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Nori motives (and mixed Hodge modules) with integral coefficients

Raphaél Ruimy, Swann Tubach

Abstract

We construct abelian categories of integral Nori motivic sheaves over a scheme of character-
istic zero. The first step is to study the presentable derived category of Nori motives over a field.
Next we construct an algebra in étale motives such that modules over it afford a t-structure that
restricts to constructible objects. This category of integral Nori motives has the six operations
and arc-descent. We finish by providing analogous constructions and results for mixed Hodge
modules on schemes over the reals.
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Introduction

A cohomology theory of algebraic varieties can be represented by a motivic ring spectrum, or motivic
algebra, and vice versa. Finding the universal cohomology of algebraic varieties is therefore the
same as finding a universal algebra in the category of étale motives. The most natural candidate
is the unit object, which represents étale motivic cohomology. In characteristic zero, all known
cohomology theories compare to the Betti motivic algebra, that is the algebra corresponding to
the cohomology theory given by singular cohomology of the complex points. This algebra has the
convenient property that modules over it afford a t-structure. In this paper, we define the Nori
algebra which is universal among motivic algebras that compare to the Betti algebra and for which
modules over them have a reasonable t-structure.

The above description is derived in nature: the category of étale motives is constructed out of
a derived category, and we what we call a cohomology theory is a functor

RT: SmP — D(A)

sending a smooth variety over a field k to a complex of objects (in some abelian category); this
contains more information than all the H? of this complex. There is however another construction
of a universal cohomology theory, that has a more abelian nature and is due to Nori and that we
recall before going into more details about our construction.

Motives over a field. We fix for now a subfield k of C. Nori’s fundamental insight is that as
every known cohomology theory of k-varieties can be compared to singular cohomology, one should
start from the abelian groups

Hi (X, Z) = Hpg (X, Z2°%)

given by the singular cohomology of the analytification of any algebraic variety X over k, relative
to the analytification of a closed subvariety Z C X. The category M(k,Z) of Nori motives over k is
then an abelian category containing an object H*(X, Z) which in a sense that will be made precise
is the abelian group HiB(X , Z) endowed with the finest structure that preserves algebraic maps; this
mysterious structure is in fact the action of an affine group scheme over Z: the motivic Galois group
Gmot (k). There is a quiver (or oriented graph) Pairsy, , constructed out of the morphisms between
the H'(X, Z) giving functoriality in (X,Y’), boundaries for the long exact sequence of cohomology
and expressing the fact that the Lefschetz object Z(—1) := H?(PL,0) is invertible (see [HMS17,
Definition 9.3.2]). For Nori, a cohomology theory is a representation

H*: Pairs;, — A

of the quiver of pairs, so that our H"B gives a cohomology theory Hy. The abelian category of Nori
motives is the universal representation of the quiver Pairs;, that factors the Betti representation in



a faithful way: for every diagram

of full arrows, with f4 faithful and exact, there exists an essentially unique faithful exact functor
R 4 fitting in the dashed arrow. In such a diagram, one can see A as additional structure on singular
cohomology of pairs, so that it is clear that M(k,Z) provides the best possible structure.

This abelian approach is linked to the above derived approach. The oco-category of geometric
étale motives DMgﬁn(k‘, Z) with integral coefficients is made in such way that any enriched mixed
Weil cohomology theory in the sense of Cisinski and Déglise’s [CD12] RI': Sm;” — D(A) factors
through the canonical functor h: Smp® — DMgﬁn(k‘,Z) (which sends an smooth variety to its
cohomological motive). The following result provides the link between Voevodsky and Nori motives.

Theorem (Nori, Harrer, Choudhury, Gallauer [Harl6, CG17]). There exists a Nori realisation
functor
px: DM, (k. Z) — DY(M(F,Z)

such that the composition with the Betti realisation of Nori motives D®(M(k,Z)) RN DY(Ab'T)
gives the derived Betti cohomology theory C%, . : Sm;" — D’(Ab™).

sing *
This shows that any cohomology theory A Ila Nori induces a derived cohomology theory.
Conversely there exists a representation Pairs, — DMan(k:, Z), therefore any derived cohomology

theory induces a representation of the quiver of pairs. Giving a formal meaning to these consid-
erations led to a new universal property of Nori motives ([HMS17, Corollary 10.1.7]): for every
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of full arrows with HY a cohomological functor and f 4 a faithful exact functor, there exists a unique
faithful exact functor R4 filling the dashed arrow.

Rational Nori motivic sheaves. This new point of view opened a way to construct relative
versions of Nori motives. Indeed, why stop at abelian groups? Sheaves of abelian groups are so
nice. Using the method of Nori with a diagram of pairs, Arapura ([Aral3]) and Ivorra ([Ivol7])
constructed abelian categories of Nori motivic sheaves that are the universal recipient of a coho-
mology theory of relative pairs of k-varieties modelled on constructible sheaves for Arapura, and
on perverse sheaves for Ivorra. Although we will not go into details, let us say that these categories
have simple universal properties but lack a critical structure that one expects when dealing with
sheaves: a six functor formalism. Indeed, for a theory of sheaves A(X) to be efficient, notably for
some reductions, it is desirable to dispose of the six operations: those are adjunctions

f*: D'(A(X)) S D(A(Y): fe,



fi: DY(A(Y)) S DP(A(X)): f

for f: Y — X a morphism of varieties, and adjunctions
—® F: DY(A(X)) < DY(A(X)): Hom(F,—)

for F belonging to D’(A(X)). The abelian categories constructed by Arapura and Ivorra do not
have all of the six operations, because is is very hard to exhibit some morphisms of the quivers of
pairs that would induce the above operations. This is where using the new universal property of
Nori motives is critical: working with rational coefficients, if instead of taking a diagram of pairs,
one takes the category DMEEn (X, Q) of relative étale motives and uses the perverse Betti realisation,
one can construct an abelian category Moper (X, Q) of perverse motivic sheaves which has the new
universal property. This is what Ivorra and S. Morel do in their paper [IM24]. As promised, using
the full strength of the functoriality of DMgn(X ,Q) (that affords the six operations), this allows
for the construction of the six operations:

Theorem (Ivorra, Morel, Terenzi [IM24, Ter24]). Over quasi-projective k-varieties, the derived
category D®(Mpery(—, Q)) of perverse motives is endowed with the siz operations.

At that point, the two sheaf theories DM;H(—, Q) and D?(Mpery(—, Q)) did not talk to each
other because of the way they were constructed: the first one is very derived, and its universal
property is highly oco-categorical, whereas the second one is based on abelian constructions, and
had poor oo-categorical properties. In [Tub23], the second author of the present paper proved
that the constructions of Ivorra-Morel and Terenzi had canonical co-categorical lifts, so that the
universal property of the functor DMggn(—,Q) proven by Drew and Gallauer in [DG22] would
provide a realisation functor

pN: DM, (=, Q) = D’ (Mpere(—, Q)
that commutes with the six operations. This realisation functor induces an adjunction
pn: DME(—, Q) = Ind D (Mperv (=, Q)): pY

between the associated functors of presentable co-categories. As py is monoidal, its right adjoint pX¥
is lax-monoidal and thus creates a commutative algebra object A(_ g := plfQ(_) in the presentable
oo-category of étale motives DMét(—, Q). Hence, for every variety X the functor py factors through
a refined realisation

—QNx,Q
_—

DM (X, Q) Mod._s5 o (DM (X, Q)) 25, Tnd DY (Mpere (X, Q)).

Theorem ([Tub23]). Let DN(—,Q) := ModJVH’Q(DMét(—,Q)). The induced functor

bT\]Z DN(—,Q) — IndDb(Mperv(_vQ))

is an equivalence. In particular, for every k-variety of structural map px: X — Spec(k) the
canonical map px N.q — Nx,Q s an equivalence.

Furthermore, if K is a field extension of k included in C, the map (M.q)|k — Nk is an
equivalence.



The whole sheaf theory Ind D®(Mpery(—,Q)) can therefore be recovered from the algebra
N0 € CAlg(DM®(k,Q)). The last part of the theorem allows to extend the functor DN(—, Q)
to any Q-scheme px: X — Spec(Q) by setting Ax g = P -Sspec(@),0- Hence, everything can be
recovered from the algebra Agp..(),@ and DN(—,Q) functor can be enhanced into a six functors
formalism thanks to the results of [AGV22].

The Nori algebra. The construction of Ivorra and Morel could only work with rational
coefficients: their construction notably relies on the fact that the Verdier duality functor is perverse
t-exact and can be expressed as a derived functor on the category of perverse sheaves using [Bei87].
This is not at all the case with integral coefficients as this was pointed out in [BBD82, Section
3.3]. They also use in a crucial manner the motivic unipotent nearby cycle functor constructed
by Ayoub, and this functor is behaves badly with integral coefficients [Ayo07, Remarque 3.4.14].
However, the following idea to extend their work is very natural and is the starting point of the
present paper: note first that in any Z-linear stable presentable co-category C and any object A in
C, there is a Hasse fracture square

A — lim, A®yZ/nZ
A®yQ — (lim, A®z Z/nZ) @7 Q
where the limits are taken over the poset N* of nonzero integers ordered by divisibility (so that
if A=17Z € D(Z), the top right object is just the profinite completion Z of the integers). If one

manages to construct a map
N0 — (linLn Z/nZ) ®Q

in DMét(k,Q), then one could use a Hasse fracture square to define an algebra A3 := A% 7 in
DM®(k,Z) such that for every k-variety px: X — Spec(k) the oo-category DN(X,Z) of modules
over py . in DM® (X, Z) is entitled the name of integral Nori motives over X.

To do so, one solution is to study integral Nori motives over a field. As explained above, we
have an abelian category M(k,Z) of Nori motives over k. Thus there are two naive possibilities
for a presentable oco-category of Nori motives over k: one could take the unbounded derived cat-
egory D(Ind M(k,Z)) of the indisation of Nori motives, or take the indisation Ind D*(M (k,Z))
of the bounded derived category of Nori motives. Although these two categories are sufficient to
construct an algebra .4 in DMét(k‘, Z) using an enlargement of the realisation functor constructed
by Nori, Harrer and Choudhury-Gallauer, they do not give the correct presentable category as
explained in Remark 2.2.7 and it is very difficult to prove anything about the algebra .44 using
either construction.

Fortunately, when k is algebraically closed it is true that DMét(k:,Z) is the indisation of
DMgn(k‘, 7)), so that setting Dy(k, Z) := Ind D®(M(k,Z)) is reasonable in that case. Then one can
remark that for a general field k, the base change functor

DM (k, Z) — DM(, Z)
induces an equivalence ~
DMét(lﬁ, Z) :> DMét (E7 Z)hGal(k‘/k‘)

with the homotopy fixed points of DM¢* (k,Z) under the action of the absolute Galois group of k.
This enables us to define the presentable co-category of Nori motives over k as

D (k, Z) := Dy (R, Z)"GR/P),



providing a well behaved oco-category. We can compute the rationalisation and the torsion part of
the category Dn(k,Z):

Proposition (Lemma 2.2.2 and Corollary 2.2.6). We have canonical equivalences
Dy (k, Z) ®Mod, Modg ~+ Ind D*(M (k,Q))

and
D(két, Z/TLZ) i) DN(I{I, Z) ®M0dZ MOdZ/nZ

for any nonzero integer n.

The last equivalence is a form of rigidity for Nori motives and can be seen as a reformulation
of a result of Nori on the n-torsion of M(k,Z). Furthermore, those equivalences enable us to prove
that the algebra .4} that we construct indeed fits in a Hasse fracture square

Ny ———— lim,, Z/nZ
N9 — (limy, Z/nZ) @7 Q

in DMét(kz, Z): this is Proposition 2.4.3. Furthermore, if K is a field extension of k included in C,
the map (A%)|x — A%k is an equivalence by Proposition 2.4.2.

Integral Nori motivic sheaves. For any qcqs Q-scheme with a structural map px: X —
Spec(Q), we now set Ay = Py Apec(q). If A is a commutative ring, we set DN(X,A) =
Mod .4 o, (DM® (X, Z)); we have a six functors formalism on DN(—, A) by Proposition 3.1.2. We
have therefore produced a presentable stable co-category of Nori motives. Furthermore, we have a
Nori realisation functor

pn: DM (X, A) — DN(X, A)
which is simply the functor — ® A%. It is compatible with the six functors in the following sense:

Theorem (Theorem 3.3.1). Let A be a commutative ring. Over geqs Q-schemes of finite dimension,
the Nori realisation px: DM®(—, A) — DN(—, A) is compatible with the operations of type f*, fs,
fi, f, ® and Hom (M, —) for M of geometric origin.

Then next steps will aim to produce a small abelian category from DN(X, A). To that end,
we study the subcategory DNy (X, A) made of Nori motives of geometric origin (Definition 3.2.1).
In [RT24], we proved a categorical criterion for being geometric which is constructibility as well
as continuity and descent properties of the category DM;EH(—, A) of geometric étale motives. The
same properties hold for Nori motives, more precisely:

Theorem (Theorem 3.2.2). Let A be a commutative ring. The functor DNgy(—,A) is finitary.
Furthermore,

1. If X is a qcgs A-finite (see Definition 3.1.8) Q-scheme, then DNgpy (X, A) = DN(X, A)“.

2. If the ring A is reqular, a Nori motive M over a qcgs finite-dimensional Q-scheme is of
geometric origin if and only if it is constructible, that is for any open affine U C X, there is
a finite stratification U; C U made of constructible locally closed subschemes such that each
M|y, is dualizable.



