send to the generators

{
e2ij
}
1≤j≤b2i(X)

of

Hi
B(X,Z) and notice that by Poincaré duality we have a dual basis

{
ê
2(d−i)
j

}
1≤j≤b2(d−i)(X)

for the

dual of H2i
B (X,Z). Let us remark that we have the following

e2ij ∪ ê
2(d−i)
l =

{
0 if j 6= l

1 if j = l

By hypothesis, there exists L-algebraic cycles
{
αi
j

}
1≤j≤b2i(X)

⊂ CHi
L(X) and

{
α̂d−i
l

}
1≤l≤b2(d−i)(X)

⊂ CHd−i
L (X)

such that

ciL(α
i
j) = e2ij , cd−i

L (α̂d−i
l ) = ê

2(d−i)
l

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ b2i(X) and 1 ≤ l ≤ b2(d−i)(X). Due to the compatibility of the cycle class map with
intersection products we have that

αi
j · α̂

d−i
l =

{
0 if j 6= l

1 if j = l.

Let us define the elements

p2i,j = αi
j × α̂

d−i
j q2i,j = α̂d−i

j × αi
j

and note that p2i,j = qt2i,j . Even more, these are orthogonal projectors. For i < d, define the
projectors

p2i(X) :=
∑

1≤j≤b2i(X)

p2i,j p2(d−i)(X) :=
∑

1≤j≤b2i(X)

q2i,j

and for 2i − 1 6= d we put p2i−1(X) = 0. The remaining part should involve torsion classes. As

the groups H2j+1
B (X,Z) are torsion for all j ∈ N, the groups H2k+1

B (X × X,Z) are torsion for
all k ∈ N by the Künneth formula, this implies that all intermediates Jacobians Jk+1(X × X)
vanish for all k ∈ N. Combining [RS16, Theorem 1.1.b] and [Ros23, Proposition 3.1.5] we obtain

an isomorphism CHk
L(X ×X)tors

≃
−→ H2k

B (X ×X,Z(k))tors for all k ∈ N, so in particular for the
degree k = d. Consider that we have the diagonal element ∆ and let us denote the torsion free

part as ∆tf =
∑2d

j=0 pi(X) and consider ∆tors = ∆−∆tf. As this element ∆tors ∈ H2d
B (X ×X,Z),

then it has a unique preimage in CHd
L(X ×X)tors, which is denoted as ∆tors again, thus we have

the following decomposition of the diagonal

∆ =

2d∑

j=0

pi(X) + ∆tors.

Since the isomorphism CHk
L(X × X)tors

≃
−→ H2k

B (X × X,Z)tors is an isomorphism for all k, the

projectors in H2k
B (X ×X,Z)tors can be lifted to CHk

L(X ×X).
�
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Example 3.4. (1) Let X be a smooth complex complete intersection in projective space. As
all the cohomology groups are algebraic and torsion free, we have a decomposition of étale
integral motives as follows:

hét(X) ≃ 1⊕ L⊕ . . .⊕ hdét(X)⊕ . . .⊕ Ld.

where L is the Lefschetz motive and hdét(X) = (X, pétd (X), 0) with

pétd (X) = ∆−
2d∑

i=0,2i6=d

péti (X).

(2) Let X be a smooth K3 surface. For such X we have the following isomorphisms

H0(X,Z) ≃ H4(X,Z) ≃ Z, H1(X,Z) ≃ H3(X,Z) = 0, H2(X,Z) ≃ Z22

and Pic(X) = Zρ(X), with ρ(X) the Picard rank of X and 0 ≤ ρ(X) ≤ 20. Since the
cohomology is torsion free, we apply Proposition 3.3 to obtain a decomposition of the étale
motive

hét(X) ≃ h0ét(X)⊕ h2ét(X)⊕ h4ét(X).

(3) Let S be an Enriques surface. As Hi(OS) = 0 for i = 1, 2 we have an isomorphism
Pic(S)→ H2

B(S,Z) ≃ Z10 ⊕ Z/2 while the other cohomology groups are characterized by

H0(S,Z) = H4(S,Z) = Z, H1(S,Z) = 0 and H3(S,Z) = Z/2.

as we can lift the torsion free part, we have to care about the torsion part of the cohomology.
By Künneth formula, we have that H5

B(S×S,Z) ≃ (Z/2)⊕23 and H3
B(S×S,Z) ≃ Z/2⊕Z/2

thus we conclude that the intermediate Jacobians J2(S×S) = 0 and J3(S×S) = 0 vanish.
Combining [RS16, Proposition 5.1] and [Ros22, Proposition 3.1.4] we have an isomorphism

CH2
L(S × S)tors

≃
−→ H4

B(S × S,Z(2))tors which acts as the identity on the torsion part.
(4) For a Calabi-Yau threefold X (for example a quintic threefold) X the Betti numbers are

h1(X) = h5(X) = 0 and h0(X) = h2(X) = h4(X) = h6(X) = 1, thus we obtain a
decomposition of the motive hét(X) as

hét(X) ≃ 1⊕ L⊕ h3ét(X)⊕ L2 ⊕ L3.

4. Improved Manin version for the étale case

Let us consider the functor F i defined as follows F i : Chowét(k) → Z-mod, M 7→ F i(M) :=
HomChowét(k)(L

i,M), with M of the form M = (X, p,m), and consider the Z-graded functor

F := ⊕i∈ZF
i : Chowét(k)→ Z-modGr. By definition of F i we have that

F i(M) = HomChowét(k)(L
i,M)

= p ◦ CHi+m
ét (Spec(k)×X)

≃ p∗CH
i+m
ét (X) = CHi

ét(M).

By definition F is an additive functor, and by duality

HomChowét(k)((X, p,m), (Y, q, n)) = q ◦ Corrn−m
ét (X,Y ) ◦ p

= q ◦ CHn−m+dX

ét (X × Y ) ◦ p

≃ F 0(M ⊗N∨).

Notice that N is a sub-motive of h(Y ) ⊗ Ln for some Y ∈ SmProjk and n ∈ Z and by duality
F 0(M ⊗ h(Y )⊗ Ln) ≃ F−n(M ⊗ hét(Y )). For a fixed M ∈ Chowét(k) define the following functor

ωM : SmProjopk → Z-modGr

Y 7→ ωM (Y ) := F (M ⊗ hét(Y ))
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then Yoneda embedding implies that the functor

ω : Chowét(k)→ Z-modGrSmProjopk

M 7→ ωM

is fully faithful. Hence we recover the classical Manin principle but in the étale setting!

Proposition 4.1. [Manin’s identity principle] Let f , g : M → N be morphism of étale motives
then:

(1) f is an isomorphism if and only if the induced map

ωf (Y ) : ωM (h(Y ))→ ωN (h(Y ))

is an isomorphism for all Y ∈ SmProjk and f = g is and only if ωf (Y ) = ωg(Y ) for all
Y ∈ SmProjk.

(2) A sequence

0→M1
f
−→M2

g
−→M3 → 0

is exact if and only if, for every Y ∈ SmProjk the sequence

0→ ωM1(h(Y ))
ωf (h(Y ))
−−−−−−→ ωM2(h(Y ))

ωg(h(Y ))
−−−−−−→ ωM3(h(Y ))→ 0

Proof. This properties is a consequence of the faithfulness of the functor ω and the fact that fully
faithful functor reflects monic, epi and isomorphisms. �

The following isomorphisms in Chowét(k) are obtained as a consequence of [Ros23, Lemma 2.8]
about the structure of étale motivic cohomology groups: we can obtain decomposition for motives
of a projective bundle, blow-ups with smooth center and flag varieties.

Example 4.2. (1) Consider E a locally free sheaf of rank (n+1) over X, and π : PX(E)→ X
its associated projective bundle. Then

CHi
ét(PX(E)) ≃

n⊕

j=0

CHi−j
ét (X).

Since this isomorphism is functorial with respect to base change, for all Y ∈ SmProjk
we have an isomorphism CHi

ét(Y × PX(E)) ≃
⊕n

j=0 CH
i−j
ét (Y × X), therefore we have a

decomposition of the motive of PX(E) as

hét(PX(E)) ≃
n⊕

i=0

hét(X)(−i).

(2) Consider Y = BlZX the Blow-up of X ∈ SmProjk along a smooth sub-scheme Z of codi-
mension (d+1). Since the isomorphism described in [Ros23, Lemma 2.8] is functorial with
respect to base change, then we have a decomposition of the motive of Y as follows

hét(Y ) ≃ hét(X)⊕
m⊕

i=1

hét(Z)(−i).

(3) Let S be a smooth k-scheme and let X → S be a flat morphism of relative dimension n
such that X has a decomposition in smooth projective varieties X = Xp ⊃ Xp−1 ⊃ . . . ⊃

X0 ⊃ X−1 = ∅ with Xi − Xi−1 ≃ A
n−di

S for some di ∈ Z. Since the characterization of
the étale Chow groups of X given in [Ros23, Lemma 2.8] is functorial with respect to base
change S → S × Y , then

hét(X) ≃

p⊕

i=0

hét(S)(di).

Let us study the behaviour of the category of étale Chow motives under a field extension. For
that we use the theory of étale Chow groups. Consider a field k and let Ω be a universal domain
of k. Let M = (X, p) be an étale Chow motive and assume that CHi

ét(MΩ) = 0 for all i ≥ 0. Let
us say come facts about Lichtenbaum cohomology:
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Proposition 4.3. Let k be a field, X a smooth projective k-scheme and K a field extension of k.
Setting an integer i ≥ 0:

(1) If k is a field with k = k̄ and K = K̄ then the map CHi
L(X) → CHi

L(XK) induced by the
base change is injective.

