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ON THE SPLITTING OF SURFACES IN MOTIVIC STABLE
HOMOTOPY CATEGORY

HAOYANG LIU

ABSTRACT. Let k be a field and X be a smooth projective surface over k with a
rational point, we discuss the condition of splitting off the top cell for the motivic
stable homotopy type of X. We also study some outlying examples, such as K3
surfaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Stable splitting is an interesting phenomenon in classical stable homotopy category
SH [5]. Such splittings provide a geometric explanation for algebraic splittings of
homology and cohomology groups, as well as other algebraic invariants of spaces
such as Steenrod operations. In the motivic setting, there are also some interesting
examples. One of them is due to Rondigs [12]:

Theorem 1.1 (Rondigs). Let k be a field and X be a smooth projective curve over k
with a rational point zy : S*° = Spec(k), — X .. There is a splitting

Xy ~ 8%V J(X) v 52!

in the motivic stable homotopy category SH(k) if and only if X admits a theta char-
acteristic.

Here we recall that a theta characteristic of X is a line bundle L — X such that
L ® L is isomorphic to the tangent bundle of X. In fact, in this theorem it suffices to
assume the existence of a rational point up to stable homotopy which means a section
of zy : X; — S, = 5% in SH(S). If it exists, the splitting above lifts the splitting
of the motive of X with J(X) mapping to the Jacobian variety of X, considered as
a motive over k. And the existence of theta characteristic actually indicates that X
admits an orientation.

The construction of the splitting in Theorem [[.1] relies on Spanier-Whitehead du-
ality in SH(k) and a connectivity theorem of Voevodsky[12]. As a consequence, the
values of every (co)homology theory which is representable in SH(k) split accordingly.
And the same type of splitting can also be achieved for smooth projective surfaces
over k with following conditions:


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.11922v1

2 HAOYANG LIU

Theorem 1.2. For a smooth projective surface X over a field k satisfying 2co(X) =
c2(X) which admits a rational point, there is a splitting

X, ~ S0y Fvgh?
in the motivic stable homotopy category SH(k) if and only if ¢;(X) =0 mod 2.

Meanwhile, we also discuss some cases that are not included in the above where
some "non-splitting” phenomena will appear, such as K3 surafces.

2. STABLE SPLITTING OF SURFACES

In this section we will first revisit some preliminaries of motivic stable homotopy
category and then explain how to construct the splitting of a smooth projective surface
over a field k.

A base scheme is a Noetherian scheme of finite Krull dimension. Let SH(.S) denote
the motivic stable homotopy category of the base scheme S. It is the homotopy
category of a model category of motivic spectra over S. A motivic space A over
S is a presheaf on the site Smg of smooth separated S-schemes with values in the
category of simplicial sets. A motivic spectrum E over S consists of a sequence
(Eo, E1, ...) of pointed motivic spaces over S, together with a sequence of structure
map o2 : B, NS*!' — E, ;. Here the smash product of pointed simplicial presheaves
is defined sectionwise, and S*! = AL /AL \ {0} which denotes the Thom space of the
trivial line bundle over S. A smooth S-scheme z : X — S defines a representable
pointed (simplicial) presheaf by adding a disjoint base point. Let 3°**°X, (or simply
X ) denote the associated S*!-suspension spectrum. Its n-th structure map is the
identity on X, A S?™" where S = §2n=1)n-1 A G21

The category SH(S) is closed symmetric monoidal under the smash product EA F,
its unit is Ig := S, = S0,

If f:S — S’"is amorphism of base schemes, there is an adjoint pair

f« : SH(S) = SH(S") : f*.

If the morphism f is smooth, f* has a left adjoint f; : SH(S) — SH(S’), and the
projection formula holds.