This result notably implies (see Corollary 3.2.7) that if k is a subfield of C, we have an equiv-
alence DNgp, (k, Z) = D*(M(k, Z)). Hence, we recover Nori’s original category from our construc-
tion. In addition, the six functors from DN(—, A) induce a six-functors formalism on DNgy, (—, A)
over quasi-excellent finite-dimensional Q-schemes (Proposition 3.3.2) and we also have a Verdier
duality functor under some mild resolution of singularities assumptions (see Proposition 3.3.3).

t-structures on geometric motives. The next step is to define a t-structure on DNgp, (X, A)
in order to define abelian categories of Nori motivic sheaves. By analogy with constructible sheaves,
two t-structures should exist: the ordinary t-structure and the perverse t-structure. The first
we construct is the ordinary one. Assume that X is of finite-type over a subfield £ of C and
recall that following Saito ([Sai90, 4.6]), the second author defined in [Tub23] a t-structure on
DNgin (X, Q) (= D®(Mpery (X, Q))) such that the Betti realisation functor

DNg (X, Q) — Deons(X™, Q)

to the category of constructible analytic complexes is t-exact when the latter is endowed with
its ordinary t-structure. When k is algebraically closed, this will allow us to define a t-structure
integrally. Indeed we prove that a geometric motive with coefficients A is exactly a geometric
motive with coefficients A ®7 Q whose Betti realisation has an underlying A-lattice, and those have
a t-structure (Proposition 4.2.1).

Then, because taking Galois invariants is a limit, this provides a t-structure on DNgy, (X, A)
such that the Betti realisation functor is t-exact, even when k is not algebraically closed (see
Proposition 4.2.2). In fact, using continuity, we get a t-structure on DNgy (X, A) for any qcgs
finite-dimensional Q-scheme X and we prove in Proposition 4.2.5 that the f-adic realisation functor
of Construction 3.4.4 is t-exact.

In [Nor02], Nori showed that Dcons(X**, Q) is the derived category of constructible sheaves.
Following his ideas and using the adaptation of his argument to the setting of rational Nori motives
in [Tub23], we show that DNgy, is the derived category of ordinary Nori motives.

Theorem (Theorem 4.3.2). Let A be a regular ring which is flat over Z. Let X be a qcgs finite-
dimensional Q-scheme. Then, the canonical functor

D?(Mora(X, A)) — DNgm (X, A)
is an equivalence.

We also give two other applications of the ordinary t-structure: firstly, the Leray spec-
tral sequence with integral coefficients is motivic Proposition 4.4.1 and secondly, we show that
DNgm(—, A) satisfies arc-hyperdescent over finite-dimensional qcgs Q-schemes Theorem 4.4.2. We
therefore expect it to be the case for DMSH(—, A) but we do not know how to prove it.

From the ordinary t-structure, we can construct a perverse t-structure using the usual gluing
method of [BBDS&2].

Proposition (Proposition 5.1.1). Let A be a localisation of Z' and let X be an excellent finite-
dimensional Q-scheme endowed with a dimension function. Then, there is a t-structure on DNgp, (X, A)
such that the £-adic realisation functor

Ry: DNgm(X, A) = Deons (Xproéta Ay)

1s t-exact when the right hand side is endowed with its perverse t-structure.

!This condition can be slightly weakened, see Theorem 4.3.2.



We let Mperv(X, A) be the category of perverse Nori motives which is defined as the heart of
the above t-structure. As in the case of perverse sheaves, the Verdier duality functor exchanges
Mperv(X, A) with another abelian category M, (X, A) (see Remark 5.1.5). We can also define
a motivic intermediate extension functor that is sent to its £-adic or analytic counterpart through
the appropriate realisation functors (Remark 5.1.6).

We then study whether DNy, (X, A) is the derived category of perverse Nori motives. For this
the classical argument of Beilinson [Bei87] fails because unipotent nearby cycles are badly behaved
with integral coefficients. Under the assumption that the abelian category Mper (X, A) has enough

torsion-free objects in the sense of Definition 1.2.4, it is easy to prove that the canonical functor
D?(Mpery (X, A)) — DNgm (X, A)

is an equivalence by reducing to torsion coefficients (this is Beilinson’s result) and to rational co-
efficients. Unfortunately, we were note able to prove that there are enough torsion-free objects,
but we propose a strategy (Proposition 5.2.6) that could work to achieve this goal. This is linked
to a comparison with the approach of Ivorra quoted above, which has enough torsion-free objects
because the generators of the category are very explicit.

Integral Mixed Hodge modules. The story we told also works for mixed Hodge modules,
with simpler arguments. Indeed [Tub23] and [Tub24] provide an oco-categorical enhancement of
mixed Hodge modules, and a description of the objects of geometric origin as modules in DM
over an algebra, as introduced by Drew in [Drel8]. Thus we can define a category of mixed Hodge
modules with integral coefficients as the category of mixed Hodge modules with rational coeffi-
cients having an underlying lattice, and this for schemes over the reals (by taking Galois homotopy
fixed points), and prove that their objects of geometric origin are also modules over an algebra in
étale motives (Theorem 6.3.3). Over Spec(C), this category is the derived category of ind-mixed
Hodge structure with integral coefficients (Proposition 6.1.2). We can also prove that the stable
oo-category we define is indeed the bounded derived category of ordinary mixed modules with in-
tegral coefficients (Proposition 6.4.1). Finally, we also prove in Proposition 6.4.5 that (admissible)
variations of mixed Hodge structures with integral coefficients can be seen as integral mixed Hodge
modules.

Conjectural picture. One of the goal of this paper was to clarify how the existence of a
motivic t-structure with rational coefficients would imply the existence of a motivic t-structure with
integral coefficients. In fact in [Tub23, Theorem 4.11] the second author proved that if a motivic
t-structure existed over schemes for rational motives, then étale motives and perverse Nori motives
would be equivalent. Using rigidity, we show in Proposition 3.5.1 that under the same assumption,
étale motives with integral coefficients are also equivalent to Nori motives, so that they also afford
a t-structure. Moreover, we show that the motives killed by the Betti realisation are the only
obstruction for DN(k, A) to be the derived category of its heart (Proposition 3.5.3). This confirms
a suggestion of Ayoub in [Ayol7, Remark 2.13], and implies that the following analogue of [Ayol7,
Conjecture 2.8] holds for Nori motives:

Proposition (Corollary 3.5.4). Let k be a subfield of C and let A be a regular ring such that k
is of finite A-cohomological dimension. Let M € DNgm(k,A) be a geometric Nori motive and let
F € DN(k, A) be killed by the Betti realisation. Then the group

Hompng,a)(F, M) =0

vanishes.
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Notations and conventions

We freely use the language of higher categories and higher algebra of [Lur09, LurHA, LurSAG].
We will denote by Cato, the oo-category of small co-categories, Pr (resp. Prlgt) the oo-category of
presentable (resp. stable presentablez oo-category, Catggrf the oo-category of stable and idempotent
complete small co-categories, and PrSt’w the co-category of compactly generated stable co-categories.
Those four oco-categories are endowed with the Lurie tensor product, and the indisation functor Ind
is an equivalence between Catggrf and PrISJt’w, of inverse the functor sending a compactly generated
oo-category C to its full subcategory C¥ of compact objects.

If C is a symmetric monoidal co-category and A € CAlg(C) is a commutative algebra object
in C, we denote by Mod 4(C) the oco-category of A-modules in C. If C = Sp is the oo-category of
spectra we omit Sp from the notation: Mod 4. If C is a stable co-category, and a,b € C, we denote
by mape(a,b) € Sp the mapping spectrum between a and b. If A is an ordinary commutative ring,
the abelian category of A-modules is denoted by A-mod.

All schemes we consider are of characteristic zero, so that they have a map to Spec(Q). If X is
a scheme, we denote by Schx the category of X-schemes, by Sch%® the category of quasi-compact
quasi-separated (which we will write qeqs in the rest of the paper) X-schemes, by Schgt( the category
of X-schemes of finite type and by Smy the category of smooth separated X-schemes.

We will use oco-categories of étale motives: if X is a scheme and A is a commutative ring,
we denote by DM¢* (X, A) the co-category of étale motives with coefficients in A: to construct it,
one first considers Al-invariant étale hypersheaves on the category Smy with values in Mod,, and
then one Tate-stabilise (see [Ayol4, CD16, Rob14]). The thick subcategory generated by the Tate
twisted image of the Yoneda functor

My : Smy — DM%(X, A)

is DMgEn(X ,\) the oco-category of motives of geometric origin (that is, it is the smallest category
of DM®(X, A) closed under finite limits and colimits and by retracts that contains the My (Y)(n)
for Y € Smy and n € Z).

1 Preliminaries.

1.1 Computing right adjoints

Recall that an oco-category C is called rigid if it is a stably symmetric monoidal oo-category in
which every object is dualizable.



Proposition 1.1.1. Let & be a rigid stable co-category and denote by € its indisation. Let M, N
be E-modules in Pr and let A be an E-algebra in Pr" which is also the indisation of a rigid
oco-category. Assume given an adjunction

F-MSN:G

in which the right adjoint is co-continuous and the left adjoint is E-linear. Then the right adjoint

of
Feldg: Mg A— N @ A

is given by G ¢ Id 4.

Proof. Denote by Prl(£) the co-category Modg (PrY) of modules in Pr over £. By [HSS17, Section
4.4] this co-category has a natural (oo, 2)-categorical enhancement Pr"(€) such that the map & — A
of Ind-rigid categories induces an 2-functor

—®¢ A: Pri(€) - Prl(A).

Now, the adjunction
ffFTMSN: S,

is a priori only an adjunction internal to Cat.,. However, as f* is £-linear, the functor f, has an
E-lax-linear structure for free (see [LurHA, Examples 7.3.2.8 and 7.3.2.9]). This lax structure is in
fact strong by [HSS17, Proposition 4.9 (3)], and as f, is also a left adjoint, it is a map in Pr(€),
so that by [BM24, Proposition 5.2] the adjunction (f*, f,) is an internal adjunction in Pr¥(£). As
internal adjunctions are preserved by 2-functors (because an internal adjunction in Pr"(€) is just a
2-functor adj — Pr(€) from the ‘walking adjunction category’, see [Hau21, Section 4]), the image
(f*®@clda, fi ®cId4) of (fi, f*) by —®¢ A is again an internal adjunction. Thus, the right adjoint
of f*®g Idy is indeed fy ®¢ Id 4.

O

1.2 Lemmas on t-structures and bounded derived categories

For t-structures we will always use cohomological conventions as in [BBD82, Section 1.3].

Lemma 1.2.1 (Lemma 3.2.18 of [RS20]). Let (C;); be a projective system of stable (resp. stable
presentable) co-categories which admits a limit C in Catoo (Tesp. Prlgt). Assume that for any index
i, the stable co-category C; is endowed with a t-structure and such that all transition functors are
t-exact. Then,

CS0 = {M | Vi, p'(M) € C°)
=0 = {M | vi,p'(M) € ¢}
defines a t-structure on C such that each projection p': C — C; is t-exact.

Lemma 1.2.2. Let (C;); be a filtered inductive system of stable co-categories which admits a colimit
C in Cato,. Assume that for any index i, the stable oo-category C; is endowed with a t-structure
and that all transition functors are t-exact. Then,

S0 .= colim Cfo
> := colim Cfo

defines a t-structure on C such that each f;: C; — C is t-exact.
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Proof. Filtered colimits in Caty, are computed in the category of simplicial sets. Thus we can
compute the mapping spaces as a colimit, and then as taking homotopy groups commutes with
filtered colimits we obtain the orthogonality. The stability under shift is obvious, and the existence
of triangles comes from the existence of triangle at some level of the colimit. O

If A is an abelian category, we denote by D?(A) its bounded derived co-category as constructed
in [BCKW19, Section 7.4].

Lemma 1.2.3. Let A = colim; A; be a colimit of small abelian categories with exact transitions.

Then the canonical functor
colim; D°(A;) — Db(A)

is an equivalence.

Proof. Denote by
F': colim; D*(A4;) — D°(A)

the canonical functor induced by the functors D?(A4;) — D?(A). By Lemma 1.2.2 the oo-category
colim; D?(A;) has a t-structure, of heart colim; A; = A. Thus by the universal property of D?(A)
proved in [BCKW19, Corollary 7.4.12], there exists a canonical functor

G': D°(A) — colim; D°(A,)

determined by its restriction to A. The restriction of F' o G to A is the identity of A, thus
F oG ~1dpsy4y. Conversely, the functor G o F' is determined by its composition with the natural

functors ¢;: D°(A;) — colim; D?(A4;) which are themselves determined by their restriction to A;.
The restriction to A; of G o F'o; lands in

A; C colim; A; C colim; Db(.A,-)
and is just the canonical functor A; — A, thus we have that G o F' >~ Id qjim, po(4,)- O
Definition 1.2.4. Let A be a small abelian category and let n be an integer. An object A of A is
1. torsion-free if for all nonzero integers m € 7\ {0} the map A =™ A is a monomorphism.