(2) If K is a finite purely inseparable extension then the maps CHi
L(X) → CHi

L(XK) and

CHi
L(XK)→ CHi

L(X) are isomorphisms.

Proof. First, let k be a perfect field with k = k̄ and consider a field extension K which is again
algebraically closed. By the smooth base change, we have that Hm

ét (X,µ
⊗n
ℓr ) → Hm

ét (XK , µ
⊗n
ℓr )

is an isomorphism when ℓ is prime to the characteristic of k and then so it is the morphism
Hm

ét (X,Qℓ/Zℓ(n))→ Hm
ét (XK ,Qℓ/Zℓ(n)) and from the commutative diagram with exact rows

0 Hm
L (X,Z(n))⊗Qℓ/Zℓ Hm

ét (X,Qℓ/Zℓ(n)) Hm+1
L (X,Z(n)){ℓ} 0

0 Hm
L (XK ,Z(n))⊗Qℓ/Zℓ Hm

ét (XK ,Qℓ/Zℓ(n)) Hm+1
L (XK ,Z(n)){ℓ} 0

≃

we conclude that Hm
L (X,Z(n)) ⊗ Qℓ/Zℓ → Hm

L (XK ,Z(n)) ⊗ Qℓ/Zℓ is an injective morphism.
Recalling that for a separably closed field as in our case we have that form 6= 2n+1 an isomorphism
Hm

L (X,Z(n)){ℓ} ≃ Hm−1
ét (X,Qℓ/Zℓ(n)).

Let Am,n = Hm
L (X,Z(n)) and Am,n

K = Hm
L (XK ,Z(n)), then we have that following commutative

diagram

0 Am,n
tor Am,n Am,n ⊗Q Am,n ⊗Q/Z 0

0 Am,n
K,tor Am,n

K Am,n
K ⊗Q Am,n

K ⊗Q/Z 0

≃

the arrow Am,n ⊗Q→ Am,n
K ⊗Q is an injection by classical arguments, therefore Am,n → Am,n

K is
an injective map as well.

For the second part the argument goes in the same direction. The isomorphism for the torsion
part is a consequence of the map XK → X which is finite surjective radiciel (see [Fu15, Proposition
5.7.1]), therefore Hm−1

ét (X,µ⊗n
ℓr ) → Hm−1

ét (XK , µ
⊗n
ℓr ) is an isomorphism. The isomorphism of the

torsion free part is a consequence of [Via17, Lemma 1.2]. We then conclude as in the previous
case. �

For the moment, let us mention an analogue of [Kim05, Theorem 6.8].

Definition 4.4. Let f : M → N be a morphism of étale Chow motives. We say that f is a
surjective morphism if for all Z ∈ SmProjk the induced map

(f ⊗ idZ)∗ : CHn
ét(M ⊗ h(Z))→ CHn

ét(N ⊗ h(Z))

is surjective for all n.

Lemma 4.5. [Lieberman’s lemma] Let X,Y, Z and W ∈ SmProjk. Consider f ∈ Corrét(X,Y ),
α ∈ Corrét(X,Z) and β ∈ Corrét(Y,W ). Then (α× β)∗(f) = β ◦ f ◦ αt.

Proof. We follow the proof of [MNP13, Lemma 2.1.3]. �

Lemma 4.6. Let f : M = (X, p,m) → N = (Y, q, n) be a morphism of étale Chow motives. The
following conditions are equivalent:

(1) f is surjective.
(2) There exists a right inverse g : N →M i.e. f ◦ g = idN .
(3) q = f ◦ s for some s ∈ Corr0ét(Y,X).

Proof. (1. =⇒ 2.) For this implication, we use Lieberman’s lemma (see Lemma 4.5) for étale
correspondences. Assuming point 1. consider the particular case Z = Y and qt ∈ Corr0ét(Y, Y ). By
Lieberman’s lemma qt = (q × idY )∗idY then qt ∈ CH∗

ét(N ⊗ h(Y )). By assumption there exists an
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element r ∈ CH∗
ét(M ⊗ h(Y )) ⊂ CH∗

ét(X × Y ) such that (f × idY )∗r = qt, and again by Lieberman
r ◦ f t = qt. Take g = p ◦ rt ◦ q.

(2. =⇒ 1.) As f ◦ g = idN after base change using Z ∈ SmProjk we obtain that (f × idZ)∗ ◦
(g × idZ)∗ = idN⊗Z . Therefore (f × idZ)∗ : CHn

ét(M ⊗ h(Z))→ CHn
ét(N ⊗ h(Z)) is surjective.

(2. =⇒ 3.) For that just take the s as the correspondence associated to f ∈ Corr0ét(Y,X).
(3. =⇒ 2.) Consider the morphism defined by g = p ◦ s ◦ q. �

Now again, we get an étale analogue of [Via17, Lemma 3.2]:

Proposition 4.7. Let f : M → N be a morphism of étale motives defined over an algebraically
closed field k:

(1) Assume that for some field extension K (with K = K̄) the map (fK)∗ : CHi
ét(MK) →

CHi
ét(NK) is injective. Then f∗ : CHi

ét(M)→ CHi
ét(N) is injective.

(2) Assume that for some field extension K (with K = K̄) the map (fK)∗ : CHi
ét(MK) →

CHi
ét(NK) is surjective. Then f∗ : CHi

ét(M)→ CHi
ét(N) is surjective.

Proof. The first statement follows from the commutative diagram

CHi
ét(M) CHi

ét(MK)

CHi
ét(N) CHi

ét(NK)

f∗ (fK)∗

and the fact that CHi
ét(X)→ CHi

ét(XK) is an injection by Proposition 4.3. For the surjectivity, no-
tice that under assumptions about the base field, the mapHm−1

ét (X,Qℓ/Zℓ(n))→ Hm−1
ét (XK ,Qℓ/Zℓ(n))

is an isomorphism for every bidegree, therefore if the map after tensor with the rational is surjec-
tive ( which is the result of [Via17, Lemma 3.2]), we then obtain that the map is surjective from a
similar argument of Proposition 4.3. �

Lemma 4.8. Let M = (X, p,m) be an étale motive over an algebraically closed field k. Then
M = 0 if and only if MK = 0 for some field extension K.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the fact for a field extension p : K → k the induced functor
p∗ : DMét(k,Z)→ DMét(K,Z) is conservative. �

Remark 4.9. Notice that [Via17, Proposition 1.3] is also a direct consequence of the condition of
separateness of DMét(k,Q) and the ful-faithful embedding Chow(k)op → DM(k,Q) ≃ DMét(k,Q).

In this subsection we aim to obtain an analogue of [Huy18, Lemma 1.1] for the category
Chowét(k). Roughly speaking, this result is an improved version of Manin’s principle, but only
when one works over an algebraically closed field.

Manin principle says that a morphism f : M → N between Chow motives is an isomorphism if
and only if the associated map (f× idZ)∗ : CH∗(M⊗h(Z))Q → CH∗(N⊗h(Z))Q is an isomorphism
for every smooth projective variety Z. There are few cases where the structure of the Chow groups
are maintained in an easy way, such as projective bundles or blow-ups, but in general it is not an
easy task to obtain this property. Recalling that a universal domain Ω over k is an algebraically
closed field extension of infinite transcendence degree (for example k = Q̄ and Ω = C), the improved
Manin priciple states the following:

Theorem 4.10 ([Huy18, Lemma 1.1]). Consider an algebraically closed field k. Let f :M → N be
a morphism in the category Chow(k)Q. Then f is an isomorphism of motives in Chow(k)Q if and
only if for Ω a universal domain over k, the induced map (fΩ)∗ : CH∗(MΩ)Q → CH∗(NΩ)Q given
by the base change fΩ :MΩ → NΩ, is bijective.

Therefore for an algebraically closed field, is not necessary to test a morphism indexed by the
objects in SmProjk, only for a huge field extension of k. The improved version of Manin principle
is a direct consequence of the results [GG12, Lemma 1], [Via17, Theorem 3.18] and [BP20, Lemma
2.4].
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Example 4.11. Consider a conic bundle X → P2
Q̄
, we have that the Chow groups of X are

characterized by

CH0(X)Q ≃ CH3(X)Q ≃ Q, CH1(X) ≃ Q⊕Q and CH2(X) ≃ Q⊕Q ⊕ Prym(C̄/C)Q,

so for this case we can recover the motivic decomposition of X obtained in [NS09]. In this context,
C is called the discriminant curve of X, σC : C̄ → C is a double covering and Prym(C̄/C) is the
Prym variety.

In the following, we will present the analogue of [Huy18, Lemma 1.1] for the category Chowét(k).
To obtain that, we will prove the analogue of [GG12, Lemma 1]:

Lemma 4.12. Let M = (X, p,m) be an étale Chow motive defined over an algebraically closed field

k. Let Ω be a universal domain of k and assume that CHi
ét(MΩ) = 0 for all i ≥ 0. Then M ≃ 0 in

Chowét(k).

