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Abstract

We define an oo-category of rational motives for cofiltered limits of algebraic
stacks, so-called pro-algebraic stacks. We show that it admits a 6-functor formalism
for certain classes of morphisms. Our main example is the stack of displays, closely
related to the stack of Barsotti-Tate groups, seen as a pro-algebraic stack via its
truncations. On the way we deal with base change along non-finite type morphisms
such as non-finite Galois extensions.
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1 Introduction

The study of algebraic cycles is important in algebraic geometry, number theory and
representation theory. Over the years there have been many conjectures and results
concerning algebraic cycles, that we could not list in its detail in this article. Not only
have cycles on varieties been studied but also the study of equivariant cycles has become
important, for example for the construction of higher Gross-Zagier formulas by Yun and

Zhang (cf. [YZ17]).
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For the study of equivariant cycles, Edidin and Graham constructed equivariant
Chow groups (cf. [EG98]) following the idea of Totaro (cf. [Tot99]). In his PhD-thesis
Brokemper gave a computation of the Chow ring of the stack of truncated Barsotti-Tate
groups (|Brol8]). The main idea was to relate the Chow groups of the stack of truncated
Barsotti-Tate groups to the stack of so-called truncated displays due to Lau ([Laul3]).
Let us denote the stack of n-truncated displays by Disp,,. This is an Artin stack over
F,. For each n > 1, we get a map 7,: Disp,,,; — Disp,,. Brokemper showed that this
map admits a factorization

Disp,, = Z EN Disp,,_1,

where « is an affine bundle and § is a map of quotient stacks [X/G] — [X/H] induced
by an extension of a unipotent group, i.e. an exact sequence

0—-U—->G—H—QO,

~

where U is unipotent. By homotopy invariance, we therefore have A*(Disp,,,*) =
A*(Disp;, ). One can show that Disp; has a particular representation as a quotient
stack, which allows Brokemper to compute its Chow groups explicitly. An interesting
application of this result is the following. Let BT,, denote the stack of n-truncated
Barsotti-Tate groups. Then there exists a smooth morphism ¢, : BT,, — Disp,,, that
is compatible with truncations and is an equivalence on geometric points (cf. [Laul3]).
This morphism induces an isomorphism on the level of rational Chow groups and an
injection on the level of integral Chow groups (cf. [Brol8|). Rationally, this is clear as
¢y, is a universal homeomorphism and thus induces an equivalence of motives. Thus,
for any n € N, we have

A*(BT,, *)g = A*(Dispy, *)g.

Due to the work of Levine, we know that the Chow groups can be realized by motivic
cohomology (cf. [Lev]). Rationally the same is true, even for equivariant Chow groups
but let us be a bit more precise. For this paragraph, we assume that every Artin stack,
and hence also every scheme, is of finite type over a field. The category of Beilinson
motives satisfies étale descent (cf. [CD19]). Using this, we can follow the construction
of Richarz and Scholbach to define DM(X), the co-category of rational motives on an
Artin stack X with smooth atlas X, via the formula

DM(X) := lim(DM(X) —= DM(X xx X) 5 )

(cf. [RS20]). Equivalently, as shown in op. cit., we can define DM(X) via right Kan
extension along the Yoneda embedding. This approach shows how to define DM(F') for
any prestack F': (Ring) — S (here S denotes the co-category of Kan-complexes).

One particular question, that is the initial motivation for this article, is what happens
with the motivic cohomology of the non-truncated stack of displays, i.e. the motivic
cohomology of Disp = lim,, Disp,,. The motivic cohomology of Disp should be equal
to the motivic cohomology of Disp; since we enlarge Disp; in a way that cannot be
seen in A'-homotopy theory. However the computation of motivic cohomology via right



Kan extension seems to more complicated. Instead of this approach, we will give an
alternative definition of DM for cofiltered limits of algebraic stacks of finite type, so-
called pro-algebraic stacks.

So let us fix a filtered category Z and for the sake of this introduction let us fix a
field k£ and S := Spec(k).

Definition 1. A pro-Z-algebraic stack is a map x: Z°°? — PreStkg, i.e. a cofiltered
systems of prestacks, such that each X; := x() is an Artin stack locally of finite type
over S. We denote such stacks as (z, X), where X := limz x. The transition maps are
denoted by z;;: X; — X; for any map ¢ — j € Z (this is an abusive notation but for
convenience the ambiguity can be neglected). We say that (z, X) is

1. classical if x;; is affine for all 1 — j € Z,
2. monoidal if x;; is smooth for all ¢ — j € Z, and
3. strict if xj;: DM(X;) — DM(Xj) is fully faithful for all i — j € 7.

A morphism f: (z,X) — (y,Y) of pro-Z-algebraic stacks is a morphism of diagrams.
We denote by f;: X; — Y; the induced map. We call a morphism f: (z,X) — (y,Y)
of pro-Z-algebraic stacks cartesian if each square

Do
Xj i) Xz

fjl ifi
is a pullback diagram. We call a morphism f: (z,X) — (y,Y) of pro-Z-algebraic
stacks adjointable if the morphism y:}fz* — fj*x;‘j induced by each square above is an
equivalence.

Let us mention 2 examples of pro-algebraic stacks.
Example 2.

(1) Let k be a field and L/k be a (not necessarily finite) Galois extension. Then
the system of finite Galois extensions g,f of k containing L induces a classical
monoidal pro—glf—algebmz'c stack. Similarly, via base change, we can define for
any algebraic k-stack f: X — Spec(k) a pro-GL-algebraic stack (qx,X1) that comes
with a cartesian map to (q,Spec(L)).

(2) The pro-N-algebraic stack (1,Disp) is by the discussion above strict and monoidal
but not classical.

Example (1) above will show that our formalism of motives on pro-algebraic stacks
allows us to work with non-finite type morphisms of schemes and get for example a
smooth base change in this setting. Example (2) was discussed in the beginning of this
introduction and will show how to define motives for stacks that are not necessarily
algebraic.

Let us also give 2 interesting examples of adjointable morphisms.



Example 3. (1) Let f: (z,X) — (y,Y) be a cartesian morphism of monoidal pro-Z-
algebraic stacks, then by smooth base change f is adjointable.

(2) Let f: (x,X) — (y,Y) be a morphism of pro-I-algebraic stacks. Assume that
each yij« ts fully faithful and (x,X) is strict, then simple computation shows that
f is adjointable. An example of such a situation is the structure map (7, Disp) —
Spec(FF,), where (,Disp) is as in Ezample 2.

Definition 4. We define the co-category of rational motives on a pro-Z-algebraic stack
(z, X) to be
DM(z, X) = colim DM(Xj;).
€L, x*

Note that if (z, X) is classical, then X is in fact representable by an algebraic stack
and we have DM(z, X) ~ DM(X) (see Proposition 3.1). Also, with this definition, it
is clear that DM (x, X') admits a closed symmetric monoidal structure and is compactly
generated. One of the main motivations behind our choice of definition is that we obtain
a (motivic) 6-functor formalism for certain classes of morphisms.

Theorem 5. Let f: (x,X) — (y,Y) be a morphism of monoidal pro-Z-algebraic stacks.
Then there is an adjunction

f*: DM(y,Y) —— DM(z, X): f.

functorial in (x, X) and (y,Y), where f* is symmetric monoidal and preserves compact
objects. Moreover, the functor DM together with f* defines a pullback formalism, i.e.
if f is smooth then f* admits a left adjoint fy that satisfies base change and projection
formula.

Assume now that Z ~ Ny and f is adjointable or that I is arbitrary and f is cartesian.
Then we can upgrade f* to be part of a 6-functor formalism in the following sense. There
exists a functorial adjunction

fi: DM(z, X) =7/ DM(y,Y): f"
Further, the adjunctions above satisfy the following properties.
(F1) If f is proper, we have a canonical equivalence fi ~ fi.

(F2) The functors fy and f' commute with arbitrary colimits.

(F3) (Base change) For any pullback square

/

(w, W) —L— (2,2)

v| I

(2, X) —L (y,)



of monoidal pro-algebraic stacks with morphisms satisfying (i) or (ii), the exchange
morphisms

o — g f™
gf— fld"

are equivalences.

(F4) (Projection formula) The exchange transformation fi(— ® f*(=)) — fil—) ® — is
an equivalence.

(M1) (Homotopy invariance) Let us define (q,AY) via the system n A.1>Q' Then p*
is fully faithful, where p: (q,AL;) — (x, X) denotes the projection.