2. of n-torsion if the map A =" A is the zero map.

We denote by A[n] the full subcategory of A that consists of n-torsion objects.
Finally, we say that A has enough torsion-free objects if for any object A in A, there exists an
epimorphism B — A with B a torsion-free object.

For A a commutative ring, we denote by Perf 4 the oo-category of perfect complexes of A-
modules. It consists of dualizable objects of Mod 4.

Proposition 1.2.5. Let A be a small abelian category and let n be a positive integer. Assume that
A has enough torsion-free objects. Then the left derived functor

— ®% Z/nZ: D’(A) — D"(A[n])
of the functor — @z Z/nZ: A A/nA exists, factors through the canonical functor
D’(A) = D*(A) ®pet, Perfz,z
and induces an fully faithful functor
DY(A) Qpert, Perfy gz — Db(A[n)).
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Proof. The proof goes with several steps.
Step 1: The functor
—®77Z/nZ: A A— Aln]

is the left adjoint of the inclusion functor
t: Aln] — A,
and we can derive this adjunction to obtain an adjunction
— ®F Z/nZ: D"(A) = DY (A[n]): ¢

Indeed, the adjunction induces an adjunction of functors between Ch®(A) and Ch®(A[n]) the cat-
egories of bounded complexes. Now we use Cisinski’s formalism of derived functors: We endow
Ch®(A[n]) with the trivial structure of category with equivalences and fibrations (so that equiva-
lences are quasi-isomorphisms and all maps are fibrations), and Chb(A) with the following structure
of a category with equivalences and cofibrations: equivalences are quasi-isomorphisms, and cofi-
brations are monomorphism with term wise torsion-free cokernels, this is indeed a structure of
category with weak equivalences and cofibrations because there are enough torsion-free objects and
that they are acyclic for — ®77Z/n. By [Cis19, Theorem 7.5.30], using that D?(A) ~ Ch®(A) [Wq_iio],
we obtain the existence of the adjunction on the derived categories.

Step 2: The functor — ®% Z/nZ factors trough D?(A) @perr, Perf; /nz- This is because of the
universal property of the tensor product of idempotent complete categories: It is computed as the
compact objects of the tensor product between indisation, and the latter has a universal property
by definition of Lurie’s tensor product of presentable co-categories. As we have a Perfyz-linear
functor D?(A) — DP(A[n]) and D?(A[n]) is Perfy,,z-linear, this step is clear.

Step 3: The functor

a: DP(A) @pert, Perfy 7 — DY(A[n))
is fully faithful. Given two complexes K, L in Db(A) and two complexes P, Q in Perfz/,7, we have
MADDY(A)@per, Perty ),y (K B P, LK Q) = mappy( ) (K, L) @z mappey, , , (P, Q),

as it is proven in [HL23, Proposition 3.5.5], where K X P is the image of (K, P) under the canonical
functor
Db(A) X Peer/nZ - Db(A) ®Perfy, Perfz/nz-

To prove that « is fully faithful, by dévissage it suffices to prove that it is fully faithful on objects of
the form AXZ/nZ with A an object of A. The image of such an object in D?(A[n]) is A ®% Z/nZ.
Thus, given the above formula for the mapping spectra in the tensor product, we have to show that
for two objects A and B of A, the map

mapps(4)(A, B) ®z Z/n — mapps 4, (A ®% Z/nZ, B @% 7./n1Z)
is an equivalence. This is true because
mapp(4) (A, B) ®z Z/n =~ cofib(mappe4) (4, B) R mappy(4) (4, B))
~ mappp (1) (A, cofib(B % B))
(*)
~ mapps(4) (A, «(B ®% 7./n1))
~ mapps(4jn)) (@ ®F Z/nZ,bR% Z/nZ),

where (%) can be checked by taking a torsion-free resolution of b. This finishes the proof. O
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Remark 1.2.6. The above functor in proposition is not essentially surjective in general, as it can be
seen by taking A = Ab' the abelian category of finitely generated abelian groups, where we get
the difference between Perfy,; and DY(Z/nZ-mod™), where Z/nZ-mod™ is the abelian category
of finite type Z/nZ-modules.

1.3 Change of coefficients

For A a commutative ring, we denote by Prk := Modwmod, (Pr') the oco-category of A-linear
presentable co-categories and by Catl := Modpert, (CatPe!) the co-category of A-linear small
idempotent-complete oo-categories.

Lemma 1.3.1. Let F': C — D be a map in CAlg (PrIZ) and let G be the right adjoint to F'. Assume
that for any object N of D, the natural map

G(N) ©z Q= G(N ©z Q)

is an equivalence. If A is a commutative algebra in Modz, denote by Fs the functor F @nioq, Mod 4.
Then, the functor F' is fully faithful (resp. an equivalence) if and only if the functors Fg and
Fynz are fully faithful (vesp. an equivalence) for any nonzero integer n.

Proof. If F is fully faithful, then [Hai22, Lemma 2.14] ensures that F4 is for any commutative
algebra in Mody. The same assertion about equivalences is obvious. This proves the "only if' part
of the statement.

We now prove the converse. Assume first that the functors Fg and Fyz/,7 are fully faithful.
Let M be an object of C. We want to prove that the natural map

M — GF(M)

is an equivalence. This can be checked after tensoring with Q and with Z/nZ. Since tensoring with
Z/nZ commutes with any exact functor, the map M/n — GF(M)/n being an equivalence amounts
to the full faithfulness of Fz /7.

On the other hand, our assumption on G implies that the right adjoint of Fiy sends an object
of the form N ® Q to G(N ® Q). Therefore, the full faithfulness of Fy implies that the map

M ®7Q - GF(M)®zQ

is an equivalence. Hence, the functor F' is fully faithful.
Assume now further that Fg and Fy,7 are essentially surjective. Let N be an object of D.
Then, we have an exact triangle

N — N ®7 Q — colim,, N ®z Z/nZ;

the essential surjectivity of Fiy and Fy,7 imply that N ®z Q and N ®z Z/nZ belong to the image
of F'. As F is fully faithful, the latter is closed under colimits and finite limits, so that IV belongs
to it. This finishes the proof U

Remark 1.3.2. An obvious case where the previous Lemma 1.3.1 applies is when F': C — D is a
functor between compactly generated presentable Mody-linear co-categories that preserves compact
objects. Indeed in that case the right adjoint to F' commutes with colimits hence also with

(Id - — ®z Q) = colim, (Id = Id).

However will will apply this lemma in a case where C is not compactly generated.
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We will also need to consider torsion objects in an oo-category.

Definition 1.3.3. Let C be an object of CAlg(Pry) or CAlg(CatZ ) and let p be a prime number.
An object M is

1. torsion when M ®7z Q = 0.
2. p-torsion when M ®gz Z[1/p] = 0.
3. p-complete when the canonical map M — lim M/p™ is an equivalence.

We denote by Ciors (resp. Cp—_tors, resp. CQ) the full subcategory of C made of its torsion (resp.
p-torsion, resp. p-complete) objects.

In the case when C belongs to CAlg(Pry), the inclusion C) € C has a left adjoint (—); given
by M + lim M/p™ called the p-completion. Furthermore, the map (—)Q induces an equivalence

A
Cp—tors — Cp

with an inverse given by M +— M ® Z(p>°) where Z(p>°) C Q/Z denotes the Priifer p-group.
Given a map F: C — D in CAlg(Pr}), we can also construct its p-completion E}:C) — D)

which sends M = lim M /p™ to lim F(M)/p™.

1.4 Etale descent and fixed points under the Galois action

Let G be a group. We denote by BG the classifying space of GG, which is the category with one
object and with morphisms G. When seeing it as an co-category though the nerve, the n-simplices
of BG are G" = G x G x --- x G. If C is an object of Pr¥, an action of G on C is a functor

x: BG — Pr"

which sends the unique object of BG to C. The fixed points of such an action y are by definition
the limit
Ch¢ .= 1im(BG — Prl).

Presentable oco-categories with an action of G form a (co)complete co-category
Prl := Fun(BG, Pr%)

and taking invariants is a functor
(—)h¢: prk — prl,

We will need the following lemma on fixed points of a colimit of presentable co-categories.

Lemma 1.4.1. Let I be an oo-category and let
F:1—Prk

be a diagram of presentable oco-categories with G-action. Then, the natural functor

colimger (F(i)"Y) — (colim;es F(i))2¢

s an equivalence.
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Proof. We want to know whether the natural map
colim;er lim(BG — F(i)) — lim(BG — colim;er F'(7))
is an equivalence. The data of F' is equivalent to the data of a functor
x: I x BG — Pr*.

By [LurHA, Proposition 4.7.4.19] for this it suffices to check that for any arrow o of BG (which
corresponds to an element of G) and any map f: ¢ — j in C, the commutative square

*

Xy %) =L (%)

|~ |~
f*

X (@5 %) —— x(J, %)

is right adjointable, where we denote by ¢* and f* the images of o and f by x. By definition, this
means that the exchange transformation

0¥ fy = fuo*

is an equivalence, where f, denotes the right adjoint of f*. This follows from the fact that o* is
invertible. [

The lemma above allows us to prove the following descent lemma which will be used together
with Lemma 1.2.1 to define t-structures on Nori motives.

Proposition 1.4.2. Let k be a field and let AF;, be the category of spectra of algebraic field exten-
sions of k. Let
D: AF® — Pr,

be an étale sheaf with values the oo—category_of stable presentable_oo-categories. Assume _that D
satisfies continuity. Then, the oco-category D(k) has a natural Gal(k/k)-action, where Gal(k/k) is
the Galois group of the extension k/k and the canonical map

D(lﬁ) N D(E)hGal(E/k)
is an equivalence.

Proof. Let L be a finite Galois extension of k. The action of Gal(k/k) on Spec(k) and Spec(L)
gives us maps BGal(k/k) — AF,” pointing at k and L which induce by applying D an action of
Gal(k/k) on D(k) and D(L). Of course the action of Gal(k/k) on D(L) factors through the quotient
Gal(L/k). The continuity of D implies that the functor

coim  D(L) — D(k)
L/K finite Galois

is an equivalence so that by Lemma 1.4.1 the canonical functor

colim  (D(L)"CalL/k)y _; p(F)hGal(k/k)
L/K finite Galois

is an equivalence. The functor

D(k) = D(k)PCalk/k) _ p(F)hGal(k/k)
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factors through every D(L)hGal(L/ k). Thus to prove the proposition we it suffice to prove that for

each finite Galois extension L/k the functor
D(k) N D(L)hGal(L/k)

is an equivalence. By the Bousfield-Kan formula [Hau22, Corollary 2.18], the limit D(L)hGal(L/ k)
can be computed as the simplicial limit

lim( D(L) == loecai(w/x) PL) —= Tlsreqaix/w) P(L) % )

where the first two maps are (Id, 0*),. étale descent (even Zariski descent) ensures that D commutes
with finite products, and the classical formula L ®x L =~ [[,cqai(n/x) L enables us to re-write the
above totalisation as

lim ( D(L) == D(L ey L) — D(L ey Lay L) =5 ...

with functors induced by the projections. Finite étale descent of D exactly says that the above
limit is the oo-category D(k). O

2 Derived categories of Nori motives over a field.

2.1 General properties of the bounded derived category of Nori motives

Let k be a subfield of C and let A be a Dedekind domain. Nori constructed a symmetric monoidal
abelian category M(k, A) that affords the following universal property (see [HMS17, Section 9 and
Corollary 10.1.6]): there is a cohomological functor

HY - DMy, (k, A) — M(k, A)
factoring the HY of the Betti realisation
PB: DMgﬁn(k‘, A) — Perfy
of [Ayo10] which is universal for this property: any cohomological functor
DM, (k,A) = C

to a A-linear abelian category C, such that there exists a faithful exact functor C — A-mod giving

a factorisation of the H? of the Betti realisation of étale motives, will factor uniquely through H%,

in a way compatible with the various Betti realisations. Thus, we can also construct the category

of Nori motives by means of abelian hulls of triangulated categories as in [IM24, Section 1].
Recall the construction of the latter.

Construction 2.1.1. Given a triangulated category T, one first consider the category of finite
presentation modules over T: it is the full subcategory fp(T) C Shaqq(T, Ab) of additive functors
F which fit in a short exact sequence

ym — Yy — F =0
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where y,s is the image of M under the Yoneda embedding. Any cohomological functor on T will
factor through fp(T). Thus, starting with a cohomological functor

HT-—-A

with values in an abelian category A, we have a factorisation of H of the form
H
T — fp(T) — A.