Proof. We proceed with similar arguments as in [GG12, Lemma 1]. Consider Y ∈ SmProjk and
let i : Z →֒ Y be a smooth closed immersion of codimension cZ and let U := Y − Z be the open
complement

. . .→ CHi−cZ
ét (X × Z)→ CHi

ét(X × Y )→ CHi
ét(X × U)→ Bri−cZ (X × Z)→ . . .

now take the direct limit over opens U ⊂ Y we obtain that

. . .→
⊕

Z⊂Y

CHi−cZ
ét (X × Z)→ CHi

ét(X × Y )→ lim
−→
U⊂Y

CHi
ét(X × U)→

⊕

Z⊂Y

Bri−cZ (X × Z)→ . . .

since we have the isomorphism lim
−→U⊂Y

CHi
ét(X × U) ≃ CHi

ét(Xk(Y )) and consider the morphism

(defined through the action of correspondences) p ⊗ Y : CHi
ét(X × Y ) → CHi

ét(X × Y ) defined as
follows

(p⊗ Y )(α) := (pr23)∗
(
pr∗13(α) × p · Γpr12

)

where prij : X ×X × Y → Xi ×Xj and Γpr12 is the graph of the projection morphism. We apply
the morphisms

⊕
Z p⊗ Z, p⊗ Y and p⊗ k(Y ) we then obtain the following exact sequence
⊕

Z⊂Y

im(p⊗ Z)→ im(p⊗ Y )→ CHi
ét(Mk(Y ))→

⊕

Z⊂Y

im(p⊗ Z)−1.

Notice the following facts about the étale Chow groups of the motive M :

• If Y is irreducible with dim(Y ) = 0, then im(p ⊗ Y ) = CHi
ét(M), and consider Ω a field

extension of k which is algebraically closed. Then we have that CHi
ét(M) → CHi

ét(MΩ) is
injective, so by the hypothesis CHi

ét(M) = 0 for all i ≥ 0.
• By induction, assume that for Z of dimension 0, . . . , n− 1 we have that im(p⊗ Z) vanish,

then im(p ⊗ Y ) injects in CHi
ét(Mk(Y )) by the localization sequence. By [GG12, Lemma

1], the action of p⊗ k(Y ) over the torsion free part of CHi
ét(Xk(Y )), then CHi

ét(Mk(Y )) ≃

(p⊗ k(Y ))∗H
2i−1
ét (Xk(Y ), (Q/Z)

′(i)).
To conclude we will use a specialization argument. Consider a open subset U ⊂ Y and

consider the motive (XU , pU ). Now let u be a closed point of U therefore we can define the
regular embedding ju : u →֒ U . Notice that the closed fibers of U are isomorphic to (X, p)
over k. Since the specialization map commutes with products, pull-backs and pushforwards,
we obtain that the projector p ⊗ U acts as zero over CHi

ét(X × U), therefore we conclude

that p ⊗ k(Y ) acts as zero over CHi
ét(Xk(Y )). Finally, we conclude that CHi

ét(Mk(Y )) = 0
for all integer i ≥ 0.

Since we have that CHi
ét(Mk(Y )) = 0 and im(p⊗Y ) injects into CHi

ét(Mk(Y )) for all Y ∈ SmProjk,

since im(p⊗ Y ) ≃ CHi
ét(M ⊗ h(Y )) by the Manin principle for étale motives we can conclude that

M = 0. �

Along with Definition 4.4 and Lemma 4.6 we obtain the analogue of [Via17, Theorem 3.18] for
étale motivic cohomology:
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Lemma 4.13. Let f : M → N be a morphism of motives over k with k = k̄, k →֒ Ω, with Ω an
universal domain, such that the induced morphism (fΩ)∗ : CH∗

ét(MΩ) → CH∗
ét(NΩ) is surjective.

Then f is surjective.

Proof. Let f be a morphism of motives over k and let Ω be a universal domain such that k →֒ Ω.
Consider Z ∈ SmProjk, we will prove that the morphism f ⊗ Z : CH∗

ét(X × Z) → CH∗
ét(Y × Z)

has the same image as q ⊗ Z : CH∗
ét(Y × Z)→ CH∗

ét(Y × Z), for all Z. In order to prove this, we
proceed by induction over the dimension of Z.

If dim(Z) = 0 then the result is clear. So let us assume that works for dim(Z) ≤ n. Consider
the following commutative diagram induced by the localization sequence

. . .
⊕

D⊂Z

CH∗
ét(X ×D) CH∗

ét(X × Z) CH∗
ét(XK) . . .

. . .
⊕

D⊂Z

CH∗
ét(Y ×D) CH∗

ét(Y × Z) CH∗
ét(YK) . . .

⊕
f⊗D

f⊗Z (fK)∗

where K = k(Z). By assumption, we have that the map (fΩ)∗ : CH∗
ét(XΩ) → CH∗

ét(YΩ) is
surjective, then we have that in the level of torsion CH∗

ét(X)tors → CH∗
ét(XΩ)tors is an isomorphism,

so the map CH∗
ét(XK)tors → CH∗

ét(XK̄)tors
∼
−→ CH∗

ét(XΩ)tors is surjective because it factors through
the previous map. This gives us that the map (fK)∗ : CH∗

ét(XK)tors → CH∗
ét(YK)tors is surjective,

and then also the induced map (fK)∗ : CH∗
ét(XK)→ CH∗

ét(YK).
By induction hypothesis f ⊗D it has the same image as q⊗D, for all D ⊂ Z. In the same way,

we have a similar commutative diagram involving
⊕

D⊂Y q ⊗D, q ⊗ Z and q ⊗K.

. . .
⊕

D⊂Z

CH∗
ét(Y ×D) CH∗

ét(Y × Z) CH∗
ét(YK) . . .

. . .
⊕

D⊂Z

CH∗
ét(Y ×D) CH∗

ét(Y × Z) CH∗
ét(YK) . . .

⊕
q⊗D

q⊗Z (qK)∗

Finally, as we have im(q ⊗ Z) = im(f ⊗ Z), then (f × idZ)∗ : CH∗
ét(M ⊗ hét(Z)) → CH∗

ét(N ⊗
hét(Z)) is a surjective map for all Z smooth projective variety, therefore by Lemma 4.6 we have
that f is surjective.

�

Finally, we can get the extension to the integral étale case of [Huy18, Lemma 1.1] using the
following lemma:

Lemma 4.14. Let f :M → N be a morphism of motives over k such that for a universal domain
Ω, the induced morphism (fΩ)∗ : CHi

ét(MΩ) → CHi
ét(NΩ) is an isomorphism for all i ≥ 0. Then

fΩ is an isomorphism in the category Chowét(Ω).

Proof. Let Ω be an universal domain of k. By assumption, we have an isomorphism (fΩ)∗ :

CHi
ét(MΩ)

≃
−→ CHi

ét(NΩ), so by Lemma 4.13, there exists a morphism g : NΩ → MΩ such that
fΩ◦g = idNΩ . Therefore, we have a suboject ofMΩ, denoted by T , and an isomorphism fΩ :MΩ →

NΩ⊕T . Since CH
i
ét(MΩ)

≃
−→ CHi

ét(NΩ), then we obtain that CHi
ét(T ) ≃ 0 for all i ≥ 0, so invoking

Lemma 4.12, we obtain that T = 0, so we obtain that fΩ :MΩ → NΩ is an isomorphism. �

Theorem 4.15 (Improved version of Manin’s principle). Let f : M → N be a morphism in the
category Chowét(k). Then f is a isomorphism of motives in Chowét(k) if and only if for Ω an
universal domain over k, the induced map (fΩ)∗ : CH∗

ét(MΩ)→ CH∗
ét(NΩ) given by the base change

fΩ :MΩ → NΩ, is bijective.
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Proof. Assume that f :M → N is a isomorphism andK/k a field extension of k, then it is clear that
fK : MK → NK is an isomorphism in Chowét(K). Now let us assume that (fΩ)∗ : CH∗

ét(MΩ) →
CH∗

ét(NΩ) is an isomorphism. By Lemma 4.14, then the map fΩ :MΩ → NΩ is bijective, then if we
invoke [Ayo14b, Théorème 3.9] and the full-faithfulness of the functor Chowét(k)

op →֒ DMét(k,Z),
we obtain that the associated functor i∗ : Chowét(k)→ Chowét(Ω) is conservative, since i

∗(f) = fΩ,
we conclude that f is an isomorphism in Chowét(k). �

5. Decomposition of abelian varieties

The idea of this section is the construction of the decomposition for a group scheme G over a
noetherian base of finite dimension S in the category DMét(S). Let us recall that for such S, by
[CD16, Proposition 5.4.12], the family of functors

ρQ : DMét(S,Z)→ DMét(S,Q)

ρZ/ℓ : DMét(S,Z)→ DMét(S,Z/ℓ), ℓ prime number invertible in S

is conservative. Since DMét(S,Q) ≃ DM(S,Q) and by rigidity theoremDMét(S,Z/ℓ) ≃ D(Sét,Z/ℓ),
the last being the derived category of étale sheaves with coefficients over Z/ℓ. Also there exists a
duality functor Dk in Db

c(két,Z/ℓ
n), the so called Poincaré-Verdier duality, such that Dk ◦Dk ≃ Id

in a canonical way, according to [Ill77] and [ILO14]. These results are more general i.e. working
over a quasi-excellent scheme S. Notice that, for a morphism p : X → k and constructible elements
M ∈ Db

c(két,Z/ℓ
n) and N ∈ Db

c(Xét,Z/ℓ
n), we have the following isomorphism

Dk (p!(N)) ≃ p∗ (DX(N)) , DX

(
p!(M)

)
≃ p∗ (Dk(M)) ,

Dk(p
∗(M)) ≃ p!(DX(M)), p!(DX(N)) ≃ DX(p∗(N)),

therefore we obtain the element Dk(p!p
!(Z/ℓn)) ≃ Rp∗p

∗D(Z/ℓn) ∈ Dc(két,Z/ℓ
r). The same kind

of duality result exists for constructible elements M ∈ DMét(k,Q) and N ∈ DMét(X,Q) according
to [CD19, Corollary 4.4.24].