(M2) (T-stability) Let Vo — Xo be a vector bundle and let p: (v,V) — (z,X) be the
induced morphism of pro-algebraic stacks. The zero section sg: Xo — Vo induces
a section s: (x,X) — (v, V). Then the Thom-map Th(p,s) = Th(Vy) = pss. is
an equivalence of DG-categories.

(M3) (Purity) We have a canonical equivalence f'~ Th(Qy,)1x @ f*.

(M4) (Orientation) Let (q,Gy x) be the pro-algebraic stack defined by n — Gy, x,. We
naturally obtain a projection p: (¢,Gm x) — (x,X). For M € DM(X), we set
M(1) == cofib(pyp*M — M)[-1]. Let Vo — Xy be a vector bundle of rank n.
Then there is a functorial equivalence Th(Vp)lx ~ 1x(n)[2n].

(M5) (Localization) Leti: (z,Z) — (z, X) be cartesian closed immersion of pro-algebraic
stacks with open complement j: (u,U) — (x, X). Then there exist fiber sequences

iit = id = j.j"

gt = id = "
Even though the proof is formal, this theorem allows us to explicitly compute the
motive of (strict) pro-Z-algebraic stacks and their motivic cohomology. For example, if

(x,X) is a strict monoidal pro-Z-algebraic stack with a map f: (z,X) — Y, where Y
is an algebraic stack seen as a constant diagram, then

Af'ly ~ fofoly,
as expected if Z has an initial object 0.

Remark 6. Let us quickly mention that we develop the theory of rational motives not
only for pro-algebraic stacks. Theorem 5 works similarly for any (motivic) six functor
formalisms that are compactly generated if we restrict us to pro-Z-schemes (analogously
defined to the stack case). If further the (motivic) siz functor formalism satisfies étale
descent, then we this also holds for pro-Z-algebraic stacks.

Let us define absolute motivic cohomology as follows.



Definition 7. Let (x, X) be a monoidal pro-Z-algebraic stack and n,m € Z. Then we
define the absolute motivic cohomology of (x, X) in degree (n,m) by

H™™(X,Q) = Hompyy(z,x)(L(z,x), L(z,x)(7)[m]),
where we define Tate-twists according to Theorem 5.

We will see in Proposition 3.10 that if (x, X) is classical and X is represented by an al-
gebraic stack locally of finite type over S, then H™™ (X, Q) = Hompy(x)(1x, 1x (n)[m])
recovering the usual definition. Even in the non-classical case, following Brokemper’s
thesis (cf. [Brol6]), we will see in Example 3.12 that if k is a field, L and algebraic
extension and Z a k-scheme, then H™™(Z,, Q) = A™(Zr,2n — m)q as expected.

Let us now come back to the setting of the beginning of this introduction, i.e. Exam-
ple 2 (2). Recall, that the truncation 7,: Disp,,,; — Disp,, is a composition of an affine
bundle and a map of quotient stacks induced by an extension of a unipotent group.
Then the following observation follows immediately from construction and the author’s
computations of Tate motives on quotients by Frobenius conjugation (cf. [Yay23al)

Theorem 8 (4.10). Let f: Disp — Spec(F,) denote the structure map. Then fi f*1p, ~
J1f11F, and fif*1p, =~ f13f{1F, are contained in the ind-completion of the full stable
subcategory of DM(S) generated by Tate-motives.

The equivalence f.f*1p, ~ fi1.f{1F, stated in the above theorem also allows us
to compute the motivic cohomology of Disp after truncation (this has been done by
Brokemper, cf. [Brolg]).

Structure of this article

We start by defining pro-algebraic stacks and listing some examples. We define the
oo-category of rational motives on pro-algebraic stacks.

Afterward, we prove our main theorem, that on certain classes of morphisms, this
definition yields a (motivic) 6-functor formalism. We do this in a very general setting
considering pullback formalisms, coefficient systems and abstract 6-functor formalisms.

Lastly, we apply our theory to the three examples mentioned in the introduction.
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1.1

Assumptions and notations

In the following, we want to fix some categorical and algebraic notation that is used
throughout this article.

Categorical notation

Throughout, we fix some inaccessible regular cardinal x. By small, we will mean k-
small. We will freely work with (oo, 1)-categories in the sense of [Lur09] and if we write
oo-category, we will always mean (oo, 1)-category. When we say category, we always
mean l-category and view it as an oo-category via the nerve functor.

Let K be a poset. Then we view K as an oco-category with morphisms induced
by the ordering.

If F: C' — D is a functor of co-categories that admits a right adjoint G, then we
will denote the adjunction of F' and G by the symbol F - G.

The oo-category of small co-groupoids is denoted by S.
The oo-category of small co-categories is denotes by Categ.

The oo-category of presentable stable co-categories with continuous functors, i.e.
filtered colimit preserving functors, is denoted by Prg“t.

Let D(Q) denote the category derived category of Q-vector spaces. This is an
algebra object in Prgic. The oo-category DGCateont denotes the oo-category of
D(Q)-modules in Prk.

Throughout this article, we will deal with diagrams X € Fun(K,C), where K and
C are oo-categories. For any k € K, we will denote by Xj the value of X at k
and for any morphism «a: k — [ in K, we will denote the induced morphism in C
by X,. We will often write Xj; whenever the morphism k — [ is clear from the
context. This abusive notation is for convenience of the reader.

If f: X — Y is a morphisms of diagrams in Fun (K, C), then we write fi: X — Y%
for the morphism in C associated to k € K.

Algebraic notation

Throughout, let B be an excellent noetherian scheme of dimension < 2 and let S be a
regular scheme of finite type over B.

An Artin stack is an algebraic stack in the sense of [Sta22].

Let X be an S-scheme of finite type. By DM(X), we denote the DG-category of
Beilinson-motives (cf. [CD19, §14]). Roughly, these are Al-local étale sheaves on
X with values in D(Q) such that P! is ®-invertible.



2 (Motivic) six functor formalisms on pro-algebraic stacks

In this article, we want to extend the 6-functor formalism to limits of Artin stacks, for
example the stack of Barsotti-Tate groups. The stack of such groups can be obtained
as a limit of its truncations. We will explain later that these truncation maps are given
by affine bundles (see also [Brol8]). In particular, if we have a 6-functor formalism
for motives on such stacks, we can analyze their motive by truncating. All of this will
be made more precise later on. But first let us establish a general theory on inverse
systems of Artin stacks that may have non-representable transition maps.

Before we begin with our main constructions and definitions, we want to recall the
theory of rational motives on Artin stacks. We will follow the construction of Richarz-
Scholbach to obtain the DG-category of rational motives on prestacks (cf. [RS520, Def.
2.2.1]). Later on we will specialize this to our case. In the following, we will omit some
details and refer to loc. cit. for an explicit construction.

We denote by AfJE'S(:hfSt the category of affine schemes over S. As Aﬂ?SchfSt is essentially
small we replace AﬁSch% by a small skeleton of objects of interest in this article. We
denote by AffSch the pro-s-completion of AffSch%. Again, this category is small (cf.
[KKS06, Lem. 6.1.2]).

A prestack over S is a functor from AffSch§ to oco-groupoids and we denote the
oo-category of prestacks over S by PreStkg.

The functor DM: X — DM(X) denotes the functor of Beilinson motives on finite
type S-schemes. We extend DM to prestacks in the following way. First we left Kan
extend DM from Aﬂ?Schfst to AffSch¢ and then right Kan extend along the Yoneda
embedding AffSchy — PreStkg, where the transition maps are given by *-pullbacks.
This construction yields a functor

DM*: PreStkg — DGCateont.

If instead of *-pullback, we use the !-pullback, we denote this functor by DM'. However,
the restriction to schemes locally of finite type over S yields equivalent descriptions of
S. This is due to the fact that in our setting DM for schemes satisfies h-descent (cf.
[CD19]). Thus, both DM' and DM* can be computed via descent. This follows as
locally finite type schemes admit an open covering by affines of finite type and !- resp.
s-pullback agree up to shift and twist. Note that the same argumentation can be used
to see that DM*(X) ~ DM'(X) for any algebraic space, as the diagonal of an algebraic
space is representable by a scheme.

Using étale descent, we can glue the 6-functor formalism of DM to the restriction
of DM* to algebraic spaces, as in [[Khal9] or equivalently by using the DESCENT
algorithm of Liu-Zheng (cf. [LZ17]). Similar constructions can also be found in [RS20)],
where ind-Artin stacks and ind-schemes are considered.