Denote by I the kernel of H. It is the full subcategory of fp(T) consisting of objects M such that
H(M) = 0. The universal factorisation of H is the factorisation

T — M(T,H) := fp(T)/I 2% 4,

Is has clearly an universal property, and note that composing H with any faithful functor will give
the same universal category M(T,H). And that any functor comparing with H after composing
with an exact functor F' : A — B will also factor uniquely through M(T,H) (because one kernel

will be included in the other). For example, this is the case for A = A-mod ®A—A/> A'-mod = B with
A a flat A-algebra.

We begin by extending the definition to a slightly more general class of schemes:

Definition 2.1.2. Let X be an étale k-scheme. The category of Nori motives M(X, A) on X with
coefficients in A is the universal factorisation of the functor

HY :=H" 0 pg: DMS, (X, A) — Sh(X™, A).
Therefore we have a cohomological functor
HY: DMS, (X, A) — M(X,A)
and a faithful exact Betti realisation
Rp: M(X,A) — Sh(X?*" A),
where Sh(X?" A) is the abelian category of sheaves of A-modules on X?".

When X = Spec(K) is the spectrum of a finite extension of k, we have that
Sh(X™, A) =~ (A-mod)"em(-C)

the functor sending a sheaf F to the family of its stalks, the points of X?" being in bijection with
Homy (K, C).
Up to this isomorphism, if f: Spec(K) — Spec(k) is the associated morphism of schemes, the
functor
S Sh(X* A) — Sh(Spec(k)*", A)

is the sum functor
(A-mod)Hom(K.C) _y A_mod,
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which is faithful. Moreover, as the Betti realisation of a motive over K does not depend on the
embedding of K in C, we have a commutative triangle

0
HB,K/k

é Homy (K,C
DM (K) (A-mod)Hem#(K.0)

(H%,K/K)Homkm\) A-mod

Thus the kernels of the factorisations of H%7 K/k and H%’ K/K through finite presentations modules
over DME‘;n (K) are the same. We obtain:

Lemma 2.1.3. There are no clash of notations with the existing notions of Nori motives: If K 1is
a finite extension of k, there is an equality

M(K,A) = M(Spec(K), A)

compatible with the functors from DMgﬁn(K ,\). Moreover, with rational coefficients we recover the
definition of [IM2/].

Proof. We already dealt with the case of fields. The comparison with Ivorra and Morel’ construction
is immediate: it is the same definition. O

We now construct ¢-adic realisations.

Construction 2.1.4. Let £ be a prime number and X a finite étale k-scheme. As for the under-
lying modules, for any geometric motive M in DME%](X ,Z), there exists a functorial equivalence
(coming from the change of sites X¢ — X" where Xy is the small étale site of X and X?" is the
analytification of X') of Zy-modules

Hy (M) ®z Z¢ ~ HY(M)

where HY is the H? of the f-adic realisation py of étale motives constructed in [CD16] and [Ayol4],
the kernel of H)(M) is contained in the kernel of HY, thus there exists an f-adic realisation

Ry: M(X, Z) — Sh(Xproéta ZE)

with values in the abelian category of proétale sheaves of Z,-modules compatible with the universal
functor from DMgf,n, and with the above isomorphism with the Betti realisation.

Given an object M of M(X,Z), its Betti realisation is a finite type abelian group. Therefore
if for all prime ¢ the underlying group of the f-adic realisation of M vanishes, the Betti realisation
of M has to be zero, hence by faithfulness of the Betti realisation on Nori motives, M has to be
zero as well.

In addition, if A is flat over Z, letting Ay := A ®7z Zy, we get a functor:

Rg: M(X, A) — Sh(Xét,Ag).

Given an object M of M(X,A), if A is not a Q-algebra and for all prime ¢ which are not
invertible in A, the f-adic realisation R,(M) vanishes, then M vanishes. When A is a Q-algebra,
given a prime number ¢, the motive M vanishes when its f-adic realisations vanishes. We proved:
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Proposition 2.1.5. For each prime number £ there exists an £-adic realisation of Nori motives
over X. It is compatible with the {-adic realisation of étale motives, and there exists a comparison
isomorphism with the Betti realisation.

Moreover, the joint family of all {-adic realisations for £ ¢ A is conservative when A is not a
Q-algebra; otherwise, the £-adic realisation is conservative for any prime number £.

Proposition 2.1.6. Let f: X — Y be a map of étale k-schemes. There exists an adjunction
oMY, A) S M(X,A): £

that commutes with the same adjunction after Betti and or f-adic realisation. Moreover, f* is also
the right adjoint of f..

Proof. This follows from the good functoriality of the universal factorisation of an homological
functor. More precisely, we use property P2 of [IM24, Section 2.1], see their [IM24, Proposition
2.5]. The fact that f* is a right adjoint of f. follows from the same fact for DMg;n and after

realisation, where it follows from the isomorphisms f* ~ f' and fi ~ f,. O

Remark 2.1.7. One can check that for f: Spec(K) — Spec(k) a finite field extension, the functors
[« and f* are nothing else but the functors coresy , and resg ;, of [HMS17, Section 9.5], and this
prove that they are indeed adjoint, giving a proof of their expectation in [HMS17, Remark 9.5.6].

As the functors fy and f* are exact, we can derive them and obtain a functor
DP(M(—,A)): FEt,” — Catog

sending a finite étale k-scheme X to D®(M(X,A)) and a map f of such schemes to a left adjoint
functor f* (the right adjoint being f.). Note that if A is a Dededking ring, the oo-category
D’(M(X,A)) is endowed with a symmetric monoidal structure by the same argument as [Har16,
Proposition 7.4.12], such that the functors f* are symmetric monoidal.

Proposition 2.1.8. The functor D*(M(—,A)) is an étale hypersheaf.

Proof. As D*(M(—,A)) = colim, D=™(M(—,A)) is the union of objects concentrated in de-
grees [—n,n] for all integers n the functor D?(M(—,A)) is an étale hypersheaf if an only if each
D= (M(—, A)) is an étale sheaf (hence an étale hypersheaf because it takes values in a 2n + 2-
category.) Let f: Y — X be an étale covering.

The bounded derived category of sheaves on the complex points of our étale k-schemes satisfies
descent, hence this is also the case of the categories DI="(Spec(—)2", A) for each positive integer
n. By [Tub23, Corollary 3.12] as the Betti realisation is conservative, it suffices to check that:

1. For each complex M in DI="™(M(X, A)), the limit

lim 7" (). fi M

exists, where A is the simplicial category, where f,: Y xx Y xx...Y — X is the projection
and where 7S is the truncation functor for the t-structure.

2. The Betti realisation
DIl (M(X, A)) — DI (X0 A)

commutes with such a limit.
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In fact as DIE™™ (M(X, A)) is a (2m41)-category, the above totalisation in (1) is finite thus exists,
and the Betti realisation clearly commutes with such a finite limit because the Betti realisation

D> (M(X,A)) = DZ7m(X™ A)

commutes with finite limits (the inclusion D*~™ — DY commutes with limits) and the image by
the Betti realisation of the above limit in (1) is the truncation by 7<™, which is a right adjoint, of
a limit in D> =™ (X% A). O

In particular, given a splitting of étale algebras A ~ T[], L; with L; finite (separable) field
extensions of k, we have

D (M (Spec(A),A)) = HDb(M(Li,A)).

We also have:

Corollary 2.1.9. Let L/k be a finite Galois extension and let A be a Dedekind ring. The natural
functor

DY(M(L,A)) — DY (M(k, A))

exhibits DP(M(k, A)) as the oo-category of objects of DY(M(L,A)) equipped with an action of the
Galois group Gal(L/k).

Proof. By descent and the application of Barr-Beck theorem [LurHA, Proposition 4.7.5.1], the
above functor gives an isomorphism

DY(M(k,A)) ~ LMod, A (D*(M(L, A)))

between D?(M(k, A)) and the oo-category of left modules over f,A in D®(M(L, A)), and there is a
natural equivalence f.A ~ A[Gal(L/k)]. By [Rak20, Example 2.2.9], this gives an equivalence

Fun(BGal(L/k), D*(M(L,A))) ~ DY (M(k, A)).

As taking the bounded derived category commutes with colimits, we also have:

Proposition 2.1.10. Let k be an algebraic closure of k and let A be a Dedekind ring. Write it as

the colimit k = Lﬁ}(@)ljiﬁm L of finite (or finite Galois) extensions of k. Then the natural functor
nite

: b b 1.
L?;?IJ%@D (M(L,A)) = D’ (M(k, A))

s an equivalence.

Proof. The same claim about the abelian categories is [HMS17, Proposition 9.5.2]. The proposition
then follows from Lemma 1.2.3. O

By construction of M(k, A), the absolute Galois group of a field k acts on the category of Nori
motives on its algebraic closure. Indeed the absolute Galois group acts on DMgﬁn(/_c,A), and the
action is compatible with the Betti realisation (after which the action is trivial). The two previous
propositions together give:
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Proposition 2.1.11. Let A be a Dedeking ring. The functor
D’(M(k, A)) = DP(M(k, A))

induces an equivalence )
DY (M(k, A)) = DP(M(k, A))PGE0),

Proof. We first show that the above functor is fully faithful. For this by dévissage it suffices to
prove that for any two Nori motives M, N over k, the map

MapPpb (A(k,A)) (M,N) — APy (4 (R, A))hGal(k/F) (Mg, N¢)

is an equivalence. In Catyo, limits and filtrant colimits are computed term wise, thus the right hand
side equals

_ hGal(k/k)
(coth/k mapps (LA (MrL, NL)) (2.1.11.1)
and there is a natural map
_ hGal(k/k) _ hGal(k/k)
colimp,/p (mapr(M(L,A))(MLa NL)) — (COth/k mappea4(r,A)) (Mr, NL)) -
(2.1.11.2)

The cohomology group of the complex on on the left hand side of (2.1.11.2) are
H"(Gal(k/k), colim, map;)
and the cohomology groups of the complex on the right hand side are
colimy, H"(Gal(k/k), map, ),
where we have used the notation

map;, = Mappb(A((L,A)) (M, Np).

As Galois cohomology commutes with filtered colimits of uniformly bounded below complexes, the
above map induces an isomorphism on cohomology groups, hence is an isomorphism.

By definition, in the left hand side of (2.1.11.2), the action of Gal(k/k) factors through the
finite quotient Gal(L/k), thus by the description of D?(M(k,A)) as representations of Gal(L/k)
in D*(M(L, A)), we conclude that our functor (2.1.11.1) is indeed fully faithful. For the essential
surjectivity, as the limit has a t-structure whose heart is the category ./\/l(l;:, A)hGal(k/ k) Tts objects
are objects of M(k, A) equipped with an action of the absolute Galois group, but those are defined
over a finite Galois extension of k, and the action factors through the finite quotient, so that now
it defines an object of M(k, A) by Corollary 2.1.9. O

We will also need a result about torsion Nori motives. The first and most important case
is for the abelian category. As Artin motives embed fully faithfully in DMgfn(k‘,A) an the Betti
realisation on those is conservative and t-exact, the functor

HY : DMS (k, A) — M(k,A)
induces a faithful exact functor
v: Rep(Gal(k/k),A) — M(k,\) (2.1.11.3)
where Rep(Gal(k/k), A) is the abelian category of A-linear continuous representations of Gal(k/k)

which are finitely generated as A-modules.
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Theorem 2.1.12 (Nori [Fak00]). The functor v defined above induces an equivalence

v: Rep(Gal(k/k), Z)iors — Mk, Z)tors
on the full subcategories of torsion objects.
Proof. The proof can be found in [Fak00, Theorem 6.1], but see also the proof of Proposition 5.2.4
which is a generalisation. O
2.2 Presentable stable categories of Nori motives

We want a presentable category of Nori motives Dx(k,Z) that contains D?(M(k,Z)) in the same
way DM®(k,Z) contains DMet t (k,Z). In the case k = k is algebraically closed, DM (k,Z) is

compactly generated by DMgm(kz, 7). Therefore, we set:

Definition 2.2.1. The presentable stable category of Nori motives over an algebraically closed
field k is the indisation B B
Dx(k,Z) = Ind DY (M(k, Z))

of the bounded derived category of Nori motives. This is a presentably symmetric monoidal Z-linear
stable co-category.

Lemma 2.2.2. We have a natural equivalence
Dx(k,Z) ® Modg — Ind D?(M(k,Q)).
Proof. Indeed we have

Dx(k, Z) ® Modg = Tnd (D"(M(k, Z)) ®perfz Perfg)
~ Ind D°(M(k,Z) @

;T‘ |
N

as one can check by using the various universal properties of Ind, D’ and — ® Q. More precisely,
the first equivalence is the definition of the tensor product of perfect oco-categories, the second
equivalence holds because Q is a localisation of Z, and the third equivalence follows from [HMS17,
Lemma 7.2.2]. O

As M(k,Z) has a natural action of Gal(k/k), we have a functor
BGal(k/k) — Pr"
that points to Dy(k,Z). We define

Definition 2.2.3. The presentable stable category of Nori motives over k is defined as the homo-
topy fixed points of the action of Gal(k/k) on Dn(k,Z):

Dn(k, Z) := Dy (k, Z)"C21(k/k),

It contains DY(M(k,Z)) as a full stable subcategory because limits in Prl are the same as limits
in Cats, where they are computed term wise.
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With rational coefficients, we know that for any quasi-compact quasi-separated characteristic
zero scheme X we can define as in [Tub23] (and see Section 3) a presentable oo-category DN(X, Q),
which is compactly generated and satisfies h-hyperdescent. In particular, the identity

DN(k, Q) =~ DN(k, Q)hC2I(+/F)

holds. Moreover over fields and schemes of finite type over them, the compact objects of DN are
the bounded derived category of perverse Nori motives. Together with Lemma 2.2.2 this gives:

Proposition 2.2.4. We have a natural equivalence
Dx(k,Z) ® Modg — Ind D’ (M(k, Q)).