For a field k and a prime number ℓ different from the characteristic of k, let us consider the
following commutative diagram

DMét(k) DMét(k,Q)

DMét(k)
∧ℓ DMét(k)

∧ℓ ⊗Q

ρQ

ρℓ

by the rigidity result the category DMét(k)
∧ℓ is equivalent to D(két,Zℓ). Recall that for a motive

Mét(X) ∈ DMét(k), the ℓ-adic realization of Mét(X) is given by ρℓ(Mét(X)) = p!p
!(Zℓ) where p :

X → Spec(k) is the structural morphism, and this also works for finite coefficients ρℓn(Mét(X)) =
p!p

!(Z/ℓn).
Let S be a noetherian finite dimensional scheme and let G/S a smooth commutative group

scheme of finite type over S. We start with the definition of the 1-motive associated to G/S, for
that we define the étale sheaf induced by G/S:

Definition 5.1. Let G/S be the étale sheaf of abelian groups on SmS defined by G:

G/S(U) = HomSmS
(U,G)

for U ∈ SmS. The 1-motive associated to G/S and is defined as

M1(G/S) := Σ∞Meff
1 (G/S) ∈ DA

ét(S,Z),

where Meff
1 (G/S) is the effective étale motive in DA

ét
eff(S,Z) induced by G/S.
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According to [AHP16, Theorem 3.7] in the motivic category DMét(S,Q) we have a decomposition
of the relative motive MS(G) in the following way

MS(G)
≃
−→




kd(G/S)⊕

n≥0

SymnM1(G/S)


 ⊗M(π0(G/S)),

whereM1(G/S) is the 1-motive induced by the étale sheaf represented by G/S⊗Q and kd(G/S) :=

max {2gs + rs | s ∈ S} is the Kimura dimension (gs is the abelian rank of Gs and rs is the torus
rank).

Definition 5.2. The order of π0(G/S), denoted by o(π0(G/S)) is defined as the least common
multiple of the order of all the elements of the groups π0(Gs̄/s̄), with s̄ geometric point of S.

The aim of this subsection is to see if we can lift this isomorphism to integral coefficients in
DMét(S,Z). If we want to construct such a morphism in DMét(S,Z), we have to define the integral
analogue of the symmetric algebra. For this we consider the homotopy fixed points of a group
action, where the group is finite.

5.0.1. Sn-actions on DMét(S,Z). In this subsection we will present some aspects about the action
of a finite group G in the category DMét(S,Z) of integral étale motives. In this context, an ∞-
category will be an (∞, 1)-category in the sense of Lurie [Lur09]. An ∞-functor between two
∞-categories C and D is simply a map F : C → D of simplicial sets.

Consider the group of permutations of n elements Sn and let BSn be the category of a single
object and morphism the elements of the groups Sn. Define the homotopy fixed points and
homotopy orbits of Sn of a motive MS

ét(X) as follows: we know that DMét(S,Z) carries a
structure of an∞-category. Let DMét(S,Z)

BSn be the category of étale motives with a Sn−action,
i.e. ∞-functors BSn → DMét(S,Z). We obtain adjunctions

( )triv : DMét(S,Z)⇆ DMét(S,Z)
BSn : ( )hSn := holim

BSn

,

hocolim
BSn

=: ( )hSn : DMét(S,Z)
BSn ⇆ DMét(S,Z) : ( )

triv

where ( )triv represents the trivial action. Let DMét(S,Z)
⊗ be the underlying symmetric monoidal

category of DMét(S,Z). We can give an explicit description of (−)hSn for some motives by using
the monoidal structure of DMét(S,Z)

⊗. Notice that for X ∈ Smk we have an action of Sn given
by

σ∗ : Xn → Xn

(x1, . . . , xn) 7→ (xσ(1), . . . , xσ(n))

where σ ∈ Sn and Xn :=

n-times︷ ︸︸ ︷
X × . . .×X. For such X and n, consider the functor

Fn
X : BSn → SmS

∗ 7→ Xn

(∗
σ
−→ ∗) 7→ (Xn σ∗−→ Xn)

We can consider the motive MS
ét(X)⊗n as an ∞-functor from the category SmS to DMét(S,Z)

⊗.
Therefore we obtain the homotopy fixed points of MS

ét(X)⊗n as
(
MS

ét(X)⊗n
)hSn

≃ holim
BSn

MS
ét ◦ F

n
X(−).(1)

If we Q-linearize the homotopy fixed points, then we have the following result relating them with
the usual fixed points of a group action:

Lemma 5.3. Let MS(X
n) ≃MS(X)⊗n ∈ DMét(S,Q), then

(
MS(X)⊗n

)hSn ≃
(
MS(X)⊗n

)Sn

and equals the image of the projector 1
n!

∑
σ∈Sn

σ∗MS(X)⊗n.
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Proof. This holds in greater generality, see [CD19, p. 3.3.21]. If V is a Q-linear stable model
category and G is a finite group that acts on an object E ∈ V we define

EhG := holim
BG

E,

and define EG ∈ Ho(V) as the image of

p(x) =
1

|G|

∑

g∈G

g.x.

Then the morphism EG ∼
−→ EhG induced by the inclusion EG → E is an isomorphism inHo(V). �

Remark 5.4. (1) The same argument works in a category DMét(S,Λ) if n is invertible in the
ring Λ. A very important remark is that the proof of the previous lemma relies in the
commutative structure of the Q-linear vector space. If we consider the homotopy fixed
points using an anti-commutative structure (and n is invertible), then we obtain that EhSn

equals the image of the projector 1
n!

∑
σ∈Sn

sgn(σ)σ∗E.

(2) In the same way, we define the homotopy orbits of Sn as the co-invariants of MS
ét(X)⊗n,

i.e. in the following way (MS
ét(X)⊗n)hSn = hocolimBSn M

S
ét(X)⊗n. By the definition of

homotopy colimit, we have a map MS
ét(X)⊗n → (MS

ét(X)⊗n)hSn .

(3) Let DMh(S, Ẑℓ) be localizing subcategory of DMh(S,Z) generated by the objects of the
form M/ℓ = Z/ℓ ⊗R M . According to [CD16, p. 7.2.10] we have an adjunction ρ̂∗ℓ :

DMh(S,Z)⇆ DMh(S, Ẑℓ) : ρ̂ℓ∗, where ρ̂
∗
ℓ is called the ℓ-adic realization functor, which by

[CD16, Theorem 7.2.11] it is compatible with the six functors formalism of Grothendieck,
and preserves colimits. Let D(Sét,Zℓ) be the derived category of ℓ-adic sheaves as in
[Eke90]. Consider the equivalence of categories given in [CD16, Proposition 7.2.21], then

DMh(S, Ẑℓ) ≃ D(Sét,Zℓ), so we define the realization functor ρℓ : DMh(S,Z)→ D(Sét,Zℓ).
This functor again is compatible with the six functors formalism of Grothendieck, and
preserves colimits (as it is the composition of a left adjoint with an ), thus we have that

ρℓ
(
(MS

ét(X)⊗n)hSn

)
≃
(
(ρℓM

S
ét(X))⊗n

)
hSn

.

For the sake of completeness, we will present a reminder about the theory of 1-motives, with
such goal in mind, we present some of the main results of [Org04]. Consider a commutative group
scheme G over a perfect field k. According to [Org04, Lemme 3.1.1], the sheaf G is an étale presheaf

which admits transfers. Notice that as a presheaf G is homotopy invariant i.e. G(U)
∼
−→ G(U ×A1

k)
is an isomorphism for any k-smooth variety U , for a proof see [Org04, Lemme 3.3.1]. As we have a
morphism of a complex of sheaves CSus

∗ Ztr(G)→ CSus
∗ (G) and a quasi-isomorphism G→ CSus

∗ (G),

finally we obtain a morphism in DMét(k,Z) between the motives Mét(G)
αA−−→M1(G).

If we want to work over a noetherian base S, and simplify the condition about étale sheaves with
transfers, we work with the category DAét(S,Z). Consider a commutative group scheme G over a
noetherian base S and let G/S the associated abelian sheaf and M1(G/S) the 1-motive described

in Definition 5.1. As we have a morphism of a complex of pre-sheaves aG/S : ZHomS(·, G)→ G/S,

then after sheafification we obtain a morphism αeff
G/S : MS,eff

ét (G) → M eff
1 (G/S) ∈ DAét

eff(S,Z).

Finally we obtain a morphism in DAét(S,Z) between the motives αG/S = Σ∞αeff
G/S : MS

ét(G)
αA−−→

M1(G/S) in DAét(S,Z).
As the functor MS

ét is monoidal and commutative, we obtain an isomorphism MS
ét(G × G) ≃

MS
ét(G) ⊗M

S
ét(G). For the general case we denote MS

ét(G)
⊗n := MS

ét(

n-times︷ ︸︸ ︷
G× . . .×G). For a fixed n

and using the n-diagonal morphism δnG/S : G → G × . . . × G, we obtain an induced morphism of

motives

MS
ét(G)

(δnG/S)∗
−−−−−→MS

ét(G)
⊗n.
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Together with the map αG we construct a map

φn :MS
ét(G)

(δnG/S)∗
−−−−−→MS

ét(G)
⊗n

α⊗n
G/S
−−−→M1(G/S)

⊗n.