Let p: V — S be a vector bundle over S, with zero section z : S — V. Let Th(V)
denote the S%!-suspension spectrum of the pointed (simplicial) presheaf sending U —
S € Smg to the quotient set Homgy, (U, V)/Homgms (U, V \ 2(S5)). It is called the
Thom spectrum of p : V. — S. In the case V = A" — S is a trivial vector bundle,
the Thom spectrum Th(A") is just an n-fold smash product of the S*!'-suspension
spectrum of S%! itself. Let S™° be the S*!-suspension spectrum of the constant
pointed simplicial preshaef sending every U — S € Smg to A'/OA!. The relation
S2L~ SLOA (AL {0},1) shows that S0 is invertible under the smash product as
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well. Denote S™' = (A!\ {0},1). Thus for every pair (p,q) of integers there is a
bigraded motivic sphere

SPa = §P=200 A G204 ¢ SH(S),
which is invertible with respect to the smash product.

The construction of the splitting requires a special case of a connectivity theorem
which is due to Voevodsky[12].

Theorem 2.1. Let S = Spec(k) be the spectrum of a field and p,q € Z. Then
Homgps) (5™, S77) = 0

whenever p > q.

Next, we need to describe the Spanier-Whitehead dual of a smooth projective
schemes z : X — S with tangent bundle 7(z) — X. Let Ig € SH(S) denote the
unit for the smash product in the motivic stable homotopy category, which is given
by the S?!-suspension spectrum of the zero sphere S,. The Spanier- Whitehead dual
of E € SH(S) is the internal hom D(FE) := SH(S)(F,Lg). For example, the Spanier-
Whitehead dual of SP¢ is S™779. The following result about Spanier-Whitehead
duality is proven in [6] in case S = Spec(k). The general case is considered in [I].

Theorem 2.2. Let S be a base scheme, and let x : X — S be a smooth projective
morphism. There is an isomorphism

D(Xy) ~ zy(Th(=[T (x)]))
in SH(S), where [T (x)] € K°(X) is the class of the tangent bundle of v : X — S.

If A is a retract of B in a stable homotopy category like SH(S), then A is in fact
a summand of B. Given X € Smg with the structural map = : X — 5, one sees that
S90 = S+ is a retract of X, in SH(S) if there exists a morphism zy : S%° = S, — X,
in SH(S) such that z, oz is the identity element in 7o (S*) = Homgy(s)(S*°, S*°).
Such a morphism xq will be called a rational point up to stable homotopy. Every
rational point is also a rational point up to stable homotopy.

Theorem 2.3. Let x : X — S be a smooth projective connected scheme over S =
Spec(k) of dimension d with a rational point up to stable homotopy xy : S0 — X,.
Suppose that zy( Th(—[T (x)])) is isomorphic to S™24=4 A X, € SH(S). Then X,
splits as

X, ~ S0y Fy g2dd
for some F' € SH(S).

Proof. The rational point up to stable homotopy ¢ and the structure map x implies
that S%0 is a retract of X,. As mentioned above, there is a splitting X, — (X, z0)V
S99 in SH(S) given by a morphism ¢ : X, — (X, z¢) and the structural map =z, .
Let d : (X,z9) — (X,29) VS — X denote the canonical map. To produce the
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splitting, it suffices to show that S?¢¢ is a retract of (X, ).

Applying the Spanier-Whitehead duality functor to the morphisms S%° 2% X 5
S%0 produces morphisms

S0~ D(5%0) P () PE D(SO0) ~ 500
Then by Theorem 2.2l and our condition, we have the isomorphism D(X ) ~ S72h74A

X, thus after tensoring with S?¢? there is a diagram

G2 2 X

S2d,d
which shows that S2%9 is a retract of X, . To obtain the desired result, we need to

conclude that the composition

S2d P x (X ) ¢ X, ¢ g

is the identity. This composition is the image of idg24.« under the map

[S2dd S2d d] [X+v S2d d] d* [(X, x0)7 S2d’d] C_*> [X_,,_, S2d,d] 11’_) [52d,d7 S2d’d],
where Homgps)(—, —) = [—, —]. The splitting X, ~ S%V (X, z¢) implies that there

are commutative diagrams

[X+, S2d,d] ; [SO,O Vi (X, 1,0)7 S2d,d]

I I
[(X, xo)7 SQd,d] <p_r [SO’O, SQd,d] o) [(X, xo)’ SQd,d]

The group [S%?, 5249 is trivial by Theorem .1}, which shows that d* is an isomorphism
with inverse c*. O

With the above theorem, we can determine the condition of a smooth projective
surface being able to split off S*? in its motivic stable homotopy type.