Finally, we can now apply the same arguments to glue the 6-functor formalism to
the restriction of DM™* to Artin stacks locally of finite type. As before the existence of
a smooth cover on an Artin stack shows DM'(X) ~ DM*(X) for any Artin stack X
locally of finite type over S.

To ease notation, we will from here on denote by DM the extension DM*. For the
I-version, we will keep the notation DM".



Notation 2.1. Throughout this article, we will denote by Z a filtered oc-category.

Definition 2.2. Let x: Z°° — PreStkg be a filtered system of prestacks and let X :=
lim x be the associated limit prestack. We call the tuple (x, X) a pro-Z-algebraic stack,
if (i) is an algebraic stack locally of finite type over S for all i € Z.

If (z, X) is a pro-algebraic stack, then we denote by X; := z(¢) and the transition
maps X; — X; by x;5, for i — j € T.

A morphism f: (z,X) — (y,Y) of pro-algebraic stacks is a morphism fo: x — y. If
P is a property of a morphism of algebraic stacks, we will say that f has property P if
each f;: X; — Y; has property P.

We denote by ProAlg? the co-category of pro-Z-algebraic stacks.

If X is an algebraic stack, we will abuse notation to denote the constant diagram
n — X (here the transition maps are given by idy) with X itself.

Definition 2.3. If f: (z, X) — (y,Y) is a morphism of pro-Z-algebraic stacks, then we
call f cartesian if each square

X; —15 X,
fjl ifi
Yj Yij Yz

is a pullback diagram. We call a morphism f: (z,X) — (y,Y) of pro-Z-algebraic
stacks adjointable if the morphism y7; fi. — fj«2;; induced by each square above is an
equivalence.

Example 2.4. Let us give two important examples of adjointable morphisms of pro-
T-algebraic stacks.

(1) Let f: (z,X) — (y,Y) be a cartesian morphism of monoidal pro-Z-algebraic
stacks, then by smooth base change f is adjointable.

(2) Let f: (z,X) — (y,Y) be a morphism of pro-Z-algebraic stacks. Assume that each
Yijx is fully faithful (e.g. when Y is equivalent to a constant diagram of induced
by an algebraic stack) and (x, X) is strict, then simple computation shows that f
is adjointable.

Definition 2.5. Let (x, X) be a pro-Z-algebraic stack. Then we say that (x, X) is
1. classical if x;; is affine for all ¢ — j € Z,
2. monoidal if x;; is smooth for all ¢ — j € Z, and
3. strict if z7;: DM(X;) — DM(Xj) is fully faithful for all i — j € Z.

Example 2.6. Let (z,X) be a pro-Z-algebraic stack and assume that each x;; is an
affine bundle for all ¢ — j € Z, i.e. Zariski locally isomorphic to an affine space, then
(z, X) is a classical monoidal strict pro-Z-algebraic stack.



Example 2.7. Let L/k be an algebraic extension of fields. Let F& be the filtered
category of all finite field extensions of k. Let F []} — Fields be the associated diagram
in the category of fields. Then Spec(L) = limpe 7z Spec(E). Now let X be a smooth

Artin stack over k. For any E € .FIL{, we set Xp = X Xy E. Let zpp: Xp — Xpr
be the projection for a field extension E’'/E. Then (x,Xy) is a classical monoidal
pro-F ILf-algebraiC stack. Naturally, we also get a classical monoidal pro—]:}}—algebraic
stack (1, Spec(L)) defined by the inclusions of field extensions in F%. The associated
morphism (z,Xr) — (¢,Spec(L)) is cartesian. Note that (¢, Spec(L)) and thus also
(x,X) is not strict as for example any Galois extension E < FE is a Gal(E’/E)-torsor.

The above can be generalized to the following case. We can replace Spec(k) by S
and assume that S is connected. Let 5 be a geometric point of S. Then we can define
Fg as the category of pointed étale covers over (S,35). The construction above can be
repeated in this case for any smooth Artin stack X over S.

Now let us define the DG-category of rational motives associated to a pro-algebraic
stack.

Definition 2.8. Let (z, X) be a pro-Z-algebraic stack. Then we define the co-category
of rational motives on (x, X) as

DM(z, X) = colim DM*(Xj;),
€L, x*

where the colimit is taken in DGCatcong.

One might wonder why we chose DM* and not DM'. Our main reason is convenience.
For monoidal pro-Z-algebraic stacks, we conjecture that we have an equivalence between
both possible definitions. But by working with DM*, monoidality of DM (x, X) follows
straightforwardly. We want to remark that with this definition of DM (x, X'), we recover
the usual DM(X) if (x, X) is classical monoidal.

In rest of this section is we want to prove Theorem 5.

2.1 Pullback formalisms

We will first define pullback formalisms on schemes after Drew-Gallauer (cf. [DG22]).
Afterward, we want to show that DM on pro-Z-algebraic stacks defines a pullback
formalism. We will analyze such structures more generally in this subsection without
using pro-Z-algebraic stacks.

Definition 2.9 (|[DG22]). Let £ be an oo-category that admits finite limits and let us
fix a class of morphisms P C Fun(A!, £) that is closed under pullback and equivalences
and composition. A pullback formalism on £ with respect to P is a functor

M*E: P 5 CAlg(Pr®),  f— f* (we denote the right adjoint of f* by f,)
satisfying the following conditions.

(1) If a morphism f: X — Y of S lies in P, then there exists a left adjoint f; of f*.
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(2) For each pullback square
XxzY 25 X

bl

y —9 7

in § such that f is in P, the exchange transformation
fig™ = Bg"F fs = 79" fs = 9" fy
is equivalence.

(3) For each morphism f: X — Y in P the exchange transformation
[ (M @pg=0(x) [TN) = ftM @ ppe(vy N
is an equivalence, for any M € M*®(X) and N € M*®(Y).

Let us remark that this definition of a pullback formalism differs slightly from the
definition of op. cit.. This adjustment is necessary for our means and a for a more
general overview we refer to op. cit..

Remark 2.10. For property (2) in Definition 2.9 we may equivalently ask for the
x-exchange morphism f*g, — ¢.f™* to be an equivalence (cf. [Ayo07, Prop. 1.1.9]).

Example 2.11. Throughout this article, we will be mainly interested in the case where
& ~ Stk where S‘ckgt denotes the category of locally of finite type Artin stacks over
S (recall S from our notations), P the class of smooth morphisms and M*® = DMy
with the x-pullback. If £ is the category of finite type S-schemes, instead of DMg, we
could also work DMz or even with the stable homotopy category SH.

Definition 2.12. A pullback formalism M*® is called compactly generated if M*®
factors through the functor CA]g(Pr£’®), where w denotes the cardinality of the natural
numbers.

Example 2.13. Recall that in the assumptions 1.1, we fixed a regular scheme S of
finite type over a excellent noetherian scheme B of dimension < 2. By [CD19, Thm.
16.1.4, Cor. 6.2.2] the co-category DM(X, Q) is compactly generated for any finite type
S-scheme and f* preserves compact objects. In particular, following Example 2.11,
DMg induces a compactly generated pullback formalism.

Notation 2.14. For this subsection, we fix an co-category £ that admits finite limits,
a class of morphisms Pg that is stable under pullbacks, compositions and equivalences.
Further, we fix a compactly generated pullback formalism M*® on £ with respect to
Pe and simply denote it by M®.

Example 2.15. Let us give 2 examples for £, Pe and M® that satisfy our assumptions.
Recall S from our assumptions and notations 1.1.

11



(1) Let & = Schgt be the category of S-schemes locally of finite type and F¢ the class
of smooth morphisms in Schg. Then DMy together with x-pullbacks satisfies our
assumptions.

(2) Let us consider DMg together with «-pullbacks. Then DM satisfies étale descent
and standard arguments show that we can take & = Stkgt and Pg to be the class
of smooth morphisms (cf. [LZ12]).

We will start by extending M® to diagrams in K, where K is a simplicial set, via
taking colimits. By the remark below CAlg(PrZ®) admits colimits.

Remark 2.16. Let us remark that PrZ is presentable by [Lurl7, Lem. 5.3.2.9], thus so
is Modg,, (Pr2®) by [Lurl7, Cor. 4.2.3.7] and hence also CAlg(PrLl®) by [Lurl7, Prop.
3.2.3.5].