Notice that MS
ét(G)

⊗n admits an action of the permutation group Sn, and this action leaves
invariant the diagonal map δnG/S . Therefore we can apply the functor of homotopy fixed points

hSn. With this, we have a commutative diagram

MS
ét(G) MS

ét(G)
⊗n M1(G/S)

⊗n

(
MS

ét(G)
⊗n
)hSn

(
M1(G/S)

⊗n
)hSn

.

(δnG/S)∗

(δnG/S)∗

α⊗n
G/S

α⊗n
G/S

We denote the composite map α⊗n
G/S ◦ (δ

n
G/S)∗ :MS

ét(G)→ (M1(G/S)
⊗n)

hSn as φnG/S .

Definition 5.5. Let G be a smooth commutative group scheme over a noetherian scheme S. Then
we define the following:

φG/S :=
⊕

i≥0

φiG/S :MS
ét(G)→

⊕

i≥0

(
M1(G/S)

⊗i
)hSi

in the category DMét(S,Z). We define the weak symmetric algebra of M1(G) as

wSym(M1(G)) :=
⊕

i≥0

(
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi

.

Let us give some information about the realization of the morphism φG/S presented in Definition
5.5, in the category D(Sét,Z/ℓ

n) for a prime number ℓ invertible in S and n ∈ N. We have a
realization ρZ/ℓn : DMh(S,Z) → D(Sét,Z/ℓ

n) and denote M1(G/S, ℓ
n) := ρZ/ℓn(M1(G/S)), which

is a complex in degree −1. We use H1(G/S,Z/ℓ
n) for the homology of M1(G/S, ℓ

n) is degree 1
and H1(G/S,Z/ℓn) for the cohomology of the complex M1(G/S, ℓ

n) in degree −1. If the base is
S = Spec(k) with k̄ = k then D(két,Z/ℓ) ≃ (Fℓ − v.s.)Z, where (Fℓ − v.s.)Z is the category of
Z-graded Fℓ-vector spaces, H1(G/S,Z/ℓ

n) is a finite dimensional Fℓ-vector space.

Lemma 5.6. Let ℓ be a prime number invertible in S, n ∈ N and consider the realization functor
ρZ/ℓn : DMét(S,Z)→ D(Sét,Z/ℓ

n). Then

(1) if φ : DMét(S,Z)→ DMét(S,Z) is an additive functor and φ̄ : D(Sét,Z/ℓ
n)→ D(Sét,Z/ℓ

n)
its associated counterpart with finite coefficients, then the functor ρZ/ℓn commutes with φ,

in the sense that φ̄ = ρZ/ℓn ◦ φ.

(2) If S = Spec(k) for some field k, then ρZ/ℓn(M1(G)) = H1(G,Z/ℓ
n) ≃ G[ℓn][1]1.

(3) There exists N >> 0 such that (M1(G/S)
⊗m)hSm = 0 for all m > N .

Proof. 1. Recall that the functor is defined as ρZ/ℓn(M) = Z/ℓn⊗LM = coker(M
·ℓn
−−→M), therefore

we have a canonical isomorphism ρZ/ℓn(M) ≃ Cone(ℓn · idM ). Let φ be an additive functor. Then
in the commutative diagram

φ(M) φ(M) φ̄
(
ρZ/ℓn(M)

) +1
−−→

φ(M) φ(M) ρZ/ℓn(φ(M))
+1
−−→

φ(ℓn·idM )

ℓn·idφ(M)

the right vertical arrow is an isomorphism as well.

1Here the first square bracket is associated to the ℓn-torsion of G and the second is associated to the translation
functor.
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2. Let us consider the 1-motive M1(G) = G which is concentrated in degree 1. Recall that the
ℓ-adic realization of M1(G), integral or rational, is given by the Tate module Tℓ(G) = lim

←−n
G[ℓn],

thus ρZ/ℓn(M1(G)) ≃ G[ℓn][1] by the transition maps.
3. Using Lemma 5.3, we see that the weak symmetric algebra of M1(G/S) with rational co-

efficients coincides with the symmetric algebra of M1(G/S). In particular Symn(M1(G/S)) = 0
in DMét(k,Q) if n > kd(G/S) by [AHP16, Proposition 4.1]. The only argument that remains
to be given is for the torsion part. For this, consider a prime number ℓ invertible in S. No-
tice that wSym(H1(G/S,Z/ℓ)) is anticommutative by the cup-product, see [Fu15, Proposition
7.4.10], therefore according to the first point in Remark 5.4, if n and ℓ are coprime, we have that
(H1(G/S,Z/ℓ)

⊗n)hSn ≃
∧nH1(G/S,Z/ℓ), and in particular vanishes if n > kd(G/S). If n and ℓ

are not coprime, then we proceed as follows: we can reduce to the case where S = Spec(k) for an
algebraically closed field k. Then by the point 2, we have that M1(G/S, ℓ

n) is a complex in degree
1 whose first homology group H1(G/S,Z/ℓ) is a finite dimensional vector space over Fℓ. Let rℓ be
the dimension of H1(G/S,Z/ℓ) and let {e1, . . . , erℓ} be a base, then if we consider m > rℓ, then
there will always be at least one ei repeated in ei1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ eim as a base of H1(G/S,Z/ℓ)

⊗m. By
the alternating action of Sm in H1(G/S,Z/ℓ)

⊗m and the description in this particular case of the
homotopy fixed points given in (1), we conclude that (H1(G/S,Z/ℓ)

⊗m)hSm = 0 for all m > rℓ.
Since the family of functors associated to the change of coefficient is conservative, then one

concludes that N = maxℓ{kd(G), rℓ}. �

Remark 5.7. (1) Consider S = Spec(k) with k an algebraically closed field, then for a com-
mutative algebraic group G/k. By an argument given in [BS13, Proposition 4.1] in-
volving reduction to the assumption that G is semi-abelian, we may assume that G is
the extension of an abelian variety A by a torus T , we have a short exact sequence
1 → T [ℓn] → G[ℓn] → A[ℓn] → 1 obtaining that G[ℓn] ≃ (Z/ℓn)2g+r, where g is the
dimension of A and r is the rank of T .

(2) Under the same assumptions for S, thank to the second point of Lemma 5.6 we get that
ρZ/ℓ(M1(G)) ∈ D(két,Z/ℓ) ≃ (Fℓ − v.s.)Z, where (Fℓ − v.s.)Z is the category of Z-graded
Fℓ-vector spaces, is a finite dimensional Fℓ-vector space. Since the dimension of the vector
space depends only on G and not on ℓ, we can say that the N described in point 3 of 5.6
corresponds to the Kimura dimension kd(G).

Lemma 5.8. Let G be a smooth group scheme over a field k = k̄ and let ℓ be a prime number
different from char(k). Then we have an isomorphism in D(két,Z/ℓ) ≃ (Fℓ − e.v.)Z given by

ρZ/ℓ(Mét(G)) =Mét(G)/ℓ
∼
−→

kd(G)⊕

i=0

(
i∧
H1(G,Z/ℓ)

)
[i]

Proof. First, we have thatM1(G) is a geometric motive and is Z-additive, therefore we haveM1(G×
H) ≃M1(G) ⊕M1(H). Let us recall that the weak symmetric algebra of M1(G/S) is defined as

wSym(M1(G)) :=

kd(G)⊕

i=0

(
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi

.

By point 1 of Lemma 5.6, ρZ/ℓ commutes with any additive functor, so we get

ρZ/ℓ




kd(G)⊕

i=0

(
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi


 ≃

kd(G)⊕

i=0

ρZ/ℓ

((
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi

)
.

Notice that by definition ρZ/ℓ(M) = M ⊗L Z/ℓ. Since − ⊗L Z/ℓ commutes with colimits and is
monoidal, see [Ayo14b, Definition 5.6], we obtain an isomorphism

ρZ/ℓ

((
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi

)
≃
(
ρZ/ℓ

(
M1(G)

⊗i
))hSi

≃
(
H1(G,Z/ℓ)

⊗i
)hSi

.
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So in terms of realization we obtain ρZ/ℓ(wSym(M1(G))) ≃ wSym(H1(G,Z/ℓ)). Notice that if
ℓ > kd(G), then we get immediately (using the proof in point 3 of 5.6) that wSym(H1(G,Z/ℓ)) ≃⊕kd(G)

i=0

(∧iH1(G,Z/ℓ)
)
[i].

In the following part we will prove that for a prime ℓ 6= char(k) and G, H two smooth commu-
tative algebraic groups we have an isomorphism wSym(H1(G × H,Z/ℓ)) ≃ wSym(H1(G,Z/ℓ)) ⊗
wSym(H1(H,Z/ℓ)), which will allow us to conclude when ℓ ≤ kd(G). By definition

wSym(M1(G×H)) ≃ wSym(M1(G) ⊕M1(H))

=

kd(G×H)⊕

i=0

(
(M1(G) ⊕M1(H))

⊗i
)hSi

Since the homotopy fixed points of a motive M are defined as a homotopy limit, they com-
mute with finite sums. For simplicity we write M := M1(G) and N := M1(H), thus we have

(M⊗n ⊕N⊗n)
hSn ≃ (M⊗n)

hSn ⊕ (N⊗n)
hSn . Moreover we have a canonical morphism

holim
BSn

(M ⊕N)⊗n → (M ⊕N)⊗n ≃
n⊕

i=0

(ni)⊕
M⊗i ⊗N⊗n−i,

where the last isomorphism is obtained by the distributive and commutative properties. Since ρZ/ℓ

commutes with additive functors and limits and is monoidal, we obtain ρZ/ℓ

(
((M ⊕N)⊗n)

hSn

)
≃

((M/ℓ⊕N/ℓ)⊗n)
hSn , passing to the realization ρZ/ℓ and due to the anticommutative structure

given by the cup-product, if n and ℓ are coprimes, then

(
(M/ℓ⊕N/ℓ)⊗n

)hSn ≃
n∧
(M/ℓ⊕N/ℓ).