Theorem 2.4. For a smooth projective surface X over a field k which admits a
rational point, if c;(X) =0 mod 2 and 2co(X) = ¢3(X), then there is a splitting

X, ~ S0y Fvgh?
in the motivic stable homotopy category SH(k).

Proof. First, let 1 be the class of trivial rank 2 vector bundle over X in K°(X)
and [T (x)] be the class of the tangent bundle of X. As ¢;(X) = 0 mod 2, denote
D := 1¢i(X) and let [V] € K°(X) have ¢;(V) = D while [V] be its dual. Then by
Example 15.3.6 of ], we have ([T (z)] =1 —[V] + [V]) in ker(rank) and ker(c;) as
a([T(x)] —1=[V]+[V]) =0 and ([T (z)] = 1 — [V] + [V]) = 0 by the condition
205(X) = (X)) and ¢;(X) = 2¢1(V), which means the class ([T (z)] — 1) is contained
in the subgroup of K°(X) generated by classes ([W] — [W]), where W — X is a
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vector bundle. So by Proposition 2.1 and 2.2 of [12], we know that Th : K°(X) —
Pic(SH(X)) is a group homomorphism and Th(W) ~ Th(W), so we have D(X,) ~
zy(Th(=[T (2)])) ~ X4 A S~*72 Meanwhile, we know that X admits a rational
point, so the conclusion above shows that S*? is a retract of X, and by the similar

reasoning of Theorem 2.3] the splitting follows. O

Remark 2.5. We can see that abelian surfaces and product of curves which admit
theta characteristics satisfy the conditions, but K3 surfaces don’t. The only Calabi-
Yau surfaces for which this theorem holds are abelian surfaces.

Next, we want to understand whether the condition given by Theorem 2.4 is nec-
essary. If we assume the splitting exits, then the Steenrod operations will split ac-
cordingly. In the case of surfaces, one should focus on p = 2 or 3 for the dimension
reason.

Lemma 2.6. Let x : X — S = Spec(k) be a smooth quasi-projective connected
k-scheme, and let a € K°(X) have rank r. Then the diagram

H2"(Tha), Z)2) —225 H20+2)7+2(Th(a), Z,/2)

l% !

HOOX,2)2) — =29, ga2(x,7,/2)

with vertical maps being Thom isomorphisms commutes, where ca(a) denotes the sec-
ond Chern class of a. And similarly, we have the following diagram

o7 (Th(a), Z/3) —2— H2r+27+2( Th(a), Z,/3)

! !

0.0 c%(a)—2cg (a) 4.9
HOY(X,Z/3) HY(X,7,/3)

where P! denotes the first power operation when q = 3 and co(a) denotes the first
Chern class of a.

Proof. As X — S is quasi-projective, there exists a vector bundle p : V' — X of
rank v > 0 such that [a] = [p] — [O% "] € K°X) by the Jouanolou trick. Thus
Th(a) ~ S~2=):=("=1) A Th(p). Since the power operations are commutative with
suspension of S*!, we only need to prove the statement for a vector bundle p : V — X
of rank r > 0.