Let K be a simplicial set. Then M induces a functor
Fun(K, £°P) — Fun(K, CAlg(PrZ®)).
Composing this functor with the colimit functor, we obtain
ME: Fun(K,£°P) — CAlg(Prl®).

If (z, X) is a pro-Z-algebraic stack, we see that the following notation agrees Defini-
tion 2.8.

Notation 2.17. Let N be a pullback formalism on locally of finite type Artin S-stacks
with respect to smooth morphisms. Let (x,X) be a pro-Z-algebraic stack. Then we
define

N(z, X) =N (z).

Proposition 2.18. Let K be a filtered oo-category. Let Py denote the class of mor-
phisms in Fun(K, &) such that f € Fun(K,E) belongs to Pk if and only if each fi
belongs to Pe and each square in Mg (f) is right adjointable, i.e. for any morphism
i — j € K the induced morphism f;xij. — yij«f; is an equivalence (cf. [Luri7, Def.
4.7.4.13)).

Then My is a pullback formalism on Fun(K,E) for the class Pk .

Proposition 2.18 is one of the crucial points in extending the motivic six functor
formalism on DM for Artin-stacks to pro-Z-algebraic stacks. But before we can prove
this proposition, we need some additional lemmas.

Lemma 2.19. Let K a filtered oo-category. Let F: & — Prl be a functor. Denote
by Fr the composition of Fun(K, F) with the colimit functor. Let X be in Fun(E,C).
Then we have
Fr(X) ~ Ind(colim F(X;)°)
ieK,z*
and any M € Fg(X) is compact if and only if there exists an i € K and M; € F(X;)¢
that lifts M.
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Proof. The first assertion follows from (cf. [GR17, Cor. 7.2.7]), where the colimit on
the right is taken in Cat,.

Note that the filtered colimit of idempotent complete oco-categories is idempotent
complete (cf. [Lur09, Cor. 4.4.5.21]). Thus, any compact object comes from an object
of the colimit on the right hand side (cf. [Lur09, Lem. 5.4.2.4] and [Lur21, 02LG]). O

Lemma 2.20. Let K be a co-category. Let F': € — Pr{j be a functor. Denote by Fi
the composition of Fun(K, F) with the colimit functor. Then we have the following.

(1) Let X € Fun(K,&). We denote by X°P the opposite functor. Further, let us
denote by F,: EP — Prf the functor induced by the equivalence Pr’ ~ (PrR)Op
(cf. [Lur09, Cor. 5.5.8.4]). Then we have

Fr(X) ~lim Fy o X°P,

Prf

where the equivalence is in Cato,. More precisely, Fx is equivalent to the right
Kan extension of Fy along §°P.

(2) If K be a filtered co-category, then for any ko, k1 € K the composition

iaX
1nsk

pX
F(Xy,) —2 Fie(X) ~ lim F, 0 X =5 M(Xp,)
Pr

s canonically equivalent to

li F.(X3) o Fr(X
kEK,a:g(?—I}Ig,lﬁ;kl%k ( 5)0 K( a)

where the colimit is taken in Funp r(F(Xy,), F(Xk,)).

Proof. The first assertion follows from [Lur09, Cor. 5.5.3.4] (see also Remark 2.21
below). A proof for (2) is given by Gaitsgory in the setting of DG-categories (cf.
[Gail2, Lem. 1.3.6] - note that the proof is completely analogous in this slightly more
general setting). O

Remark 2.21. The equivalence in Lemma 2.20 for X € Fun(K,¢) is induced via the
following process (cf. [Gail2, Lem. 1.3.2]). The projections p;X : limp r Fyo X — X (k)
admit left adjoint, denoted by 7,‘5 . These left adjoints assemble to an equivalence

(2.21.1) hy: Fie(X) = lim  F(X;).

This is an equivalence in Pr¥, where we view the RHS naturally as an object in Pr’.
The inverse of hx is equivalent to colimey insy o pi, where insj : F(Xy) — Mg (X)
denotes the canonical map.

Lemma 2.22. Consider the setting of Lemma 2.20 (2). If f: X — Y is a morphism
in Fun(K, &) such that each fi admits a left adjoint for all k € K, then f* = F(f)
admits a left adjoint.

13



Proof. This lemma is stated without proof in [BKV22, Prop. 5.1.8 (c)]. As far as we
know, there is no written proof for this result in the literature, so we provide one.

By Lemma 2.20 (1), we see that f.: limg F,oX — limg F, oY admits a left adjoint
f*, that has to be compatible with the identification of limg F, and Fg. We claim that
the following diagram is commutative (up to homotopy)

Y
limg F. oY —— F(Y;)

r
X

I
limg F, 0 X —— F(X)

for all ¢ € K. This claim implies that f* commutes with limits and therefore admits a
left adjoint fj.

Let us show the claim. For this, note that we have the following diagram with
commutative squares (up to homotopy)

g
F(Y)) — Fr(Y) 2 limg F, oY

bk

F(X;) 5 Fre(X) -5 limg F 0 X

for any j € K. First, we show that sz o f* commutes with colimits. Indeed, it is enough
to see that sz of*ohx oins?X commutes with colimits, then is equivalent to the induced
map Fx(X) — F(Y;) in Prl, which necessarily commutes with colimits. By Lemma
2.20 (2), we have

p; o [T ohyoinsy ~p; ohx oinsy o f; =~ ig%{;rgszk* o Xipofj.
By construction each of the functors x;i., :E;-k, f; commutes with colimits and thus also

the left hand side of the equivalence. Analogously, one can show that £ op} commutes
with colimits. Therefore, it is enough to show that

X * s J o~ £ Y o
p; o ffohy oinsy >~ fop; ohy oinsy.

The left hand side is equivalence to colim;_j j1 Xigs © ]*k o f]’-k by the above and

analogously, we see that the right hand side is equivalent to colim;_, j_x f;" 0 Yik« onZ.
Since each square in F(f) is right adjointable these colimits are in fact equivalent,
proving the claim and therefore assertion. O

Lemma 2.23. Consider the setting of Lemma 2.20 (2). Let f be a morphism in
Fun(K, &) such that fi, admits a left adjoint for all k € K. Let f; denote the left
adjoint of f given by Lemma 2.22. Then the following square

inek
IHSX

F(Xk) — FK(X)



commutes (up to homotopy) for all k € K.

Proof. By construction of f; the square

Fr(X) 5 limg F, 0 X

|5 lfﬁ

Fr(Y) s limg F, oY

commutes (up to homotopy). Thus, we may check if the square in the lemma commutes
after applying hx. But the proof of Lemma 2.22 shows that the square

Y
limg F, oY —*— F(Y;)
s !
]

limg F, o X —5 F(X)

*
k

commutes (up to homotopy) for all k¥ € K. So in particular, we conclude by passing to
left adjoints. O

Proof of Proposition 2.18. Assertion (1) follows from Lemma 2.22.

We are left to show (2) and (3). Invoking Lemma 2.20 resp. Lemma 2.23 and
the fact that each compact of M(X) resp. M(Y') comes from some level i € K (cf.
Lemma 2.19), we can reduce the questions to questions on C. But on C this follows from
definition. O

Remark 2.24. Let us consider the setting of Example 2.15 (2). By Proposition 2.18
we immediately see that the functor DM: (ProAlg%)°P — CAlg(PrL) defines a pullback
formalism with respect to the class of adjointable smooth morphisms.

2.2 Coefficient systems

In this short subsection, we want to show that our extended pullback formalisms allow us
to define coeflicient systems on pro-Z-algebraic stacks. We have to be a bit more precise,
when formulating homotopy invariance T-stability and localization. For example A'l-
invariance makes only sense for cartesian morphisms, i.e. the pro-Z-algebraic version of
A needs to be pulled back from Als. This will be made more precise in the Corollary
2.26.

We first start with the definition of a coefficient system over an arbitrary scheme @
following Drew (cf. [Drel8]). We want to remark that we do only work with compactly
generated. The main reason is that we have to use Proposition 2.18 that we only know
in this case.

Definition 2.25 ([Drel8]). A coefficient system is a compactly generated pullback
formalism

M*®: (AffSch§))P — CAlg(Pr[®), f f*

satisfying the following conditions.
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(Loc) For any closed immersion i: Z < X in Schg with open complement j: U — X,
the square

M*®(Z) s M*®(X)

|k

* —— M*O(U)
is a pullback in Pr”.