Notice that the functor BSi ×BSj → B(Si ×Sj) is an equivalence of categories, then

((M/ℓ)⊗i ⊗ (N/ℓ)⊗n−i)h(Si×Sn−i) ≃ holim
BSi×BSn−i

(M/ℓ)⊗i ⊗ (N/ℓ)⊗n−i

≃ ((M/ℓ)⊗i)hSi ⊗ ((N/ℓ)⊗n−i)hSn−i .

Due to the anticommutativity of the weak algebra, we have an isomorphism of Fℓ-vector spaces

holim
BSn

(ni)-times
︷ ︸︸ ︷
M⊗i ⊗Nn−i ⊕ . . .⊕M⊗i ⊗Nn−i

(ni)⊕
M⊗i ⊗N⊗n−i

holim
B(Si×Sn−i)

M⊗i ⊗Nn−i

≃

Therefore, we have an isomorphism of graded (anticommutative) algebras wSym(H1(G×H,Z/ℓ)) ≃
wSym(H1(G,Z/ℓ))⊗ wSym(H1(H,Z/ℓ)).

So the final argument is that the addition map m : G ×G → G induces a morphism of graded
algebras over the field Fℓ

m∗ : wSym(M1(G)/ℓ)→ wSym(M1(G)/ℓ)⊗ wSym(M1(G)/ℓ)

x 7→ x⊗ 1 + 1⊗ x+
∑

xi ⊗ yi.

By a lemma about the fundamental structure of such algebras, [Mil86, Lemma 15.2], we have that

wSym(M1(G)/ℓ) ≃
⊕kd(G)

i=0

(∧iH1(G,Z/ℓ)
)
[i]. �

By using the properties of conservative functors associated to change of coefficients described in
[CD16, Proposition 5.4.12], which for the sake of completeness, we recall such proposition:
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Proposition 5.9 ([CD16, Proposition 5.4.12]). Let P be the set of prime integers and S be a
noetherian scheme of finite dimension. If R is a flat ring over Z, then the family of change of
coefficients functors:

ρQ : DMh(S,R)→ DMh(S,R ⊗Q)

ρZ/p : DMh(S,R)→ DMh(S,R/p), p ∈ P

is conservative.

With this proposition, we get an improvement of the results obtained in [AEH15], getting the
following theorem:

Theorem 5.10. Let k be an algebraically closed field and G/k a connected commutative group
scheme. Then the morphism

φG :Mét(G)→

kd(G)⊕

i=0

(
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi

is an isomorphism in DMét(k,Z).

Proof. We split the proof into two steps: first we start by looking at the functor ρQ. Applying
Lemma 5.3, we obtain that the induced morphism by ρQ(φG) is the morphism ϕG given in [AHP16,
Definition 3.1] and [AHP16, Theorem 3.3], with S = k, which is shown to be an isomorphism in
DMét(k,Q). The reason behind this is the following: ρQ(Mét(G)) = M(G) and by Lemma 5.3

we have ρQ

(⊕kd(G)
i=0

(
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi

)
≃
⊕kd(G)

i=0 Symn(M1(G)) and finally, by construction of the

morphisms φG and ϕG of Definition 5.5 and [AHP16, Definition 3.1], and the uniqueness part of
[AHP16, Theorem 2.8] we get that ρQ(φG) = ϕG.

For the second step, we fix a prime number ℓ 6= char(k). Let us consider the functor ρZ/ℓ and
let us compute the elements of

ρZ/ℓ(φG) : ρZ/ℓ (Mét(G))→ ρZ/ℓ




kd(G)⊕

i=0

(
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi


 .

Here we are assuming that the realization functor is covariant (sending the elements to homo-
logical instead of cohomological objects). By [BS13, Theorem 4.1] we have that

H∗
ét(G,Z/ℓ) ≃

kd(G)⊕

i=0

(
i∧
H1(G,Z/ℓ)

)
[i],

where ℓ is a prime number not equal to char(k). Consider the duality operator Dk on D(két,Z/ℓ),
let f : G→ k be the structure morphism and d the dimension of G. By definition we have

Dk

(
ρZ/ℓ (Mét(G))

)
≃ Dkf!f

!(Z/ℓ)k

≃ f∗DG(Z/ℓ)G

≃ (Mét(G)ℓ)(d)[2d].

Here the first isomorphism ρZ/ℓ (Mét(G)) ≃ f!f !(Z/ℓ)k is because the realization functor commutes
with the six functors formalism, see [CD16, A.1.16], while the second are third are given by [ILO14,
Exposé XVII]

As we stated in Lemma 5.8, one has that ρZ/ℓ(Mét(G)) ≃
⊕kd(G)

i=0

(∧iH1(G,Z/ℓ)
)
[i] for all ℓ 6=

char(k), whose dual is isomorphic to
⊕kd(G)

i=0

(∧iH1(G,Z/ℓ)
)
[i], thus by conservative properties

given in [CD16, Proposition 5.4.12], we conclude that

Mét(G)
≃
−→

kd(G)⊕

i=0

(
M1(G)

⊗i
)hSi

∈ DMét(k,Z).

�
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Theorem 5.11. Let S be a good enough scheme in the sense of Definition 2.4, and let G be
a connected commutative scheme over S. Then the morphism φG given in Definition 5.5 is an
isomorphism.

Proof. Consider a morphism of good enough schemes f : T → S, we have that f∗M1(G/S) ≃
M1(GT /T ) ∈ DMét(T,Z). As we have following, we will split the proof in two: first we have
it for DMét(T,Q) and then for DMét(T,Z/ℓ) for all prime integer ℓ invertible in T . According
to [AHP16, Proposition 2.7], one has that f∗M1(G/S)Q ≃ M1(GT /T )Q ∈ DMét(T,Q). On the
other hand, having shown that ρZ/ℓn(M1(G/S)) ≃ G/S[ℓn][−1], and that by the universal property

of fibre product we have f∗G/S ≃ GT /T . Invoking [Ayo14b, Théorème 6.6(A)] one gets for a

quasi-projective morphism f∗ ◦ ρZ/ℓr ≃ ρZ/ℓr ◦ f
∗ , thus we get the following isomorphism

ρZ/ℓn(f
∗M1(G/S)) ≃ f

∗
(
ρZ/ℓn(M1(G/S))

)

≃ f∗
(
G/S[ℓn][1]

)

≃ f∗
(
G/S

)
[ℓn][1]

≃ GT /T [ℓ
n][1] = ρZ/ℓn(M1(GT /T )).

As ℓ is any prime number, then we conclude that f∗M1(G/S) ≃ M1(GT /T ) ∈ DMét(T,Z). In
particular we obtain that φG is natural over the base. By the previous fact, we get that the
morphism φGT := f∗(φG) acts as follows:

MS
ét(G)

φG
−−→

kd(G/S)⊕

i=0

(
M1(G/S)

⊗i
)hSi

 MT
ét(GT )

φGT−−−→

kd(GT /T )⊕

i=0

(
M1(GT /T )

⊗i
)hSi

.

In this way, for any geometric point is̄ : s̄→ S we have an isomorphism of motives i∗s̄M1(G/S) ≃
M1(Gs̄/s̄), and then by the previous remark, i∗s̄(φG) = φGs̄ for any geometric point s̄ of S, the map

M s̄
ét(Gs̄)

φGs̄−−→

kd(Gs̄/s̄)⊕

i=0

(
M1(Gs̄/s̄)

⊗i
)hSi

turns out to be an isomorphism by Theorem 5.10. By Lemma 2.5, the family of functors i∗s̄ is
conservative, therefore φG/S is an isomorphism. �

Remark 5.12. The direct factor hn(G/S) = φ−1
G/S

(
(M1(G/S)

⊗n)
hSn

)
of MS

ét(G) is characterized

as follows: for m ∈ Z that is equals to 1 modulo o(π0(G/S)) (see Definition 5.2), the map Mét([m])
operates on hn(G/S) as m

n · id. This is a consequence of [AHP16, Lemma 2.6(1)].

Theorem 5.13. Suppose that S is a good enough scheme. Then for every bi-degree (m,n) ∈ Z2

the relative étale cohomology groups of G in degrees (m,n) with integral coefficients decomposes as

Hm
M,ét(G/S,Q(n)) ≃

kd(G/S)⊕

j=0

Hm,j
M,ét(G/S,Q(n)),

where

Hm,j
M,ét(G/S,Q(n)) =

{
Z ∈ Hm

M,ét(G/S,Q(n)) | [m]∗Z = mjZ, ∀m ≡ 1(mod o(π0(G/S)))
}
.

Proof. This follows from the decomposition MS
ét(G) =

⊕kd(G/S)
n=0 hn(G/S) thanks to Theorem 5.11

and the definition of étale motivic cohomology. �

Let A be an abelian variety over a field k whose cohomological dimension if finite, the ques-

tion which arises naturally is if the isomorphism Mét(A) →
⊕kd(A)

i=0

(
M1(A)

⊗i
)hSi

comes from an
morphism in Chowét(k).