We can also say things about the torsion: The Artin motive functor ¢ of (2.1.11.3) induces a
functor -
Modz — DN(k‘,Z),

and by taking Gal(k/k)-invariants, a functor
D(ke¢t,Z) — Dn(k, Z)

of presentable oco-categories, where D(ket, Z) is the derived category of sheaves on the small étale
site of k with coefficients Z.

Proposition 2.2.5. Let n be a nonzero integer. The above functor induces an equivalence
Mody,,,z. = Dx(k, Z) @z Modz 7.

Proof. By [Harl6, Proposition 1.3.10] the category M(k,Z) has enough flat objects. Then by
Proposition 1.2.5, the natural functor

D’ (M(k, Z)) @pers,, Perfz ),z — DP(M(E, Z)[n])

is an fully faithful. Its image consist of complexes that are represented by a complex (C™ /n) where
C™ is a flat object of M(k,Z). By Theorem 2.1.12 the Artin motive functor induces an equivalence
Z/nZ-mod" = Ab%[n] ~ M(E,Z)[n], so we see that the above functor as image mapping to
Perfy/nz C DY(Z/nZ-mod™). As it sends the unit object Z K Z/nZ of D*(M(k,Z)) @pert, Perfz /7,
to Z/nZ, it induces an equivalence of symmetric monoidal co-categories

Db(M(E, 7)) @pert, Perfznz ~ Perfy 7.
Taking indisation, this finishes the proof. U
Taking invariants in Proposition 2.2.5, we obtain

Corollary 2.2.6. The Artin motive functor induces an equivalence
D(k‘ét, Z/TLZ) l} DN(k’, Z) ®Z MOdz/nZ

in CAlg(Prl).
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Remark 2.2.7. The above construction of Dy(k,Z) is a bit more involved that what the reader
might have expected: there are indeed two naive possibilities for a presentable co-category of Nori
motives over k: one could take the unbounded derived category D(Ind M(k,Z)) of the indisation
of Nori motives, or take the indization Ind D’(M(k,Z)) of the bounded derived category of Nori
motives. However, they do not give the correct presentable category because they cannot coincide
with DM (k, Z).

More precisely, it is believed that the co-category DMét(k‘7 Z) affords a t-structure, that restricts
to the subcategory DMgm(k‘,Z) whose heart would then be M(k,Z). But then, the above naive
definitions cannot give the right answer: firstly, it is known by a counterexample of Ayoub ([Ayol7,
Lemma 2.4]) that the Betti realisation of the big category DMét(k‘, Q) is not conservative, so that is
is not possible that this category is of the form D(Ind M(k, Q)) because the Betti realisation of the
latter is conservative; secondly, the category DM (k, Z) is not compactly generated by DMgﬁn(k’, Z)
when the field £ has infinite cohomological dimension (take k = R the field of real numbers), so
that Ind D*(M(k,Z)) cannot be the right answer either. However see Proposition 3.5.3 for a result
related to this discussion.

We can show that the heart of Dx(k,Z) is indeed Ind M(k,Z), so that we finish this section
with the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2.8. The natural functor Ind M(k,Z) — Dx(k,Z)° is an equivalence.

Proof. Denote by A(k) the heart of the t-structure on Dy(k,Z). As M(k,Z) generates Dn(k,Z)
under colimits and finite limits, any object of A(k) is a filtered colimit of objects of M(k,Z).
Moreover, is k is algebraically closed, then any object of M(k,Z) is compact in Dx(k,Z), thus in
A(k) so that we indeed have Ind M(k,Z) ~ A(k). Now for a general field, if M € M(k,Z) and
N = colim; N; is a filtered colimit of objects of A(k), we can compute the Hom

Hom () (M, N') = H'(k, Hom ) (Mg, Np))

as the Galois cohomology of the Gal(k/k)-module Hom AR (Mz, Ni). Because My is compact

and Galois cohomology commutes with filtered colimits this finishes the proof that M € A(k) is
compact. O

2.3 Realisation functor over a field
In this section, we construct a realisation functor
pn: DM (k,Z) — Dx(k, Z),

compatible with the Betti realisation. It construction goes back to Nori and Beilinson’s Basic
Lemma, and we will use the description given in [CG17].

As before, we begin with the case of algebraically closed fields; let k be an algebraically closed
subfield of C. By [CG17, Proposition 7.1 and its proof], there is a lax symmetric monoidal 1-functor

SmAff, — Ch®(M(k, Z)°T)

from the category of affine k-schemes to the category of bounded complexes of effective Nori motives
([HMS17, Definition 9.1.3]). We can compose this functor with the functor

Ch®(M(k, Z)*") — Ch(Ind M(k,Z))
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given by the map M (k, Z)*® — M(k,Z). The construction roughly goes as follows: for each smooth
affine variety X, one can construct (using Nori’s Basic Lemma) a finite cellular filtration F on X
by closed subschemes which computes the cohomology of X (this is similar to how the cellular
filtration of a CW-complex computes its cohomology). This gives a bounded complex C%(X) in
Ch®(M(k,Z)) whose Betti realisation computes the singular cohomology of the complex points of
X. To make a functor out of it, one has to make choices to have cellular filtrations compatible with
morphisms; to that end, one considers the homotopy colimit C*(X) (in Ch(Ind M(k,Z))) over all
possible cellular filtrations. Moreover, the composition Rg o C* with the Betti realisation functor
Rp is naturally isomorphic (as a monoidal functor) to the functor C%,,: X +— Cg,,,(X*") sending
a k-variety to the complex of singular chains over the analytic variety of its complex points. Notice
finally that the functor C* sends étale k-schemes to objects of M(k,Z) seen as complexes placed
in degree 0 (where it is given by the functor ¢ of (2.1.11.3)).
We now use Blumberg, Gepner and Tabuda’s [BGT14, Proposition 3.5]. First notice that

C*: SmAff; — Ch(Ind M(k,Z))

is a lax symmetric monoidal functor between symmetric monoidal 1-categories. Moreover, by
construction of the functor C*, we have C*(k) = Zj, and for any affine k-varieties X; and Xy, the
canonical map

C*(Xl) & C*(Xg) — C*(Xl X Xg)

is a quasi-isomorphism, because this is true when C™* is replaced by C§,,,. Setting the weak equiv-

alences on SmAff; to be the isomorphisms of schemes, and the class of weak equivalences W, in
Ch(Ind M(k,Z)) to be the class of quasi-isomorphisms, the functor C* preserves weak equivalences.
Therefore, the proposition quoted above yields a symmetric monoidal structure on D(Ind M(k,Z))
and a symmetric monoidal functor

SmAff; — D(Ind M(k,Z))®

whose underlying functor is

—1

* W
SmAff, < Ch(Ind M(k, Z)) —2% D(Ind M(k, Z)).

By construction, the image of this functors in fact lands in D?(M(k,Z)) (which embeds fully
faithfully in D(Ind M(k,Z)) because the abelian category M(k,Z) is Artinian), so that we obtain
a symmetric monoidal functor

Mj,: SmAff) — DP(M(k, Z))®.

Moreover, the composition of M} with the Betti realisation gives back the singular cohomology
complex.

By [CG17, Proposition 7.1 and Lemma 7.11 (2)], this functors factors through DM (k, Z),
giving us the existence of a functor

px: DM®(k,Z) — Dn(k,Z)

that gives back the Betti realisation when composed with the Betti realisation of Nori motives, and
sends DMgfn(k:,Z) to DP(M(k,Z)).

Assume now that k is not necessarily algebraically closed. It is clear from the definition that
this functor py on DM®(k,Z) is compatible with the action of Gal(k/k), by taking invariant we
thus obtain:
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Theorem 2.3.1 (Choudhury-Gallauer, Harrer, Nori). Let k be a subfield of C. There exists a
symmetric monoidal functor
px: DM®(k,Z) — Dn(k,Z)

that gives back the Betti realisation when composed with the Betti realisation of Nori motives, and
sends DMg,n(k:, Z) to DY(M(k,Z)). Moreover, the construction is compatible with pullback of fields.

Remark 2.3.2. The Artin motive functor factors through pn, so that the rigidity equivalence of
Corollary 2.2.6 factors through DM (k, Z) ®z Mody, /nz- Thus the functor py is also a equivalence
after being tensored (over Z) by Modg, 7.

We will need the following technical fact about the functor we just constructed:

Proposition 2.3.3. The right adjoint functor to pn commutes with rationalisation. In more con-

crete terms, if one denote by ,
pN: Dx(k,Z) — DM (k, Z)

the right adjoint of pn, the natural map
cg: PR (-)®Q— P (- ® Q)
s an equivalence.

Proof. As the family of Mj,(X)(i) for X a smooth k scheme and i an integer, generates DM (k, Z),
it suffices to show that for all such X and 4, the map map(My(X)(i),cg) is an equivalence. By
[CD16, Corollary 5.4.9], for any object N of Dx(k,Z), the natural map

map et (1 z) (Mi (X)(0), 2 N) © Q = mappyygec g, 2 (M (X) (4), (PN N) @ Q)
is an equivalence. By adjunction it suffices then to show that the map
mapp  (x,z) (PN Mg (X) (i), N) @ Q — mapp (1 z) (onMe(X) (1), N @ Q)

is an equivalence.
By definition, we have

map, 2 (3 M (X)(0), N € Q) = (mapp, .z (oM (X) (1) Ny © Q) CHEH

and as as (pn My, (X)(4));, is a compact object of Dy (k, Z), we have
(PN My(X)(0), N © Q) ~ 2 (PNM(X)(0))5. Np) @ Q"1
mapp, (x,z) (PN My (X)(4), ~ (mapp 5 7) (PN Mr(X)(9))5, Ni :

The object K = mapp,j z)((onMp(X)(7)), Vj;), together with it action of Gal(k/k) defines an
object of D(k¢t,Z). Thus we want to know if for K in D(ke,Z), the natural map

Rrét(lﬁ,K) ® Q — R,Fét(k, K ® Q)

is an equivalence. This true by [CD16, Lemma 1.1.10].
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2.4 The algebra representing Nori motivic cohomology

The Nori realisation functor py of the previous section is a symmetric monoidal colimit preserving
functor between presentably symmetric monoidal stable co-categories. Thus, it has a lax symmetric
monoidal right adjoint, that we will denote by pY.

Definition 2.4.1. The algebra representing Nori motivic cohomology is the E, ring 4% in DMét(kz, Z)
defined as the image of Z with a trivial action of the motivic Galois group seen as an object of
D (k,Z) by the functor pl.

Let k C K be subfield of C and denote by f: Spec(K) — Spec(k) the associated map of
schemes. By construction we have a commutative square

DM® (k,Z) — Dy(k,Z)

Jf* Jf*

DM®(K,Z) —— Dn(K,Z)

in Pr". It induces an exchange transformation between f* and pY.

Proposition 2.4.2. The natural transformation f* 4, — Ak induced by the exchange transfor-
mation is an equivalence.

Proof. As DMét(k,Z) is a presentable Modz-linear co-category, it suffices to check that this map
becomes an equivalence after tensorisation by Z/nZ and Q, for n a nonzero integer. For ratio-
nalisation, Proposition 2.3.3 implies that the rationalisation of our natural transformation is the
map

[* Mo — k0

comparing both rational version of the Nori algebra in DM (K, Q). The latter is an equivalence by
[Tub23, Corollary 4.16]. On the other hand, Corollary 2.2.6 together with Remark 2.3.2 gives that
for any field L, the map 1 — .47 is an equivalence after being tensored by Z/nZ. The functor
pN commutes with tensorisation by Z/nZ (any exact functor does because it can be written as a
finite limit), hence the comparison map is an equivalence after tensoring with Z/nZ. O

The proof of the proposition also gave that the natural map 1x/n — A% /n is an equivalence.
The Hasse fracture square for .44 hence is:

Proposition 2.4.3. The algebra A, fits in an cocartesian square of Eso-rings
Ny —— limy, 1 /n
|- |
‘/%ﬁ@ (hmn 11Ic/n) ® Q
with N}, g the algebra representing rational Nori motivic cohomology.

We have a diagram
DM® (k, Z) — Mod_s,(DM®(k, Z)) — Mod,, (s (Dn(k, Z)) — Modz(Dx(k, Z)) < Dn(k,Z)

where the functor
MOde(JVk)(DN(k, Z)) — Modz(DN(k, Z))
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is induces by the counit map px(4%) = pnpY (Z) — Z.
Thus the Nori realisation functor py factors as

DM (k, Z) —22% Mod._ . (DM®(k, Z)) 2% Dy (k, Z).
Proposition 2.4.4. The functor
Pn: Mod s, (DM® (k,Z)) — Dx(k, Z)
is an equivalence.