(Ho) For each X € Schq the s-pullback along the natural projection p: A}X — X is
fully faithful, i.e. the unit id — p4p* is an equivalence.

(St) For any smooth morphism f: X — Y in Schg admitting a section s, the trans-
formation fys, is an equivalence.

Let M*® be a coefficient system. Then we define the class Pz similarly to the
definition in Proposition 2.18. To be more precise, Pz consists of smooth adjointable
morphisms f in ProAlg?. By Proposition 2.18 it is easy to see that Mz defines a
coefficient system with respect to the class Pz in the following sense.

Corollary 2.26. Let M*® be a coefficient system that satisfies étale descent. Then
Mz, that is the right Kan extension of M*® along Yoneda to Artin S-stacks locally
of finite type and then the composition of Fun(K, M*®) with the colimit functor, is a
pullback formalism in the following sense.

(PF) The functor Mz defines a pullback formalism for the class Pz.
(Loc) Let i: (z,Z) — (x,X) be cartesian closed immersion of pro-Z-algebraic stacks

with open complement j: (u,U) — (z,X). Then there following diagram

M(z,Z) — M(z, X)

|

s M(uU)

is a pullback in Prr.

(Ho) Let (z,X) be a pro-Z-algebraic stack and let us define (q, A% via the system n
A.1>Q' Then p* is fully faithful, where p: (g, A%) — (2, X) denotes the projection.

(St) For any smooth adjointable morphism f: (x,X) — (y,Y) of pro-Z-algebraic stacks,
admitting a section s, the transformation fys. is an equivalence.

Proof. Claim (PF) follows from Proposition 2.18. Similar to the proof of (2) and (3) in
Proposition 2.18, we can reduce to the case of Artin stacks via Lemma 2.20 and Lemma
2.19. For Artin stacks this follows immediately from descent. O

Remark 2.27. The proof of Corollary 2.26 shows that if we restrict ourselves to pro-
schemes locally of finite type over S, then we may drop the descent assumption on our
coefficient system.
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2.3 Six functor formalisms

In this section, we want to prove Theorem 5. For this, we need to extend 6-functor
formalisms to pro-algebraic stacks. We will freely use the formalism of Gaitsgory-
Rozenblym, Liu-Zheng and Mann (cf. [GR17], [LZ12], [Man22]). We will use the
results of the latter and for details refer to [Man22, §A.5]. We do not want to recall the
main definitions and freely use the language of geometric setups and correspondences
as in loc. cit..

Let (C, E) be a geometric setup, that is an oo-category C and a class of morphisms
F in C that is closed under pullbacks, compositions and equivalences, such that C
admits finite limits. Let K a filtered oo-category. Let D: Corr(C)gp — Cats be a 6-
functor formalism in the sense of [Man22, §A.5], where Corr(C)g is the oco-category of
correspondences in the sense of [LZ12].

We let De: C? — CAlg(Catyo) denote the restriction of D under the inclusion
C°P < Corr(C)g. We assume that D¢ factors through CAlg(PrZ®). We will use a
similar notation as in Section 2.1. We denote by D the composition

Dk : Fun(K,C) Pe, Fun(K, CAlg(Prk®)) colim, CAlg(Prl®).

We define Ex to be the class of those morphisms f: X — Y in Fun(K,C°) such
that fi isin E for all £ € K and for all £ — [ € K the square

X, X4, x,

b s

Y;
Yl¢>Yk

18 cartesian.

Proposition 2.28. Assume that K admits an initial object 0 and E admits a suitable
decomposition J, F' that satisfies the assumptions of [Man22, Prop. A.5.10]. Then Dy
can be upgraded to a 6-functor formalism

Dk : Corr(Fun(K°?,C)) g, — CAlg(Pr£’®).

Further, if f € E is a morphism such that for all k € K we have fi, € F resp. f(k) € J,
then fi >~ fy resp. fi is left adjoint to f*.

Proof. We define Ji resp. F to be the class of those morphisms f in Fx such that f(k)
is in J resp. F for all k € K. Then we claim that Jg, Fi is a suitable decomposition
of F.

Indeed, since for a map f in E all squares of the associated diagram are pullback
squares. Thus, all of the properties follow immediately (note that we need that K
admits an initial object for the decomposition property).

We will use Proposition 2.18 and the criterion in [Man22, Proposition. A.5.10] to
prove this proposition.

By Proposition 2.18 the functor Dy defines a pullback formalism on Fun(K,C) with
respect to Jg.
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By construction, the pullback f* along any morphism f € Fun(K,C) admits a right
adjoint. We need to check that for morphisms in Fx we have base change and projection
formula. But similar to the proof of Proposition 2.18, we can use that any compact
object comes from some compact on the k-th level, for some k € K (by mutas mutandis
of Lemma 2.19). This argument shows that for any pullback square

WLX

ol
y L7

with g € Jx and f € Fg we have gy f] ~ f*gé completing the proof. U

The above proposition a priori only applies if the geometric setup has a suitable de-
composition. For schemes this is usually not a problem as in practice we can decompose
separated morphisms via compactifications into open immersions and proper maps. For
algebraic stacks this only holds locally. Nevertheless, we can extend the functors by the
base change formula to cartesian morphisms of pro-Z-algebraic stacks (cf. Proposition
2.29 below).

Proposition 2.29. Let f: X — Y be in Ex. Then there exists an adjunction
fi: Dr(X) T D (Y): [’

satisfying base change and projection formula with respect to f* = Dk (f).

Proof. Let D denote the composition
Fun(K, Corr(C)5) = Fun(K, CAlg(Pr®)) < cAlg(Prb®).

Note that by design we have 25| Fun(k,cov) =~ Di. We will construct a functor F': K X
Al — Corr(C)g that automatically yields a colimit preserving functor f; satisfying the
necessary properties via D.

Let 0 := (0k,001) be an n-simplex in K x Al. If 0¢; is a degeneration of 0 € Al
then we define F(0) == X(ok) and if it is a degeneration of 1 € A, then we define
F(O’) = Y(O'K).

Now assume that g is not a degeneration of a O-simplex. Let d denote the face
map that selects the final vertex of an n-simplex. We will construct a correspon-
dence Cxy inside Corr(C)g as follows. As before, we let fy,,) be the morphism
f(d(ok),(0,1)): X(d(ocx)) — Y (d(ok)) in C. This defines a morphism « of correspon-
dences

X(dg(ok))
/ W)
X(ds(ok)) Y(ds(ok)).

We let d° denote the face map that forgets about the final vertex, i.e. d€isinduced by the
map [n — 1] — [n] inside A whose image omits the element n. Then Y (d°(ok)) defines
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a (n —1)-simplex § in Corr(C)g via the inclusion C°? — Corr(C)g. Informally, we may
think of 8 as the composition of Y (dp—2n—1(0K))* Y (dp—3n—2(0K))*... Y (do1(oK))*,
where the d; j; denotes the edge connecting the i-th and j-th vertex inside d°(ox). The
morphism « defines an edge to the initial vertex of Y (d(ox)). The extension of this
edge yields an n-simplex, which we may describe as the composition S o «a. We now set
Cxy = B oa. Since by design f is cartesian this construction is functorial and yields
the desired functor F': 0 — Cx y. The composition of F' with D corresponds to maps
frr: X(k) — Y (k) compatible with the Xj, resp. Y}’ for all kK — j € K (also in higher
dimensions by construction). In particular, taking colimits inside Pr’ yields a colimit
preserving functor fi: D (X) = Dg(Y), as desired.
The rest follows from Lemma 2.19 similar to the proof of Proposition 2.18.

O
Remark 2.30. Note that it is clear from the proof of Proposition 2.29 that if chE
commutes with colimits that also f' := D'K( f) commutes with colimits for all f € Fi
as D (X) is compactly generated for all X € Fun(K,C) by Lemma 2.19.

Proposition 2.31. Let 7 ~ Ny, the co-category associated to the poset Ny seen as a
1-category. Let (xz,X) be a monoidal pro-Z-algebraic stack, then

DM(z, X) ~ colim DM'(X;).
i€,

Proof. By descent, we see that for each i € 7 we have p;: DM'(X;) ~ DM*(X;) as X;
admits a smooth covering by a scheme. We will construct equivalences

pi: DM'(X;) ~ DM*(X;)

out of p; that are compatible with the presentation as a colimit. This is easily achieved
by twisting with the Thom-motives associated to the smooth maps zy;. But let us be
more precise.