Proposition 5.14. Let A be an abelian variety of dimension g over a field k with cd(k) <∞, then
the following are equivalent:

(1) the isomorphism Mét(A)→
⊕2g

i=0

(
M1(A)

⊗i
)hSi

is a morphism in the category Chowét(k).
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(2) The exist an element h ∈ Chowét(k) such that h ≃M1(A) ∈ Chowét(k).

Proof. Let A be an abelian variety over k of dimension g, and consider the map

Mét(A)→

2g⊕

i=0

(
M1(A)

⊗i
)hSi

∈ DMét(k,Z).

Let us remark that hét(A) ≃ Mét(A) by the full embedding of Chowét(k)
op →֒ DMét(k,Z).

If we assume (1), then (2) follows immediately since M1(A) is a direct factor of the finite sum⊕2g
i=0

(
M1(A)

⊗i
)hSi ∈ Chowét(k).

If we assume (2), exists an element h ∈ Chowét(k) such that h ≃M1(A), then h
⊗i ∈ Chowét(k)

for all i ≥ 0. We will assume that h = (X, p) for some X ∈ SmProjk and p ∈ Corr0ét(X,X). In other
words, p ∈ EndChowét(k)(h(X)) ≃ EndDMét(k,Z)(M(X)), therefore p⊗n ∈ EndChowét(k)(h(X)⊗n),

thus we define (p⊗n)hSn as the image of p⊗n in EndDMét(k,Z)((M(X)⊗n)hSn), we then define the
motive

(
h⊗n

)hSn
:= (

n-times︷ ︸︸ ︷
X × . . .×X, (p⊗n)hSn) ∈ Chowét(k)

Then we see that morphism Mét(A)→
⊕2g

i=0

(
M1(A)

⊗i
)hSi

is in Chowét(k). �

Changing the coefficients in the proof of Theorem 5.10, we obtain that hét(A) admits an inte-
gral Chow-Künneth decomposition in Chowét(k) if the 1-motive M1(A) belongs to the category
Chowét(k). The previous statement can be seen as well as a consequence of the pseudo-abelianity
of the category Chowét(k).

In order to give an example of an integral étale motive with Chow-Künneth decomposition,
we should recall some results coming from the classical theory of abelian varieties. We have the
following results:

Lemma 5.15. Let C be a smooth projective curve over a finite cohomological dimension field k
with a k-rational point, and let J(C) be the Jacobian of C, then:

(1) the motive Mét(C) can be decomposed as Mét(C) ≃ 1⊕ h1ét(C)⊕ 1(1)[2].
(2) If C′ is another smooth projective curve over k, then

HomChowét(k)

(
h1ét(C), h

1
ét(C

′)
)
≃ HomAV (J(C), J(C′)) [1/p].

(3) The motives h1ét(C) and M1(J(C)) are isomorphic.

Proof. 1. It is a classic result, for instance see [MNP13, Theorem 2.7.2] and the fully-faithful functor
of 1 motives to the étale cohomology with integral coefficients.

2. This is a consequence of the isomorphism

HomChow(k)Z

(
h1(C), h1(C′)

)
[1/p] ≃ HomChowét(k)

(
h1ét(C), h

1
ét(C

′)
)

and [MNP13, Theorem 2.7.2.(b)].
3. The argument is the same as in [AEH15, Lemma 4.3.2]. Consider the 1-motive Mét(C) which

is cohomologically concentrated in degrees 0 and -1 as is given in [Voe00, Theorem 3.4.2]. The
cohomology in degree 0 is PicC/k[1/p] while in degree 0 is equal to Gm[1/p]. Since ZC(1)ét ∼

Gm[1/p]ét[−1] we obtain that 1⊕ 1(1)[2] ≃ Z[1/p]⊕Gm[1/p][1]. The remaining object is given by
the kernel of the map PicC/k[1/p]→ Z[1/p], which is isomorphic to M1(J(C)). �

Theorem 5.16. Let k be a field of finite cohomological dimension and consider Ci/k a projective
smooth curves with a k-rational point for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then the variety J(C1) × . . . × J(Cn)
admits an integral Chow-Künneth decomposition.

Proof. By point 3. of Lemma 5.15, one has an isomorphism h1ét(Ci) ≃ M1(J(Ci)). Since M1 is an
additive functor, we obtain M1(J(C1) × . . . × J(Cn)) ≃

⊕n
i=1M1(J(Ci)), thus M1(J(C1) × . . . ×

J(Cn)) ≃
⊕n

i=1 h
1
ét(Ci) in Chowét(k). Therefore M1(J(C1) × . . . × J(Cn)) is isomorphic to the

motive h =
(∐

iCi,
∑n

i=1 p
1
ét(Ci)

)
∈ Chowét(k) �
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Recall that thanks to [Kün93] we have Chow-Künneth decomposition with rational coefficients
for abelian varieties and that by [AEH15, Proposition 4.3.3] the h1(A) part is isomorphic toM1(A)Q
in Chow(k)Q. Given the part h1(A) of the motive h(A) and its associated projector p1(A), then we
can characterize the existence of an integral étale Chow-Künneth decomposition in the following
way:

Theorem 5.17. Let a field k = k̄ and consider A an abelian variety of dimension g over k. Then
the following statements are equivalents

(1) hét(A) admits an integral étale Chow-Künneth decomposition.
(2) the projector associated to h1(A) ∈ Chow(k)Q can be lifted to a projector in CHg

ét(A×A).

Proof. 1. (=⇒) 2. is immediate. If we assume 2. then there exists an element p ∈ CHg
ét(A × A)

such that h1(A) = (A, pQ) ∈ Chow(k)Q where pQ is the image of p in CHg
ét(A × A)Q. Then the

realization of the motive h = (A, p) coincides with h1(A) if we change to rational coefficients. If
ℓ 6= char(k), then H1(Aét,Zℓ) = Tℓ(A) is Zℓ-torsion free since A[ℓn] ≃ (Z/ℓn)2g, so we have an
injection H1(Aét,Zℓ) →֒ Tℓ(A)⊗Qℓ = H1(Aét,Qℓ), therefore pQ acts as the identity on H1(Aét,Zℓ).

Consider the realization pℓn ∈ CHg
ét(A×A,Z/ℓ

n), where the last group is isomorphic to H2g
ét (A×

A,Z/ℓn). As Qℓ is a flat Zℓ-module and lim
←−n∈N

is a right exact functor we have that pℓn acts as

the identity over H1(Aét,Z/ℓ
n). �

Theorem 5.18. Let k = k̄ be a field and let A be an abelian variety. Then there exists a Chow-
Künneth decomposition of A.

Proof. Consider an abelian variety A/k, then we have that

EndChowét(k)(hét(A)) ≃ EndDMét(k)(Mét(A)).

Since M1(A) is a direct factor of Mét(A), then it defines an endomorphism p of Mét(A), as
the endomorphism of the motive hét(A) is defined as CHg

ét(A × A) where g = dim(A). Since
p ∈ CHg

ét(A × A) such that p2 = p, thus we define the motive h1(A) := (A, p, 0). The functor
Chowét(k)

op →֒ DMét(k), sends h1(A) 7→ M1(A), therefore, as M1(A) ∈ Chowét(k) we conclude
that hét(A) admits a Chow-Künneth decomposition. �

Theorem 5.19. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension d over an algebraically closed
field k. If Pic0(X) is a principally polarized variety, then there exists a decomposition of the motive
hét(X) as

hét(X) = h0ét(X)⊕ h1ét(X)⊕ h+ét(X)⊕ h2d−1
ét (X)⊕ h2dét (X)

Proof. An abelian variety A admits a principal polarization if and only Â admits one. So if A =
Pic0(X) then the Picard variety is principally polarized if and only if AlbX(k) admits one. Let

k be an algebraically closed field and let A be a principally polarized abelian variety λ : A
∼
−→ Â

induced by a symmetric ample line bundle. We have an injection

HomAV (A, Â) →֒ HomZℓ
(Tℓ(A), Tℓ(Â))

Therefore λ induce an isomorphism of Tate modules. Since we have the following isomorphisms

H2g−1
ét (A,Zℓ) ≃ Tℓ(A)

∼
−→ Tℓ(Â) ≃ H

2g−1
ét (Â,Zℓ)

considering the isomorphism H1
ét(A,Zℓ) ≃ H2g−1

ét (Â,Zℓ). Since λ is induced by a cycle (thanks to
the integral étale Fourier transform). Now take an hyperplane H in X and intersect it with itself
g − 1 times, then it induces a Lefschetz operator

Lg−1
A : H1

ét(X,Zℓ)→ H2g−1
ét (X,Zℓ)

which turns out to be an injection. We will see that there exists and étale cycle in CHg
ét(A×A) whose

multiple by an integer equals the Lefschetz operator. We recall that there exists isomorphisms

Hom0
SmProjk

(X,Pic0(X)) ≃ HomAV (AlbX(k),Pic0(X))

≃ CH1
ét(X ×X)/CH1

≡(X ×X)
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where CH1
≡(X × X) = pr∗1(CH

1
ét(X)) ⊕ pr∗2(CH

1
ét(X)) and Hom0

SmProjk
stands for the pointed

morphisms of smooth projective varieties over k. Thus the polarization λ : AlbX(k) → Pic0(X)
is induced by a divisor in X ×X . Now consider the abelian variety A = Pic0(X), then there is a
morphism λ−1 : Pic0(X)→ AlbX(k), thanks to the existence of a Fourier transform with integral

coefficients which is motivic. The cycle c1(PPic0(X))
2g−1/(2g − 1)! ∈ CH2g−1

ét (Pic0(X) × AlbX(k))

where g = dim(Pic0(X)) induce an isomorphism H1(X,Z/ℓn) → H2d−1(X,Z/ℓn), since we have
isomorphisms f : Pic0(X)[ℓn] ≃ H1(X,Z/ℓn) and g : AlbX(k)[ℓr] ≃ H2d−1(X,Z/ℓn), see [Mil80,
Chap. III, Cor. 4.18], thus we associate the cycle

λ−1 := g ◦
c1(PPic0(X))

2g−1

(2g − 1)!
◦ f−1 ∈ CHd

ét(X ×X).