The Thom isomorphism in integral motivic cohomology is given by multiplication with
the Thom class, which is given by ¢(p) = (—0)"+c1(p)o” ' +- - -+¢.(p) by Proposition
4.3 of [13]. Here o is the class of Oppaoy)(—1) in H*'(P(p ® Ox),Z). We will use
the same notation after reducing coefficients modulo ¢Z for a prime ¢q. The canon-
ical homomorphism H**(Th(p),Z/q) — H**(P(p & Ox),Z/q) is an injection, thus
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the value of Sq¢*(t(p)) and P(t(p)) may be determined in H**(P(p ® Ox),Z/q) =
H**(X,Z/q)[c]/(c"™" + c1(p)o” + -+ + ¢.(p)o). By the Lemma 9.7 and the Car-
tan formula in the Proposition 9.6 of [13], we have Sq¢?(c™) = mo™ ", Sq*(o™) =
=l gmt2 and PY(o™) = mo™ 2. Formulae for the action of power operations
on the Chern classes of a vector bundle can be derived as in topology. Let f :
P>® x .-« x P*® — Gr(r) be the map classifying the direct sum of the bundles
priO(—1)p=, where pr; denotes the ith projection. The induced homomorphism
f* on motivic cohomology is injective, and it sends the jth Chern class to the jth
elementary symmetric polynomial in the first Chern class ¢;(pr;O(—1)p=). So the
formulac Sq*(c;(p) = ea(p)es(p) — icr(p)eia(p) + F2eipa(p) and Pl(ci(p)) =
(2(p) — 2¢2(p))ci(p) — c1(p)ciz1(p) + (i + 1)ciaa(p) are direct consequences. So we
have

Sq'(t(p)) = Sq'(0" + )™ +- - +c(p))
rir—=1) ,. (r—1)(r—2)
= TU’ + Cl(p)f
+-+ Sq4(cr(p))
r(r—1

_ 2>am@wnk~+q@w%w~+@@mw>

= (r—1Da@oe™ 4+ ((r =D (p) + c2(p))o” + - - + c2(p)er (p)
= @) (" +alp)e™ "+ +alp)

o 4 (r = 1) (p)o”

= c(p)t(p)
and
Pit(p)) = P{(-D)"0"+alp)o ™"+ - +c(p)
= (-1)'ro"? + C‘I’(JD)O”“1 + (r=Dep)a™ 4+ -+ (F(p) — 2¢2(p))er(p)
= (=D)'r(=a@)o™t =+ e(p)o®) + -+ (G () — 2¢2(p))er (D)

= (=1)"r=(r=1)c ( )+ (1) + (r = 2))ea(p))o” +
— - (cl(p) = 2e2(p)) e ()
where we may assume 7 is even by the argument in the first paragraph. So we will
get P(t(p)) = (3(p) — 2¢a2(p))t(p) which completes the proof. O

Theorem 2.7. Suppose a smooth projective surface X over a field k with a rational
point admits a splitting

X, ~ 5% v Fvgh?
in the motivic stable homotopy category SH(k), then c1(X) =0 mod 2, co(X) =0
mod 2 and 2(X) — 2¢2(X) =0 mod 3.

Proof. Under the condition of X, the Spanier-Whitehead dual of X, splits as D(X ) ~
2
SO0 D(F) v S~4~2. Then Lemma 5.3 of [I2] implies that H-~2(D(X,),Z/2) 2%
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H=27YD(X),Z/2) hits the first Chern class of (—[7 (x)]) and a similar calculation in

shows that H=*"%(D(X,),Z/2) S, H®(D(X),Z/2) hits the second Chern class
of (—[T(z)]). The splitting of D(X ) implies that Sq* and Sq* splits accordingly. We
know that H~%72(S%0 Z/2) = 0 for connectivity reasons and H *"2(F,Z/2) = 0
because H~472(S~%72,7Z/2) = Z/2. So the value of Sq* and Sq* on the non-
zero element is computed in the motivic cohomology of S™~2. And both of them
should be zero for dimension reasons. In other words, ¢;(—[T (z)]) = —c1(X) and
co(—[T (2)]) = 3(X) — c2(X) are both divided by 2, so the results follow. For mod 3
case, the calculation in 2.6] and same reasoning as above shows that ¢(X) — 2¢(X)
is divided by 3. U