Let us define p; :== p; ® Th(€Qy,,)1x,, where Th denotes the Thom-motive! associated
to V(Q,,) — X;. Then p; is still an equivalence of DM'(X;) and DM*(X;). By
compatibility with the purity equivalence with composition (cf. [CD19, Rem. 2.4.52]),
we claim that this is also compatible with the presentation of DM(z, X) as a colimit.

Indeed, the functor Spine[Ng] — Ny is inner anodyne [Lur21, 03HK], where Spine[Ny]
is the simplicial subset of Ny of finite vertices that are joined by edges (or more infor-
mally, we forget about all n > 2 simplices in Ny). Moreover, by loc. cit., we see that the
restriction Fun(Ng, DGCateont) — Fun(Spine[Ng], DGCatcopt) is a trivial Kan fibration.
Thus, we can lift the map that we constructed to a map of diagrams indexed by Ny
proving the claim. O

Remark 2.32. Under the assumption of Proposition 2.31, we can use Proposition
2.18 and similar methods as in the Qroof to conclude that Dz is part of a six functor
formalism with respect to the class E7, where F7 is the class of all morphisms f such

Let p: V — X; be a vector bundle with zero section s, then Th(V) := pys..
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that each square is right adjointable and f; € E for all i € Z. To be more precise, we
get the existence of fi and f' for morphisms in E7 satisfying base change and projection
formula.

Remark 2.33. To generalize Proposition 2.31 it is enough to know that the level-wise
equivalences p; in the proof yield an equivalence of diagrams. While on the homotopy
categorical level this is clear, we were not able to write a map down for higher simplices.

Proof of Theorem 5. By Ayoub’s thesis resp. Cisinski-Deglise (cf. [Ayo07] resp. [CD19])
there is a full motivic six functor formalism on Beilinson motives for finite type S-
schemes. Further, by Robalo’s thesis [Rob15, §2.4], we have that the 6-functor formalism
exists in the sense of [LZ12]. Note that DM also satisfies étale descent. Thus, the proof
of the theorem boils down to Proposition 2.31, Proposition 2.29, Remark 2.32, Lemma
2.22, Lemma 2.20 and Lemma 2.19, similar to the proof of Proposition 2.18. U

Remark 2.34. The proof of Theorem 5 can be generalized to other settings such as
ind-schemes. To be more specific, using the result of Richarz and Scholbach on rational
motives of ind-schemes [RS20, Thm. 2.4.2|, we can replace algebraic stacks of finite
type, by ind-schemes of ind-finite type and modify DM as follows.

If (z, X) is a pro-Z-system of ind-schemes of ind-finite type (let us call such systems
pi-Z-schemes), then we define DM(x, X) = colim,c7 DM'(X;), note that we use !-
pullbacks as transition maps.

From now on assume that the transition maps of pi-Z-schemes are schematic smooth.
Then DM(z, X) admits a ®-product and internal Hom. The existence of the ®-unit
fails in general (cf. loc. cit.). Let f: (z,X) — (y,Y) be morphism of pi-Z-schemes
(we define this similarly to Definition 2.2). Assume each f; satisfies the assumptions
of [RS20, Thm 2.4.2] for the existence of f. Then there exists an adjunction f* 4 f..
In general there exists an adjunction f; 4 f', where we use that (z,X) and (y,Y) are
required to be schematic smooth (in this way the right adjoint of z' is up to twist and
shift given by z,). All of these functors satisfy the properties of Theorem 5 using the
same proof.

3 Rational motivic cohomology on pro-algebraic stacks

Before we continue with the definition of motivic cohomology, we want to insert some
consequences of Theorem 5 and show that DM(z, X)) ~ DM(X) for classical monoidal
pro-Z-algebraic stacks.

Proposition 3.1. Let (z,X) be a classical monoidal pro-Z-algebraic stack. Then we
have an equivalence

DM(X) ~ DM(z, X)
of DG-categories.

Proof. By assumption X admits a smooth cover by affine finite type S-schemes Up; =
Spec(4;), for some set I and ¢ € Z. As X; — Xy is affine, the pullback U,; =
X; X x, Up; is also a smooth cover by affines. The same holds after passage to limits,

20



ie. for Ug,; = X xx, Up; the projection [[,c;Usx; — X is an effective epimor-
phism. In particular, as DM satisfies h-descent (cf. [RS20, Thm. 2.2.16]), we have
lima DM(Co([l;e7 Uso,i/X)) =~ DM(X). By construction, each of the U ; is equiva-
lent to lim;ez Uy, ;. As the U, ; are affine of finite type over S, we have

DM(Uso,i) =~ DM(hm Up,i) = colim DM(Uy, ;) ~ lim  DM(Uy,;)

€L, x* 1ELOP 1

(cf. Lemma 2.20). This yields the equivalence

M(Co(J ] Usei/ X)) NZEhIn}C*DM ([ Uni/ X))
€L 1€T

Putting all of this together, we claim that this yields

DM(X) = lim DM(C. ([ ] Usei/ X)) ~ lim lim DM(Co(] ] Un.i/Xi))
i€l 1€
~ lim DM(X;) ~ colim DM(X;)
i€ETOP . i€Ta*
as desired.

Indeed, the only thing to check is the second equivalence. For this it is enough to
see that xfj induces a map of simplicial objects

Co(J] Uni/X3)) = DM(Co(] | Un-1.6/ X))

€L €L

But this follows immediately from smooth base change, as

Col] [ Uni/Xi) = Co([ ] Un-1.4/X;) xx, X

1€l 1€L

O

Remark 3.2 (Underling motive of pro-algebraic stacks). Let us show how to compute
the underlying motive in DM(S) of a monoidal strict pro-Z-algebraic stack.

Let (x, X) be a monoidal strict pro-Z-algebraic stack. We have seen in Lemma 2.20
that there is a map pg: DM(z, X)) — DM(Xj) such that the identity on DM (X)) factors
as

DM (Xp) 222 DM(z, X) 2% DM(Xy),

where insg denotes the natural inclusion.
Assume that Z ~ Ny, then by Theorem 5 the two morphisms above correspond to
the adjunction

cos: DM(z, X) = DM(Xy): ¢

where ¢y: (z,X) — X denotes the projection, where we see X as a constant pro-Z-
algebraic stack. In particular, since (x, X) is monoidal, both cé] and cfy are fully faithful.

Let us denote by f: X — S and fy: Xg — S the structure maps and let M € DM(SS).
The above shows that fif'M ~ folf(!)M
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Remark 3.3 (Base change for pro-algebraic stacks). Let f: (z,X) — (y,Y) be a
smooth morphism monoidal pro-Z-algebraic stacks. Assume that f is either adjointable
and Z ~ Ny or that f is cartesian and Z has an initial object 0.

Our computations have shown that we have f*ins§ ~ insg fox, where inséf denotes
the natural functor DM(Xy) — DM(z, X) (similarly for Y). This can be see as a form

of non-finite type base change equivalence of the square

(an) I XO

L

(y,Y) —— Yo,

which is cartesian if f is cartesian.

For example this yields a x-base change formula for pullback along the generic point
of an integral scheme (cf. Example 3.13 below). This is not true in rational motives, if
the inclusion of the generic point may not be of finite type.

Remark 3.4. Let f: (z,X) — (y,Y) be a smooth morphism monoidal pro-Z-algebraic
stacks. For M € DM(y,Y), we can compute the "motivic global sections with values
in M" directly. To be more precise, let us note that since f,f* is colimit preserving,
its values are determined by its restriction to compacts. As any compact in DM(y,Y)
comes from a compact in some DM(Y;) (cf. Lemma 2.19), we see that
Jef M = insf%glM Z_(:)(Zl;lgk insz/f"*f:yik*y;j M,

where the colimit is over all i € Z and all compacts M; € DM(Y;)¢. A similar formula
can also be given for fif'.

In particular, if for example (y,Y) = S, i.e. the constant diagram associated to S,
and (z, X) is strict, we have

fef"1s = foufols

(cf. Remark 3.2).

3.1 Motivic cohomology

In this section, we want to define and highlight some properties of motivic cohomology
in our setting.

In the following, we fix a morphism f: (z, X) — (y,Y") of monoidal pro-Z-algebraic
stacks over S. Let h: (z,X) — S and g: (y,Y) — S be the morphism induced by the
structure morphisms, where we view S as a constant pro-Z-algebraic stack. We further
assume that either f is cartesian or that f is adjointable and Z ~ Nj.