Proof. By the computation of A ® Q and A% ®z Z/nZ, using that for and algebra A we have
Mod s, (DM (k,Z)) ®z Mod 4 =~ Mod. 4;g,4(DM®(k,Z)) and Lemma 1.3.1, as py ® Z/nZ = px ®
Z/nZ is an equivalence, it suffices to prove that py ® Q is an equivalence, but this is [Tub23,
Proposition 4.18]. O

3 Relative Nori motives.

3.1 Relative Nori motives as modules in étale motives

In [Tub23] it was proven that the construction of Ivorra and Morel in [IM24] has a natural inter-
pretation in term of modules in étale motives. Indeed, if for X a finite type k-scheme, one denote
by

DN(X, Q) := Ind A D°(Mpery (X))

the indization of the bounded derived category of perverse motives, the realisation functor
pn: DM®(X,Q) — DN(X,Q)

factors through the co-category of modules in DM®(X,Q) over the algebra Ay = TS0
with mx: X — Spec(k) the structural morphism, and induces an equivalence with the latter and
DN(X,Q): there is a natural equivalence of functors

Mod_4_ (DM®(—,Q)) = DN(—, Q).

In the previous section, we constructed a commutative algebra .4}, in DM®(k,Z) which is
equivalent to .44 g when rationalised, and to 1;/n when tensored with Z/nZ. For X a finite type
k-scheme, we define Ax = w5 .4} to be the pullback of .4, to X. Clearly, this algebra also has
the property that when rationalised, it is .#x g, and that the natural map 1x/n — Ax/n is
an equivalence for n a nonzero integer. Furthermore, if f: X — Spec(Q) is the structural map,
Proposition 2.4.2 implies that the natural transformation f* . Agpec() — ~#x is an equivalence. We
therefore extend the definition of .4 to any Q-scheme X by setting Ax = f*Ag,ec(q) (recall that
in the introduction, we assume all schemes to be Noetherian and finite-dimensional ).

Definition 3.1.1. Let X be a Q-scheme. The presentable co-category of Nori motives over X is

the oo-category )
DN(X,Z) := Mod_ 4, DM (X, Z)

of modules in DM (X, Z) over the algebra Ax.
Let A be a commutative ring. We then define

DN(X, A) := Mod,DN(X, Z).
We denote by Ax unit object of DN(X, A)
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We can promote this construction into a functor
DN(—,A): Schgy — CAlg(Pr}),

and there is a natural transformation DM®(—,A) — DN(—,A): as Spec(Q) is the final object of
Schg, the functor DM®*(—, A) actually takes values in the oco-category of DM (Spec(Q), A)-algebras
in Pr. There is a natural functor

— ® (Mpec() @ A): DM¥(Spec(@), A) = Mod g o @a (DM (Spec(Q), A))
and we can define

DN(—, A) := DM®(—, A) ®p et (spee(@).a) MOD A, (o) (DM (Spec(@), A)).

On DMét(—,A), the operations f*, gy and ® for f a morphism of schemes and g a smooth
morphism of schemes are DM (Spec(Q), A)-linear. Thus they induce analogous functors for DN:
they are the .4 -linearisation of the functors on DMét(—, A). Moreover if g is smooth, the adjunction
(94,9") is then an internal adjunction to the (c0,2)-category of DM (Spec(Q), A)-linear presentable
oo-categories, hence the .4 -linearisation of each of the two functor actually form an adjunction for
DN. By [AGV22, Theorem 4.6.1 and Remark 4.6.2], we then have:

Proposition 3.1.2. The functor
DN(—,A): Schgl — CAlg(Pry)

1s naturally part of a siz functor formalism such that the functors of type f*, fi and ® are compatible
with the forgetful functor to DM®'. We denote the tensor structure by @n and the internal Hom by
Homy.

Furthermore DN also has some continuity properties when DM¢ has.

Definition 3.1.3. Let X be a qcgs scheme and let A be a commutative ring. We say that X is
A-finite if it has finite Krull dimension and

sup cdp(k(z)) < 00
zeX,peAX

where cdy,(k) is the Galois cohomological dimension of a field k with [Fj-coefficients.

Proposition 3.1.4. Let X = lim X; be a limit of qcgs étale-locally A-finite Q-schemes with affine
transition maps. The natural map

colim; DN(X;, A) — DN(X, A)
in CAlg(Pr") is an equivalence.

Proof. The functor sending a pair (C, A) consisting of a symmetric monoidal presentable co-category
C together with a commutative algebra A in CAlg(C) to the co-category Mod 4(C) of modules over
A in C commutes with colimits: this is [AGV22, Lemma 3.5.6]. The proposition then follows from
the same result for étale motives which is [EHIK21b, Lemma 5.1]. O

Proposition 3.1.5. The functor DN(—,A) has the same descent properties as DM®(— A). In
particular:
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1. It is an étale hypersheaf and a cdh-sheaf.
2. It is a cdh-hypersheaf over qcqs Q-schemes of finite valuative dimension.

3. It is an h-hypersheaf over Noetherian schemes of finite dimension.

Proof. Note that the proposition is true if we replace DN by DM¢. Indeed, since the presentable co-
category DMét(—, A) satisfies Nisnevich descent, the localisation property and proper base change,
it satisfies cdh-descent as the proof of [CD19, Theorem 3.3.10] applies in this level of generality; for
hyperdescent, this follows from the fact that the cdh topos is hypercomplete over qcgs schemes of
finite valuative dimension by [EHIK21a, Corollary 2.4.16]. Finally, h-descent follows from [CD16,
Corollary 5.5.7] as Bachmann’s Rigidity Theorem [BH21, Theorem 3.1] allows to remove the hy-
pothesis on the base scheme in loc. cit.

Now, let fo: Xo¢ — X be an hyper covering of one of the topology considered in the proposition.
By [AC23, Proposition 2.12] we have an equivalence of oco-operads

Mod (DM (X, A))® = lim Mod (DM (X;, A))® (3.1.5.1)

where if C is a symmetric monoidal co-category, the co-category Mod(C) can be informally described
as pairs (A, M) with A in CAlg(C) and M in Mod4(C). We know that the diagram

M —— (fo)eMiy = (h)ts 5 -+
is a limit diagram in DM® (X,A). Indeed, as .4 is pulled back from X the above diagram is in fact

M — (fo)efitx = (ST B -

so that is is a limit diagram by descent in DM® (X, A). Thus the fiber DN(X, A) over .#x of the
left hand side of (3.1.5.1) corresponds to lima DN(Xj;, A), finishing the proof. O

Remark 3.1.6 (Universal property of Nori motives). Let k be a’subﬁeld of C and let A be a regular
ring. By Drew and Gallauer’s work [DG22], we know that DM®*(—, A) is universal among functors

Schit — CAlg(Prk)

that satisfy Al-invariance, P!-stability, smooth base change and étale hyperdescent. We claim that
DN(—,A) is universal among the above class of functors C that verify the following additional
conditions: the oco-category Ciiss(k) of dualizable objects in C(k) affords a t-structure and the
induced functor DMgﬁn(k‘,A) — Ciiss(k) factors the Betti realisation in a way that the functor
Ciss(k) — Perf, is t-exact and conservative. Indeed for such a C, the universal property of Nori
motives over k gives us a faithful exact functor M(k) — Cjiss(k)” such that the induced functor
DY(M(k)) — Cuss(k) — Perf, is the Betti realisation of Nori motives. In particular we have a
commutative diagram

DM (k, A) —— C(k)
DN(k, A)

which induces, if one denotes by C' the commutative algebra representing cohomology with values
in C(k), a map of algebras .4#; — C in DM®(k, A). By pulling back C over finite type k-schemes
we obtain morphisms of functors

DM®(—,A) = DN(—, A) — Mod¢(DM®(—,A)) = C,

thus the promised morphism of functors DN — C.
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3.2 Nori motives of geometric origin

The goal of this section is to prove the statements of [RT24] in the setting of Nori motives. Namely,
we define Nori motives of geometric origin and show that they can be characterised by the property
of being constructible which is more categorical. We also show descent properties as well as the
continuity property.

Definition 3.2.1. Let X be a Q-scheme and let A be a commutative ring. The category DNym (X, A)
of Nori motives of geometric origin (or simply geometric Nori motives) is the thick subcategory of
DN(X,A) generated by the f;(Ay)(n) for f: ¥ — X smooth and n an integer.

Theorem 3.2.2. Let A be a commutative ring.
1. The functors of type f*, fi and QN preserve geometric objects.

2. Let f: Y — X be a morphism of qcqs Q-schemes of finite dimension, let M and N be
Nori motives over X with M geometric and let P be a Nori motive over Y. Then, the
natural transformations below are equivalences:. Then, the natural transformations below are
equivalences:

(a) mappn (M, N) ® Q — mappn(M, N @ Q)

(b) Homy(M,N) @ Q — Homy (M, N @ Q)

(c) f+(P)®Q — f.(P®Q)

(d) f'(N)©Q— f(N©Q) (for f of finite type)

3. Consider a qcgs finite-dimensional Q-scheme X that is the limit of a projective system of qcgs
finite-dimensional Q-schemes (X;) with affine transition maps. Then, the natural map

colim DNgp, (X;, A) = DNgp, (X, A)
is an equivalence.

4. Let X be a gcqs A-finite Q-scheme, then, a Nori motive M is of geometric origin if and only
if it is a compact object of DN(X, A).

5. Assume that the ring A is ind-reqular®. A Nori motive M over a qcgs finite-dimensional
Q-scheme is of geometric origin if and only if it is constructible, that is for any open affine
U C X, there is a finite stratification U; C U made of constructible locally closed subschemes
such that each M|y, is dualizable.

Proof. In the course of this proof, we will denote by DN, the subcategory of constructible Nori
motives.

The functors of type f*, fy, ®x and i, for ¢ a closed immersion readily preserve geometric
objects. Using Nagata compactifications, the last remaining part of Assertion 1. is to prove that
functors of type p. for p proper preserve geometric objects which we will prove later.

Now, if f: Y — X is smooth and n is an integer, Proposition 3.1.2 implies that f;(Ay)(n) =
pn(fi(1y)(n)). Now, the functor px being monoidal, it sends constructible motives to constructible
Nori motives. Since geometric motives are constructible using [RT24, Corollary 3.7], the Nori motive
fi(Ay)(n) is constructible. Hence, geometric Nori motives are constructible.

2j.e. it is a filtered colimit of regular rings.
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We now prove Assertion 2.(a). By adjunction, we can reduce to the case where M = Ax. But
we have a commutative diagram:

mappN(Ax, N) ® Q ————— mappy(Ax, N ® Q)

! !

mapppét (Ax, plfN) ® Q —— mappe (Ax, plf(N ®Q))

where the vertical arrows are equivalences by definition of the right adjoint p to the Nori realisation
and the bottom horizontal arrow is an equivalence by [RT24, Proposition 3.1] together with the
fact that plY commutes with colimits as it is a forgetful functor.

Assertions 2.(b) and 2.(c) as well as Assertion 2.(d) for f a closed immersion then follow from
2.(a) by exactly the same proof as [RT24, Proposition 3.1]. Note that Assertion 2.(d) for a closed
immersion implies that Assertion 2.(a) holds when M is only assumed to be constructible: it allows
by dévissage to reduce to the case where M = Ax.

We now prove Assertion 4: in the A-finite case, the equivalence between geometric objects and
compact objects can be deduced from the same result for DM® which is [RT24, Proposition 3.8]
and [Iwal8, Lemma 2.6] which states that if a category is C is compactly generated, the category
Mod 4(C) with A some commutative algebra is still compactly generated and that the A ® M with
M compact form a set of compact generators. This also implies Assertion 5. in the A-finite case:
the fact that constructible objects are compact can then be proved exactly as in [RT24, Proposition
3.8].

The next step is to prove the continuity property both for geometric and for constructible Nori
motives, i.e. that the natural maps

colim DNgy, (X, A) = DNgp, (X, A)

colim DN.(X;,A) — DN.(X, A)

are equivalences (here DN, denotes constructible Nori motives). This will in particular prove
Assertion 3. As geometric motives are constructible, it suffices to prove the full faithfulness for
constructible motives which can then be tested after tensoring with Q and with Z/pZ for any prime
number p. In the first case, it is then a consequence of Proposition 3.1.4, while in the second case,
it is a consequence of Bachmann’s Rigidity Theorem in the form given in [RT24, Theorem 3.2] and
of Bhatt and Matthew’s continuity property for torsion étale sheaves in the form stated in [RT24,
Proposition 3.4] which both apply for derived rings of coefficients. The essential surjectivity of the
first functor can then be proved Zariski locally so that we can assume X and the X; to be affine
in which case, the usual spreading-out properties of [Gro66, ThéorA “me 8.10.5, Proposition 17.7.8]
give the result (see the proof of [RT24, Theorem 3.5] for more details). The essential surjectivity
of the second functor is then a consequence of the analogous of [RT24, Lemma 3.9] which can be
proved exactly the same way:

Lemma 3.2.3. Let M be a constructible Nori motive over a qcgs finite-dimensional Q-scheme X.
Then, there is a geometric Nori motive P as well as a map P — M & M|[1] whose cone C' is such
that C/n ~ C @ C[1] for some integer n.