Remark 2.8. If 2¢; = ¢} and ¢; = 0 mod 2, then ¢ = 0 mod 2 and ¢3(X) —
2¢5(X) =0 mod 3. The above argument also shows that if one of ¢;(X) =0 mod 2,
c2(X) =0 mod 2 and 2(X) — 2¢2(X) = 0 mod 3 doesn’t hold, then the splitting
X, ~ 8% v Fv S§*2 cannot happen, for example, when X = P2,

If we sum all the things up, we get the following theorem:

Theorem 2.9. For a smooth projective surface X over a field k satisfying 2co(X) =

cA(X) which admits a rational point, there is a splitting

X, ~S% v Fvgh?
in the motivic stable homotopy category SH(k) if and only if c1(X) =0 mod 2.

Proof. Under the assumption of X, if ¢;(X) = 0 mod 2, then by Theorem [2.4] we
have X, ~ S%0vFvS42in SH(k). Conversely, if X admits a splitting in SH(k), then
by Theorem 2.7, we have ¢1(X) =0 mod 2, ca(X) =0 mod 2 and co(X)+c2(X) =0
mod 3. With Remark 2.8, only the condition ¢;(X) =0 mod 2 is necessary. O

3. SOME OUTLYING CASES

In this section we will discuss some non-splitting phenomena on a class of surfaces,
for which we rely on a theorem of Beauville-Voisin [2]. It is also worth noting that
K3 surfaces lie in this case.

Theorem 3.1. For a smooth projective surface X over an algebraically closed field k
with characteristic 0, if it satisfies:

1. the Picard group of X is spanned by the classes of rational curves {C;},

2. there exists an ample divisor on X which is a sum of rational curves,

3. the intersection number (Kg-C;) of the canonical class of the surface Kg and each
rational curves in 1 is not equal to -2.

Then X can not be split as Fy V Fy in SH(k) with H*'(F\,Z) and H*'(Fy,Z) are
not trivial.



8 HAOYANG LIU

Proof. Assume we have the stable splitting X, ~ FyVF; in SH(k) such that H*!'(Fy, Z)
and H*'(F,,Z) are not trivial. So we have Pic(X) 2 CHY(X) ¢ H*(X,Z) =
H?*Y(F\,Z) ® H*'(Fy,Z). Then by the condition 1 above, we know that H*!(F},Z)
and H?'(F,,7Z) are spanned by rational curves {C;} and {C!} since they are both
non-empty. With the condition 1 and 2, by the same reasoning as part 2 of Theo-
rem 1 of [2], we know that the image of the intersection product will lie in Zcy in
CH*(X) & H"?*(X,Z) where cx is represented by a point in X and independent of
choices. By the condition 3, the self intersection (C; - C;) # 0 for each Cj, so we know
that [C;]N[C;] is a non-zero copy of cx with degree (C;-C;) (This comes from the fact
that C H%(X) is torsion free [I1] and that all the C;’s are rational) in CH?(X). This
fact also tells us that H*?(Fy,Z) and H*?(F;,,Z) are non-trivial, and based on the
assumption we should have CH*(X) & H**(X,Z) & H**(F\,Z) & H**(F,7Z). But
this can never happen because we know H*%(Fy,Z) and H*?(F,,7Z) exactly contain
the same generator cx. U

IP? is the first example of such space. K3 surface is also an example satisfying the
above condition by a theorem of Bogomolov and Mumford [9] and its canonical class
is trivial. If we pass to the rational case, we will get the decomposition of the Chow
motives of the K3 surfaces [10] and this can be lifted via the equivalence of categories
DM(k)q ~ SH(k) [3], which gives us a more sophisticated splitting in SH(k)q (Other
such examples such as abelian varieties can be checked here [7]). Meanwhile, it is not
hard to see that the product of any smooth projective curves doesn’t satisfy the above
conditions, and in this case the stable splitting of the space will contain two pieces
which have non-trivial H*! because the product naturally splits after one suspension

18]
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