We fix the notation as in Remark 2.21, i.e. we have an equivalence

hx:DM(z,X) — lim DM(Xj;),

’iEI,I*
we denote for any i € Z by

insX : DM(X;) — DM(z, X) resp. p: Jim DM(X;) — DM(X;)
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the canonical inclusion resp. projections and we set fyZ.X =hx o ins*iX (analogously for

(5,)).

By Theorem 5, we have adjunctions f* < f, and fi 4 f' between DM(z, X) and
DM(y,Y") satisfying all the properties stated in the theorem. Note that even though
(z,X) and (y,Y) are not assumed to be strict, we still have adjunctions h* - h, and
g* - g« by Lemma 2.22.

Definition 3.5. Let f: (z,X) — (y,Y) and g: (y,Y) — S be as above. Then we
define the relative motivic cohomology of (x, X) with coefficients in M as

RF(Xv M) = MD(Q)(f'fll(x,X)v M)

Further, we define for n,m € Z the absolute motivic cohomology of (y,Y) in degree
(n,m) by
H™™(Y,Q) = mo Hompiy vy (1(y,v), Liy,v)(n)[m]).

Remark 3.6. Let us remark that the absolute motivic cohomology of (y,Y") can also
be computed relative to S in the following sense

H™™(Y,Q) = Homy,pyms)(Ls, g«g" 1s(n)[m]).
Further, if (y,Y) is strict and (y,Y) — S is a smooth, then
H™™(Y,Q) = m,,, Homppy(s)(9:9™1s, 1s(n)).

Lemma 3.7. Under the notation above, we have
nl ~ coli Ly
glyy) = colim g1y,

Proof. By construction of g* in Lemma 2.22, we have colim;cz insZY g; . Using adjunctions
this shows that

g+ == lim gispy hy
By construction, we have ins} 1y, =~ L(y,y). Thus,
~Tim Y Y T~ T L
g*l(%y) - h?l 9ixPi Yo lyvp = 11?1 C?lgn GixYij=Yo; 1y,
=~ lim colim g;. 1y,
1—]

)

~ lim colim g;41y;
i jET 9ix2Y;

~ colim g, ly,.
jeT 9+ 1Y

Remark 3.8. Under the notation above, Lemma 3.7 immediately shows

H"™(Y,Q) = cQIiIm A™(Y;, 2n — m)q.
1€
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We will see below, that if (y,Y) is classical and Y — S is of finite type, then this
colimit presentation of the absolute motivic cohomology of Y agrees with the classical
motivic cohomology of Y. In this setting, we can also look at the functor induced by
the usual *-pushforward on Artin-stacks DM(y,Y) ~ DM(Y) — DM(S). This agrees
by construction with g.: DM(y,Y) — DM(S).

Further, in Example 3.12 and 3.13, we can use this computation for the absolute
motivic cohomology, even in the non-finite type case (see the examples for an elaborate
discussion).

Lemma 3.9. Assume (y,Y) is classical such that g:' Y — S is locally of finite type.
Let us denote by a: DM(y,Y) = DM(Y') the equivalence induced by Proposition 3.1.
Let us denote by g: DM(Y') — DM(S) the usual x-pushforward. Then we have

elyy) = 9 y)-

Proof. By construction, the last right hand side of Lemma 3.7 is equivalent to gal(, y).
O

Proposition 3.10. Assume (y,Y) is classical such that g: Y — S is locally of finite
type. Then

H™™(Y,Q) =~ Homypy(y) (ly, 1y (n)[m]).

Proof. Let Yy — Yj be a smooth cover of Yo by a scheme locally of finite type over
S. Let Y; denote the base change to Y; and Y its limit. Then Y is representable by a
scheme and yields a smooth cover of Y. As Y is locally of finite type, so is Y. For every
1 € I, we can compute

gixly; > colimgey, v,y lew, vy,

by descent, where 9eF,1vi)e - C(Y;/Yi)e — S denotes the projection. In particular, we
can write

f* (y,Y) = COllm gj*ly ~ cohm Cg)él_%n gC(Y/yl).*lé(z/yl).

(cf. Lemma 3.7). Therefore, by continuity of DM (cf. [CD19, Thm. 14.3.1]) and
descent, we have

H™™(Y,Q) cogm colim HothM(é(ﬁ/)@).)(lé(ﬁ/)@).’ Lo /vi). (n)[m])

1€
= cogm HothM((}(f//Y).) (1(3(3}/3/).’ 1@()7/)/). (n)[m])
& Homppm(y)(ly, 1y (n)[m]).
]

Remark 3.11. Let us remark that continuity of DM (cf. [CD19, Thm. 14.3.1]) shows
that if (y,Y) is a pro system of finite type S-schemes such that Y is representable by a
finite type S-scheme, we have again H"™"™(Y,Q) = Hompy(y) (ly, 1y (n)[m]).
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Example 3.12. Let us consider the situation of Example 2.7. So let L/k be an algebraic
extension of fields and consider a scheme Z — Spec(k). We denote by FE the set of
finite field extensions E/k contained in L. We denote by (¢, Spec(L)) the associated
classical monoidal pro—]:}}-algebraic stack over k and by (z,Zr) the induced classical
monoidal pro-F I%—algebraic stack over k. Using Remark 3.6, we have

H""™(Zr,,Q) = colim A™(Zg,2n —m)g = A™(Zr,2n — m)q,
EeFL

where the second isomorphism follows from direct computations on the level of cycles
(cf. [Brol6, Lem. 1.4.6 (i)]).

Example 3.13. Let Z — S be an integral S-scheme with function field K. Let us
consider the family (U)peuy, of all affine open subschemes of Z. If we denote the
respective inclusions by ¢y : U’ < U, then this family assembles to a classical monoidal
pro-Ug-algebraic stack (¢, Spec(K)). Let T — Z be a flat morphism of S-schemes. Then
base change of T along the system (¢, Spec(K)) induces a classical monoidal pro-Ux-
algebraic stack (17, Tk ). Using Remark 3.6, we have

H""™(Tk,Q) = colljim ATy, 2n —m)g = A™(Tk,2n — m)q,

where the second isomorphism follows from direct computations on the level of cycles
(cf. [Brol6, Lem. 1.4.6 (ii)]).

4 Applications

In this section, we want to apply our theory in two different cases. First, we will look at
implications for non-finite field extensions. More specifically, for a Galois extension L/k
and an algebraic stack f: X — Spec(k), we will construct an action of the Gal(L/k) on
fr+lx, . Here we will use the construction of Example 2.7 and use the associated clas-
sical monoidal pro-F I%—algebraic stack to analyze fx.lx, . Taking invariants under this
action then recovers f,ly, formally implying the same on Chow groups and recovering
[Brol8&, Lem. 1.3.6].

Next, we will apply our machinery to the stack of displays Disp (cf. Section 4.2).
The stack Disp can be expressed as a strict monoidal pro-N-algebraic stack (7, Disp).
Thus, the underling motive of (7, Disp) is equivalent to the motive of its 1-truncation.
In particular, this allows us to compute the absolute motivic cohomology of Disp and by
comparison also of the stack of Barsotti-Tate groups. Further, by earlier computation
of the author, we see that the motive of Disp inside DM(F)) is Tate.

4.1 Action of the absolute Galois group on the motivic homology
spectrum

Let us come back to the setting of Example 2.7 and fix the setting for this subsection. So
as in the example, let L/k be a Galois extension of fields. Let X be a smooth Artin stack
over k. We denote by ]-}L( the filtered category of all finite extensions of k contained
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in L. The inclusion along finite extensions E < F' of k yield pro-F, [L(—algebraic stacks
(z,%X1) and (g, L). The base change of the structure map f: X — k to E € FE yields
a map of diagrams

for (#,X1) = (¢, L)

Let QIL{ denote the filtered subcategory of all finite Galois extensions of k. Then
Q,f CF [L( is cofinal. In particular, we see that

DM(z, X1) =~ colim DM(z, X).
GE o>
Thus, to understand the action of Gal(L/k) on fr«lx,, we may restrict (x, %) and
(¢, L) to Q,f and work with their underlying pro—glf—algebraic stacks. By abuse of
notation, we will keep the notation of (z,Xr) and (g, L).
We naturally get a map g¢: (q,Spec(L)) — Spec(k), where we view Spec(k) as a
constant diagram. We denote the composition g o fe by h,.