We can now finish the proof of Assertion 1: we have to prove that the functors of type p, for p
proper preserve geometric objects. This is a consequence of the continuity property for geometric
objects and can be proved in the same fashion as in [RT24, Corollary 3.6]. Now, Assertion 1.
implies Assertion 2.(d) for a general f of finite which finishes the proof of Assertion 2.
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It remains to prove that constructible Nori motives are geometric. As in the case of DM,
this can be reduced by continuity, localisation and dévissage to the case where X is the spectrum
of a field and A is regular (see the proof of [RT24, Theorem 4.1}).

Lemma 3.2.4. Let k be a field of characteristic zero and let A be a commutative ring. Then, the
Artin motive functor
t: D(kst, A) — DN(k, A)

s a fully faithful monoidal functor. Furthermore any torsion Nori motive lies in its essential image.

Proof. If the result is known for A = Z, then the result for an arbitrary ring of coefficients A follows
from tensoring both sides with Mod,: this operation preserves full faithfulness according to [Hai22,
Lemma 2.14]. Now, using Lemma 1.3.1 and Rigidity Corollary 2.2.6, it suffices to show that this
result holds with A = Q. Then, the functor ¢ is the indization of the Artin motive functor

D(ket, Q) = D*(M(k, Q)
which is fully faithful. Indeed we have that the canonical functor
D’(Rep(Gal(k/k), A)) = D(ka, Q)

is an equivalence, and as all Artin motives are of weight 0 in Nori motives, the abelian category of
Artin motives is semi-simple, so that the above functor is fully faithful whenever it is fully faithful
on the hearts, which is proven in [HMS17, Proposition 9.4.3]. O

Let M be a constructible Nori motive. We have to show that M is geometric. Lemma 3.2.3
yields a geometric Nori motive P and a map P — M @& M[1] whose cone C' is such that C @ Q = 0.

We can then write C' = ¢D, with D a dualizable object of D(kct, A). In particular, it belongs to
the thick stable subcategory generated by the f;A for f finite étale according to [Rui22, 2.1.2.15].
Thus, its image C' through ¢ is constructible as ¢ is compatible with the functors f; and f* for f
finite étale: indeed ¢ = pnpr with pr the Artin motive functor to DM®; the same result is true
for p; using [CD16, A§4.4.2] and for px by Proposition 3.1.2. Finally, M @ M[1] is geometric and
therefore M is geometric. O

Corollary 3.2.5. Let A = colim; A; be a filtered colimit of rings. Then the canonical map
colim; DNgp, (X, Aj) = DNy (X, A)
s an equivalence.

Proof. As generators of DNy, (X, A) are clearly in the image, it suffices to prove fully faithfulness.
Moreover by continuity we can assume that X is of finite type over Q. Now this can be proven
after tensorisation by Q and Z/p. The rational part follows from the fact that DNym (X, A ® Q) =
DNy, (X, A) @ Perfg consists of the compact objects of DN(X, A ® Q) = DN(X,Q) ® Modgg and
the functor DN(X, Q) ® Modgg(—) commutes with filtered colimits of rings. If we mod out by p,
then the result follows from [RT24, Lemma 4.3]. O

Corollary 3.2.6. Let A be an ind-regular ring. The functor DNgy(—,A) is an étale hypersheaf
over qcqs finite-dimensional Q-schemes.

Proof. The condition of being constructible is étale local exactly as in [RT24, Lemma 2.5]. U
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Corollary 3.2.7. Let k be a subfield of C and let A =7 or Q. Then, the equivalence DN(k, A) —
Dn(k, A) induces an equivalence:

DNy (k, A) — D°(M(k, A))

Proof. If X — k is smooth, the Nori motive f;(Ax)(i) lands into D®(M(k, A)) so that the induced
functor is well defined and fully faithful. If k£ is algebraically closed, the result follows from the
definition Dy (k,A) = IndD?(M(k, A)) and Theorem 3.2.2. Since DNgy(—,A) and D°(M(—, A))
both define finitary étale sheaves over kg, the general case follows. O

Corollary 3.2.8. Let A — A’ be a morphism between commutative rings. The canonical map
DNgm (X, A) ®pert, Perfpr — DNgm (X, A)
is an equivalence.

Proof. We claim that it is sufficient to deal with the case A = Z. Indeed assume that
DNgm (X, Z) ®pert, Perf 4 — DNy (X, A)
is an equivalence for all rings A, then we have

DNgm (X, A) QPerf Perfpr ~ DNgm(X, Z) QPerf, Perf p QPerf Perf 5/
~ DNgm(X, Z) QPerf, Perf 5/
~ DNy (X, A').

It suffices to prove fully faithfulness as generators of DNgy, (X, A’) clearly are in the image. Let A
be a ring and let M, N be objects of DNgp (X, A). We will use that for any perfect complex of
A-modules P, the canonical map

mappy,,,(x,4) (M, N) ©4 P — mappy,,. x,4) (M, N @4 P) (3.2.8.1)

is an equivalence: this follows from the fact that P is a finite colimit of free A-modules. By
Corollary 3.2.5 we can assume that A’ is a ring of finite type over Z, that is a quotient Z[T7, ..., T,|/I
of a polynomial ring by an ideal. Say we knew the result for A’ = Z[T,...,T;]. Then as
Z|Ty,...,T,]/1 is a perfect Z[T},...,T,], the proof would be finished by (3.2.8.1). By induction it
suffices to prove that if the result is known for a Noetherian ring A, then we can show that it holds
for A[T]. But then writing

A[T] = colim,, A[X]<p,

with A[X]<, the polynomials of degree < n, using (3.2.8.1) we see that is suffices to prove that for
M, N in DNy, (X, A), the map

colim, mappy,,, (x,4)(M; N ®a A[X]<,) = mappy,,, (x,4) (M, colim, N ®4 A[X]<n)

is an equivalence. Finally, this can be checked after tensorisation by Q (where this holds because
M becomes compact), and after tensorisation by Z/p where this follows from [HRS23, Lemma 5.3]
(note that loc. cit. is stated for a ring and not a derived ring, but the proof is the same for our
derived ring A®7zZ/p: pushforwards commutes with uniformly bounded below colimits by [BGH20,
Corollary 3.10.5] and then one has to prove the statement for the internal Hom, which is obvious
is M is dualizable, and follows in general by dévissage.) O

Remark 3.2.9. The same proof gives the same result for DM;H.
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3.3 Compatibilities of the six functors and Verdier duality

We now study the compatibility of the Nori realisation with the six functors. We also show that the
six functors induce functors on constructible motives when restricted to quasi-excellent schemes.
Recall that by [AGV22, Theorem 4.6.1] this is also the case for DM®".

Theorem 3.3.1. Let A be a commutative ring. Over qcgs Q-schemes of finite dimension, the Nori
realisation:

pN = — @A DM®(— A) — DN(—, A)

is compatible with the operations of type f*, fv, fi, f', @ and Hom(M,—) for M of geometric
origin.

Proof. The theorem amounts to proving that the exchange transformations are equivalences, which
can be tested after tensoring those maps with Q or Z/pZ for any prime number p. After tensoring
with Z/pZ, the Nori realisation becomes an equivalence so the exchange maps are also equivalences.
After tensoring with Q, those maps can be interpreted as the same maps but with coefficients AQQ
since the operations of type f*, fs, fi, f' and Hom(M, —) for M of geometric origin are compatible
with rationalisation by Assertion 2. of Theorem 3.2.2. Hence, we can assume that A is a Q-algebra.

The case of left adjoints is given by the definitions of the operations f*, fi and ® on DN(—, A).
Now recall that if X is a qcgs Q-scheme, we have

DN(X, A) = DMét(X, A) ®DMé°(SpCC(Q),A) DN(SPGC(@)a A)

and that the operation f* on DN is defined as f* @ Idpn(spec(Q),a)- Recall that DMét(Spec(Q), A)
is compactly generated by [EHIK21b, Lemma 5.1] and that DN(Spec(Q),A) is also compactly
generated by [Iwal8, Lemma 2.6]. Recall also that if f: Y — X is a morphism of schemes, the
functor f* preserves compact objects and therefore the functor f, is colimit-preserving. We can
therefore apply Proposition 1.1.1 to show that f. ® Idpn(spec(@),a) is right adjoint to this functor
which exactly means that f, is compatible with the Nori realisation. The case of the functor
Hom(M, —) can be deduced by the same argument applied to the functor M ® — because geometric
objects are compact (as the generators are the images of compact étale motives). O

Proposition 3.3.2. Let A be a commutative ring. The siz functors preserve the category DNgm (—, A)
when restricted to quasi-excellent finite-dimensional Q-schemes and to morphisms of finite type be-
tween these schemes. More precisely

1. If X is a qcgs Q-scheme, then ®n induces a monoidal structure on DNgm (X, A). It is closed
when X is quasi-excellent and finite-dimensional.

2. If f is a morphism between qcqs Q-schemes, then f* preserves geometric objects. If f is
furthermore of finite type, then fi also preserves geometric objects.

3. If f is a morphism of finite type between quasi-excellent finite-dimensional Q-schemes, then
f« and f' preserve geometric objects.

Proof. The first part of (1), as well as (2) have already been proved in Theorem 3.2.2. For the
rest of the proposition, we can work over quasi-excellent finite-dimensional Q-schemes which are
Noetherian by assumption, so that the results of [CD16] apply.

Let X be a quasi-excellent finite-dimensional Q-scheme. The motives of type px(M) with M
in DMgEn(X ,A) generate DNy (X, A) as a thick subcategory of DN(X,A). Therefore, the result
follows from the same result for DMgﬁn which is [CD16, Corollary 6.2.14] and from the compatibility
of the six functors with the Nori realisation which is Theorem 3.3.1. O
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Proposition 3.3.3. Let A be a commutative ring. Consider an excellent scheme B of dimension
2 or less as well as a reqular separated B-scheme of finite type S, endowed with a geometric and ®-
invertible object wg in DN(S,A). For any separated morphism of finite type f: X — S, we define
the Verdier duality functor Dx by the formula

Dx (M) := Homy (M, f'(ws)).
Then, for any geometric Nori motive M, the canonical map M — Dx(Dx(M)) is an isomorphism.

Proof. From the compatibility of the Nori realisation with the six functors (Theorem 3.3.1) and
the same result for étale motives [CD16, Theorem 6.2.17], we deduce the result when wg = Ag.
This implies the result in general using [CD19, Proposition 4.4.22]. O

Remark 3.3.4. A priori with rational coefficients we have two Verdier duality functors, at least
rationally: the one constructed using the above formula, and the one obtained using the universal
property of Nori motives. Thankfully, these two functors are canonically isomorphic by Terenzi’s
[Ter24, Proposition 5.19]. The proof uses the existence of a Nori realisation of rational étale motives.

3.4 The /-adic realisation

In this paragraph, we define the f-adic realisation on Nori motives.

Proposition 3.4.1. Let A be a commutative ring, let X be a qcgs Q-scheme and let £ be a prime
number. The maps
D(Xéta A)tors ﬁL} DMCt(Xa A)tors P_N) DN(X, A)tors

D(Xg, A)) BN DM®(X, A)) LY/ DN(X,A);

are equivalences.

Proof. The second row of equivalences follows from the first and from the identification of p-torsion
objects with p-complete objects. By Lemma 1.3.1, it suffices to prove the first identification after
tensoring with Mody/,,7. The proposition then follows from the rigidity theorem [BH21, Theorem
3.1] and from the fact that the canonical map 1x/n — 4% /n is an equivalence. O

Definition 3.4.2. Let X be a qcqs Q-scheme. The big f-adic realisation of Nori motives is the
functor .

R)'®: DN(X, Z) D, DN(X, Z)) = D(Xer, Z))
Remark 3.4.3. As in [CD16, Section 7.2], we can endow D(—¢, Z); with the six functors formalism
and show that the big f-adic realisation is compatible with the six functors.

We now construct the ¢-adic realisation for constructible motives. It will land into the category
of constructible sheaves of [BS15, HRS23].

Construction 3.4.4. If X is a qcgs finite-dimensional Q-scheme, we have maps:

big

R _ n
DN(X,Z) s D(Xey, 7)) —ZH2,

D(Xet, Z/0"Z).

The image of DNgp, (X, Z) through the latter is contained in the subcategory of constructible sheaves
Deons(Xet, Z/0"Z) (that is those complexes whose restriction to any open affine subset are dualizable
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on a finite stratification). The change of sites from the étale to the pro-étale site then induces an
equivalence
Dcons (Xéty Z/EnZ) — Dcons (Xproéty Z/f”Z)

using [HRS23, Proposition 7.1]. We therefore get a map
DNgm (X, Z) — lim Deons(Xet, Z /0" Z).