By arguments given in [MNP13, Lemma 6.2.3], one has that Lg−1
X defines an isogeny α :

Pic0(X) → AlbX(k) and another one β : AlbX(k) → Pic0(X) such that α ◦ β = m · idAlbX (k)

and β ◦ α = m · idPic0(X) for some m ∈ N. If we take the isogeny λ : AlbX(k) → Pic0(X) and

λ−1 : Pic0(X) → AlbX(k), with this, we have that λ−1 ◦ λ = idAlbX(k) and λ ◦ λ−1 = idPic0(X),

since α ◦ β is induced by an algebraic cycle and also λ−1 ◦ λ (but in this specific case it is induced
by an étale cycle). Therefore m is invertible in CHg

ét(X ×X), thus we obtain the existence of the
projector pét1 (X) and pét2d−1(X)

�

We will end up by saying a few words about the Chow-Künneth decomposition of conic bundles
following [NS09]. The main reference for Prym varieties and conic bundles that we considered is

[Bea77]. Let us consider a field of characteristic different from 2. Let π : C̃ → C be a double étale

cover between smooth projective curve of genus g(C) = g and g(C̃) = 2g − 1, the norm morphism

Nmπ : J(C̃)→ J(C) which takes an invertible sheaf OC̃(D̃) to the invertible sheaf OC(π∗D̃). The
kernel of the map has two connected component. We define the Prym variety of the cover π denoted
by PC̃ to be the connected component of 0J(C̃). The Prym variety is principally polarized induced

by the canonical principal polarization on J(C̃).
We assume that k is an algebraically closed field. Consider a threefold f : X → S, we say that

X is a conic bundle if the fibers of f are conics. There exists a curve C called the discriminant of
f . This morphism is flat and if ωX is the canonical sheaf on X , then ξ = f∗ω

−1
X is a locally free

sheaf of rank 3 and X is defined in PS(ξ). Because of this we have isomorphisms

H0(X) ≃ H0(PS(ξ)), H
1(X) ≃ H1(PS(ξ)), H

2(X) ≃ H2(PS(ξ))

by the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem and also we can characterize the groups Hi(X) for i = 4, 5
and 6. Here Hi(X) = Hi

ét(X,Zℓ) or H
i(X) = Hi

B(X,Z) if the base field is k = C. Concerning the
middle cohomology group we have that for ℓ 6= char(k)

H3
ét(X,Zℓ) ≃ H

3
ét(S,Zℓ)⊕H

1
ét(S,Zℓ)(−1)⊕H

1
ét(PC̃ ,Zℓ)(−1) or

H3
B(X,Z) ≃ H

3
B(S,Z)⊕H

1
B(S,Z)(−1)⊕H

1
B(PC̃ ,Z)(−1) if k = C.

For a double covering σ : C̃ → C which has an associated involution ι : C̃ → C̃ with the
identification C = C̃/(ι), consider the integral 1-motive M1(PC̃) ∈ DMét(k,Z). Consider the

isomorphisms h1ét(C) ≃M1(J(C)) and h
1
ét(C̃) ≃M1(J(C̃)). Since we have an isomorphism

PC̃ = ker(Nmπ)
0 = im(1 − ι) →֒ J(C̃)

and the isomorphism at the level of hom-set in different categories:

HomChowét(k)

(
h1ét(C̃), h

1
ét(C̃)

)
≃ HomAV

(
J(C̃), J(C̃)

)
[1/p]

and

HomAV

(
J(C̃), J(C̃)

)
[1/p] ≃ HomDMét(k,Z)

(
M1(J(C̃)),M1(J(C̃))

)
,
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it follows that the map id − ι defines a morphism of étale motives id − ι : h1ét(C̃) → h1ét(C̃) ∈
DMét(k,Z) induced by the cycle induced by the graph. Thus we define the integral Prym motive

as Pr(C̃/C) := im(1− ι) ∈ DMét(k,Z). Let M be the motive defined as

M := hét(S)⊕ hét(S)(−1)⊕ Pr(C̃/C)(−1).

Remark 5.20. (1) We have to remark the next points: We can obtain a fully characterization
of the étale Chow groups of X/C with S a smooth surface. Since J2(X) ≃ AlbS(S) ⊕
Pic0(S) ⊕ PC̃ by [Bel85, Theorem 3.5] and using the results of [Bea77] and [Bel85], we
obtain the following characterization

CH0
ét(X) ≃ Z,

CH1
ét(X) ≃ CH1(X),

CH2
ét(X) ≃ CH2

ét(S)⊕ CH1
ét(S)⊕ PC̃ ,

CH3
ét(X) ≃ CH3(X).

Since we have an isomorphism CH∗(X) ≃ CH∗
ét(X), by [RS16, Theorem 1.1] we can con-

clude that the classical integral Hodge conjecture holds for smooth conic bundles X → S.
(2) Now consider X → P2

C a quadric bundle of relative dimension 2m − 1. There exist linear
sections X →֒ P(ξ)→ P2

C, thanks to this fact, we obtain the cohomology groups of X

Hi
B(X,Z) ≃ H

i
B(P(ξ),Z) if i < 2m+ 1.

Since we have an isomorphism of torsion groups Jk(X)tors ≃ CHk
ét(X)torshom, thus we can

conclude that Hi
B(X,Z) = 0 for i 6= 2m + 1 an odd number, then Jk(X) = 0, so

CHk
ét(X)torshom = 0 and with that we obtain

CHj
ét(X) ≃ CH0(P2

C)⊕ CH1
ét(P

2
C)⊕ CH2

ét(P
2
C), if j 6= m+ 1

CHm+1
ét (X) ≃ CH0(P2

C)⊕ CH1
ét(P

2
C)⊕ CH2

ét(P
2
C)⊕ CH1

ét(C̃),

thus again by [RS16, Theorem 1.1] the integral Hodge conjecture for 1-cycles holds for a
quadric bundle X → P2

C.

Corollary 5.21. Let k = k̄ be a field and let f : X → S be a conic bundle. Then we have an
isomorphism hét(X) ≃ hét(S) ⊕ hét(S)(−1) ⊕ Pr(C̃/C)(−1). For a smooth projective surface S

which admits an integral étale Chow-Künneth decomposition, consider the motive M =
⊕6

i=0M
i

where each M i is defined as

M i :=

{
h3ét(S)⊕ h

1
ét(S)(−1)⊕ Pr(C̃/C)(−1) if i = 3

hiét(S)⊕ h
i−2
ét (S)(−1) if i 6= 3

then hét(X) ≃
⊕6

i=0M
i.

Proof. Let us consider the following facts: for X we have that the intermediate Jacobian J2(X) is
an abelian variety isomorphic to AlbS(k) ⊕ Pic0(S) ⊕ PC̃ , see [Bel85, Theorem 3.5]. Notice that
h3(X) ∈ Chow(k)Q is a finite dimensional motive isomorphic to the 1-motive given byM1(J

2(X))Q.
Since we have an isomorphism of cohomology groups

H3
ét(X,Zℓ) ≃ H

3
ét(S,Zℓ)⊕H

1
ét(S,Zℓ)(−1)⊕H

1
ét(PC̃ ,Zℓ)(−1)

which is induced by an algebraic cycle since there is an isogeny φ : J2(X)→ AlbS(k)⊕Pic
0(S)⊕PC̃ ,

we take the cycle associated cycle Γt
φ, this induces an isomorphism of motives M1(J

2(X))Q ≃

M1(AlbS(k) ⊕ Pic0(S) ⊕ PC̃)Q. This also can be seen from the fact that we have an isomorphism
of finite dimensional homological motives

M1(J
2(X))Q ≃M1(AlbS(k)⊕ Pic0(S)⊕ PC̃)Q ∈ Chowhom(k)

then the isomorphism can be lifted to M1(J
2(X))Q ≃ M1(AlbS(k) ⊕ Pic0(S) ⊕ PC̃)Q ∈ Chow(k).

As this cycle exists up to rational coefficients, mixing the result [RS16, Theorem 1.3.b] with the
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arguments given in [Ros22, Proposition 3.1.7], we can conclude similarly that this cycle lifts to an
integral étale cycles in different algebraically closed fields, concluding that

hiét(X) ≃

{
h3ét(S)⊕ h

1
ét(S)(−1)⊕ Pr(C̃/C)(−1) if i = 3

hiét(S)⊕ h
i−2
ét (S)(−1) if i 6= 3.

�
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[Ayo14b] Joseph Ayoub. “La réalisation étale et les opérations de Grothendieck”. In: Ann. Sci.

Éc. Norm. Supér. (4) 47.1 (2014), pp. 1–145.
[Bea77] Arnaud Beauville. “Variétés de Prym et jacobiennes intermédiaires”. In: Annales scien-
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