Remark 4.1. Note that Proposition 3.1 shows that
DM(z, X)) ~ DM(X1) and DM(q, L) ~ DM(L).

We will see in the next lemma that our formalism enables us to compute the motive
fr«lx, by "pulling back" f.1lx along the natural map DM (k) — DM(q, L).

Assume that L/k is a finite extension. Then the smooth base change immediately

yields
frlx = fraal plx = qp ) felz.

As expected this also holds by the lemma below, if L/k is not finite. If L/k is not finite
this does not hold as there is no base change formalism that shows this result. In our
formalism we have an analog of a smooth base change in this case as in Remark 3.3.

Next, we claim that Gal(L/k) acts on h,1lx,. To see this, it is enough to construct
actions of Gal(E/k) on hylx, for any finite Galois extension E/k that is compatible
with the presentation of Gal(L/k) as a limit of such.

Remark 4.2. Let E/k be a finite Galois extension and ¢ € Autg(E). And M €
DM(q, Spec(L)). Then ¢ induces an automorphism

gM — g. M

via the following.

Let Qé - g,f denote the subcategory of finite Galois extensions over E. Then we can
restrict ¢ along this (filtered) subcategory and we denote the induced pro—gé—algebraic
stack by (g/g,Spec(L)). The k-automorphism ¢ induces via base change a cartesian
automorphism ¢: (qz, Spec(L)) — (q)r,Spec(L)). The *-pushforward along ¢ yields a
functor

¢« : DM(q, Spec(L)) — DM(q, Spec(L)).

By construction g.p. >~ g, yielding the desired endomorphism above.
This endomorphism by construction induces an action of Gal(L/k) on g.M, i.e. a

map B Gal(L/k) — DM(k).
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Remark 4.3. Combining the above, we have

colim h 1§al(E/k) ~ colim colim qF/k*fp*lgil(E/k) ~ f.lx.

Eegf Eegl Fegk

(cf. [Ayo07, Lem. 2.1.166]). In particular, for X = [X/G] with X smooth k-scheme and
G linear algebraic k-group, we have

n n Gal(L/k
AG(X,m)g =~ Ag, (XL, m)q (L/k)

by Example 3.12. This recovers the computation on the level of cycles purely formally
(cf. [Brol8, Lem. 1.3.6]).

There exists a notion of continuous homotopy fixed points on so-called discrete G-
spectra (cf. [BD10]). The object colimp gz h*lgal(E/k) can be seen as an analog of
continuous homotopy fixed points under the action of the absolute Galois group. By
construction the action of Gal(L/k) is stabilized on an open and closed normal subgroup

after passage to a large enough field extension.

4.2 The motive of the stack of Displays

Let us fix a prime p > 0 and assume from now on that S = Spec(FF,). We will denote
the Frobenius with o. In the following section, we want to define the pro-N-algebraic
stack of (truncated) Displays over S, after the construction of Lau (cf. [Laul3]) and
show that its underlying motive in DM(S) is Artin-Tate. We do not want to go into
the detail of the construction of (truncated) Displays and its relation to the stack of
Barsotti-Tate groups, but rather give an equivalent definition following [Brol8|.

Let us consider the functor Spec(R) — GLj (W, (R)) for any affine S-scheme Spec(R),
where W,, denotes the ring of n-truncated Witt-vectors. This functor is represented by
an open subscheme of A" which we denote by X" Let GZ’d(R) denote the group of

invertible A x h matricies
A B
C D

with A € GLp_q(Wp(R)). Let us denote by G the group scheme representing this
functor. Then G acts on X" via M -z := Mxo'(M)™!, where

A B
= (24 7).

Definition 4.4. For 0 < d < h and n € N, we define the stack of n-truncated displays
of dimension d and height n to be

Disp/? = [X,?/Gf;d] .
Further, we define the stack of n-truncated displays as

Disp,, == H Disp/.
0<d<h
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Remark 4.5. Let us remark that this is not the usual definition of the stack of truncated
displays but rather an equivalent one (cf. [Brol8, Thm. 2.1.3]).

Notation 4.6. For each n € N, there exists a truncation map 7,: Disp,,,; — Disp,,.
We denote by (7, Disp) the pro-N-algebraic stack induced by the 7,,.

Lemma 4.7 (|[Brol8, Lem. 2.2.2|). Let Kﬁjﬁin denote the kernel of the projection GIv® —
Gﬁid form <mn and fdf’d the kernel of the projection GQ’d — GLp_g x GLg. Then K,}fjgl
and K’g’d are split unipotent.

Remark 4.8. As seen in the proof of [Brol8, Thm. 2.3.3] the group G}f’d is even a split
extension of GLj_4 X GL4 by a split unipotent group U;. The splitting is induced by
the canonical inclusion GLj_g x GLg < G}f’d

Proposition 4.9. The pro-N-algebraic stack (1, Disp) is strict monoidal.

Proof. As DM preserves finite products, it is enough to prove that for any 0 < d < h
and any n > m the truncation T,’f;;ﬁ: Disp/¢ — Disp/t? is strict. By definition Tn,m
factors through

[xt/cne] o [xhchd] & [xa /o],

The map b*: DM([X%/GQ{CJ]) — DM([XQL/GZ’CZ]) is an equivalence of categories by
Lemma 4.7 (cf. [RS20, Prop. 2.2.11]).

We now claim that a* is fully faithful (the idea is the same as in [Brol8, Thm 2.3.1]).
By definition the map X" — X/ is a Kffj%—torsor. By étale descent we may replace the
morphism a by the projection Kﬁ”?n — 5. By Lemma 4.7 this is group is split unipotent,
so it admits a normal series with successive quotients given by a vector bundle. Thus,

applying again étale descent, we may assume that K:f?n is a vector bundle over S,

showing that a* is fully faithful. O

Corollary 4.10. Let f: Disp — S denote the structure map. Then

fﬁf*lDisp =~ flﬁfleispl and f*f*lDisp =~ fl*fleispl

are contained in the ind-completion of the full stable subcategory of DM(S) generated by
Tate-motives.

Proof. The equivalences follows from Remark 3.2. The fact, that this motive is Artin-
Tate follows from Remark 4.8 together with [Yay23a, Lem. 3.12, Thm. 5.1] (note that

it is enough to show the assertion for Dlsph d). O

Remark 4.11. Brokemper computes the Chow groups of Disp}f’d explicitly in [Brol8,
Thm. 2.3.3]. Thus, Corollary 4.10 and Remark 3.2 tell us that the motivic cohomology
of Disp can be computed by the Chow groups of Disp}f’d. To be more precise, we can
compute

@ann Disp, Q) = @ Q[t1, ..., tp]" %= /(c1, ..., cn),
nez 0<d<h
where ¢; denotes the i-th elementary symmetric polynomial in variables ¢1,...,t5.
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Remark 4.12. Let BT be the stack of Barsotti-Tate groups (short, BT-groups) over
S. For any n € N, we denote by BT,, the stack of level-n BT-groups. For any n > 0
there exists a truncation map 7,: BT, .1 — BT,, and lim,, , BT,, ~ BT. The map 7,
is smooth (cf. [11185, Thm. 4.4]) and so the pro-N-algebraic stack (7,BT) is monoidal.
Note that every level-n BT-group admits the notion of a height and dimension, which
are locally constant functions over S. In particular, we can write BT, ~ [[ < <5 BTZ’d,
where BTZ’d denotes the substack of BT generated by BT-groups of dimension d and
height h.

We want to remark, that there is a morphism ¢: BT — Disp compatible with trun-
cations (cf. [Laul3]). Moreover, each of the maps ¢,, is smooth and an equivalence on
geometric points (cf. [Laul3, Thm. A]). In particular, ¢, is a universal homeomor-
phism. Note however, that this is not enough to see that DM(r, Disp) ~ DM(r, BT)
as the morphisms ¢, are not representable. But we think that DM(7,BT) is strict
monoidal (monoidality follows by a result of Grothendieck [I1185, Thm. 4.4]). Also we
conjecture that ¢*: DM(Disp) — DM(BT) restricts to Tate-motives proving that the
underlying motive of BT and Disp are equivalent.

Remark 4.13. In another article we will use similar methods to compute the motive
of the stack of local G-shtukas. Moreover, we will give an explicit description of its
absolute motivic cohomology and show that the x-pull/push of the unit is Tate (or to
be more precise in the ind-completion of Tate motives).
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