[HRS23, Proposition 5.1] ensures that the right hand side is equivalent to Deons(Xprost, Ze¢) the
oo-category of constructible proétale sheaves (again, those complexes whose restriction to any open
affine subset are dualizable on a finite stratification but in the pro-étale world). The categories
Deons ((—)proct, Z¢) are endowed with the six functors over quasi-excellent base schemes using [BS15,
Section 6.7]; these are defined by passing to the limit from the functors over Deons((—)est, Z/0"7Z)
which are induced from those over D(—¢,Z/¢"Z). This yields a map

Ry: DNgm(—, Z) — Dcons((_)ét7 Zf)

compatible with the six functors over quasi-excellent schemes which we call the ¢-adic realisation.
Finally, if A is a localisation of a ring integral and flat over Z, we can tensor the above functor
by Perf, over Perfy to get the f-adic realisation

RE: DNgm(_a A) — Dcons((_)proéta ZZ) ®Poer Perf[\ l> Dcons((_)proéta AZ)a

where the last equivalence is [HS23, Corollary 2.3].

This functor is compatible with the functors of type ®, f* and fi and when we restrict to
quasi-excellent base schemes and to finite type morphisms, it is compatible with the functors of
type f. and f'. Indeed, the same is true for the f-adic realisation of étale motives and therefore
this follows from Theorem 3.3.1.

Proposition 3.4.5. Let A be a localisation of a flat integral extension of Z. Let X be a qcgs
Q-scheme of finite dimension.

1. If A is a Q-algebra, and £ is a prime number, then the £-adic realisation functor
RZ: DNgm(X7 A) — Dcons (Xproét7 AZ)
18 conservative.

2. Otherwise, the family of the Ry where £ ¢ A* is conservative.

Proof. We first show the first assertion. By continuity (Theorem 3.2.2), we can reduce to the case
where X is a finite type Q-scheme. As A is a Q-algebra, we have by [Tub23, Corollary 2.19] an
equivalence

DNgm (X, A) 5 DY (Mperv (X, Q) ®pers, Perfy.

Moreover using the description of mapping spectra in tensor products provided by [HL23, Propo-
sition 3.5.5] we see that if the functor

R€: DNgm(Xa @) — Dcons (Xproéta @Z)

is conservative, so is the functor of the proposition. Thus this follows from [IM24, Proposition
6.11].

We now prove the second assertion. As the family {—®Q, —®Z/lZ | ¢ ¢ A*} is conservative,
it suffices to show that if R;(M/¢) vanishes, then so does M /¢ for M a geometric motive. This
amounts to the rigidity theorem. O
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3.5 Some conjectural aspects of the construction

Let X be a finite-dimensional gcgs Q-scheme and let A be a commutative ring. By construction
we have a functor
pn: DM (X, A) — DN(X,A).

Proposition 3.5.1. Assume that for all fields K of finite transcendence degree over Q, the oo-
category DMgEn(K, Q) is endowed with a motivic t-structure. Then for X as above, the functor px
is an equivalence.

Proof. First, note that the functor py is the tensorisation by Modp of the functor with coefficients
Z, so that it suffices to deal with this case. Moreover as this functor is an equivalence after being
tensored by Modgz,,,z for all n € N*, it suffices to check that it becomes an equivalence after being
tensored by Modg. As A% is pulled back from Spec(Q), it also suffices to prove that py is an
equivalence over Spec(Q). The result then follows from [Tub23, Theorem 4.11]. O

Remark 3.5.2. The hypothesis in the previous proposition could be weakened. Indeed it is very
possible that using Pridham’s [Pri20, Section 2.5], one can prove that if DMgfm(Spec(Q), Q) has a
motivic t-structure, then the functor

DMgn(Spec(Q), Q) = D(Ind M(Q,Q))

is fully faithful, so that, because its image is D?(M(Q,Q)) (because M(Q, Q) is Noetherian, see
[Hub93]), this induces an equivalence DMy, (Spec(Q), Q) ~ D*(M(Q, Q)), thus the functor

DM (Spec(Q), Q) — DN(Spec(Q), Q)

is an equivalence, meaning that the map of rings 1, ®7Q — A4} @ is an equivalence. In other terms,
to prove that DMgfm(X , A) has a motivic t-structure for all X as above and A, it “suffices” to prove
that DMS;n(SpeC(Q),Q) has a motivic t-structure. One could also further reduce to Spec(Q) by
étale descent.

Let k be a subfield of C. In [Ayol7, Remark 2.13], Ayoub raises the possibility that, while
the Betti realisation is not conservative in general on DM®*(k, Q) and thus the latter cannot be the
derived category of ind-motives, the Verdier quotient

DM®(k, Q)" := DM (k, Q) /kerpp

could be equivalent to D(Ind M(Q, Q)).
Keeping in mind Proposition 3.5.1, we confirm Ayoub’s intuition with the following proposition
by using Lurie’s technology of prestable co-categories:

Proposition 3.5.3. Let k be a subfield of C and let A be a regular ring such that k is of finite
A-cohomological dimension. Denote by DN(k,A)* the Verdier quotient of DN(k,A) by the kernel
of the Betti realisation. Then the presentable co-category DN(k,A)b admits a separated t-structure
whose heart is canonically Ind M(k,A), and the natural functor

D(Ind M(k,A)) — DN(k, A)’

s an equivalence.
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Proof. First by Proposition 2.2.8 (or say, the same proof with Z replaced by A), the heart of
DN(k,A) is Ind M(k,A). Denote by K the kernel of the Betti realisation on DN(k,Z). As the
Betti realisation is t-exact, the t-structure of DN(k,Z) induces a t-structure on . Moreover, if
M € K2, then by [Hub93, Lemma 1.3] we can write M = colim M; as a filtered colimit of objects
M; € M(k, A) with injective transitions. In particular, because Rg(M) = 0, each Rp(M;) = 0 thus
M; =0, so that M = 0. Thus, there is a t-structure on DN(k, A)b such that the projection functor
DN(k,A) — DN(k, A)’ is t-exact.

We claim that the t-structure on C := DN(k, A)” is left complete (in homological conventions,
this would be right complete), meaning that the functor

colim(---—>C<_1—>C<0—>C<1—>...)—>C

is an equivalence. By [LurSAG, C.2.4.3] if k is algebraically closed, because the t-structure on
D?(M(k, A)) is bounded, the induced t-structure on DN(k, A) is left complete. If k is not alge-
braically closed we want to pass the colimit out of the homotopy fixed points under the action of the
absolute Galois group. This is authorised because the action of the Galois group is t-exact hence
the conditions of [LurHA, Proposition 4.7.4.19] are verified. Thus, the t-structure on DN(k, A) is
left complete. Because the t-structure restricts to K, the t-structure on K is also left complete as a
colimit a fully faithful functors is fully faithful. But then as C = cofib(K — DN(k, A)) and colimits
commute with colimits, this implies that C has a left complete t-structure.

The Betti realisation factors through DN(k, A)’ to give a t-exact conservative functor.
particular, as D(A) has a right separated t-structure (this means that if a complex K in D(A)
satisfies 777" K = 0 for all positive integers n, then K = 0), this is also the case of DN(k:,A)b.
Thus by [LurSAG, Theorem C.5.4.9], there exists a canonical t-exact functor

D(Ind M(k, A)) — DN(k, A)

In
<0

that commutes with colimits. In fact as both of these categories have left complete t-structures (see
[LurHA, 1.3.5.21] and [LurSAG, C.1.2.10 (b)]) this functor is obtained by stabilising the canonical
functor

D<Y(Ind M(k,A)) — DN<O(k, A)°

of Grothendieck prestable co-categories whose restriction to Ind M(k, A) is the identity.

Finally, we claim that the Grothendieck prestable co-category C<? is 0-complicial. Because of
[LurSAG, Proposition C.5.3.3] it suffices to prove that DN(k, A)S" is 0-complicial. This means that
given M € DN(k,A)S%, there exists A € Ind M(k,A) and a map A — M such that the induced
map H°(A) — H°(M) is an epimorphism. By [LurSAG, C.5.8.8 and C.6.7.3] and our assumption
on k the prestable co-category DN(k, A)S? is 0-complicial (see also the proof of [Ant21, Corollary
6.5]). Using the characterisation of D(Ind M(k, A)) by Lurie in [LurSAG, Remark C.5.4.11], all of
this implies that the functor

D(Ind M(k,A)) — DN(k, A)’

is an equivalence. O

Using this, we can show that a conjecture of Ayoub ([Ayol7, Conjecture 2.8]) holds for Nori
motives:

Corollary 3.5.4. Let k be a subfield of C and let A be a regqular ring such that k is of finite A-
cohomological dimension. Let M € DNgpy(k,A) be a geometric Nori motive and let F € DN(k, A)
be killed by the Betti realisation. Then the group

Hompng,a)(F, M) =0
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vanishes.

Proof. Because M (k,A) is Noetherian the above Proposition 3.5.3 and [Hub93, Proposition 2.2]
imply that the functor
7: DNgm (k, A) — DN(k, A)

is fully faithful. We can write F = colim; IV; as a filtered colimit of objects in DNy (k, A), and we
have

Hompy ) (F, M) =~ lilim Hompy g, a) (Ni, M)
=~ lim Hompy g, ) (7(Ni), 7(M))

~ Hompy a0 ((F), 7(M))
~ Hompy s 2y (0, 7(M)) = 0.

4 The abelian category of ordinary Nori motives.

4.1 Relative Nori motives as a pullback and the ordinary t-structure

Until further notice, k is an algebraically closed subfield of C. For each finite type k-scheme X,
Ayoub constructed in [Ayol0] a Betti realisation functor

ps: DM (X, A) — D(X™, 7Z)

to the derived category of analytic sheaves of abelian groups on X?". Let % be the algebra in
DM¢® (k, Z) representing Betti cohomology [Ayo22, Notation 1.57] and if X is a finite type k-scheme,
let Zx be the pullback of %, to X. Ayoub considered the functor on finite type k-schemes

Mod,_ (DM*(—,Z)): (Seh{')” — CAlg(Pr})

of which he gave an explicit description in [Ayo22, Theorem 1.93]: he proved that the tautological
functor DM®*(—, Z) — Mody, _, (DM®(—,7Z)) factors the refined Betti realisation

pB: DM®(—,Z) = Ind Deons((—)™, Z)

where Deons((—)*",Z) denotes the category of constructible analytic complexes, and that for any
finite type k-scheme X, the induced functor Modg, (DM®(X,Z)) — Ind Deons((—)*,Z) is fully
faithful. Its essential image is furthermore compactly generated: it is the indisation of a full
subcategory Dgm (X®",Z) of Deons(X?",Z) of complexes of geometric origin.

The realisation to Nori motives

px: DM(—,Q) - DN(—,Q)
factors the refined Betti realisation of étale motives, hence there exists a map of algebra
ox: Nx0 = Bxo

compatible with pullback by finite type morphisms.
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Proposition 4.1.1. There exist a natural map of algebras Nx — Bx giving back px after ratio-
nalisation. Moreover, it induces a pullback diagram

Nx —— Bx

Lo

Proof. Let A be the pullback
A — Bx

|7
r/VX@ E— %X,Q

Thanks to Artin’s Comparison Theorem [SGA4, Exposé XI, ThéorA 'me 4.4 & Exposé XVI,
ThéorA "me 4.1] (see also Step 1 of the proof of [Ayo22, Lemma 1.107]), the Hasse arithmetic
fracture square for Zx is of the form:

,@X E—— limn ]lx/n
|7 |
C@XQ —_— (limn ﬂx/n) ®Q
so that by pasting pullbacks, A also fits in the pullback square
e/‘/)(7(@ R (limn ]lx/n) X @

where we recognise the Hasse fracture square of .47 (the arrow are the correct ones because the
equivalence A /n — %Bx /n factors the equivalence 1x/n — %Bx/n.) O

Therefore we have a canonical functor
DN(—,Z) — Ind Dgp, ((—)™", Z).

Corollary 4.1.2. Relative Nori motives with integral coefficients (even relative to a non alge-
braically closed field) have a Betti realisation

DN(—,Z) — D((—)*",Z).
which is compatible with the six functors.

Proposition 4.1.3. The square

DN(—,Z) —— IndDgy ((—)*",Z)

J |

DN(_7 Q) — Ind ng((_)an7 Q)

is cocartesian in Fun(Sch)?, CAlg(Pr%)).
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Proof. 1t suffices to check the proposition after evaluating at a finite type k-scheme X. If we let
P(X) be the pullback of the proposition, there is a functor DN(X,Z) — P(X). This functor
preserves compact objects, thus its right adjoint commutes with colimits, whence commutes with
— ® Q so that we may us Lemma 1.3.1. O

This pullback square allows us to endow the DN(X,Z) with a t-structure. Recall first that if
A is regular, the category Dcons(X®*, A) is endowed with a t-structure induced by the t-structure
of D(X® A). Lurie’s [LurSAG, Lemma C.2.4.3] ensures that Ind Deons (X, A) is endowed with
a t-structure whose negative (resp. positive) objects are the filtered colimits of negative (resp.
positive) objects, and that therefore, the canonical functor

Ind Deons (X, A) — D(X?*", A)

is t-exact. One consequence of [Ayo22, Theorem 1.93], is that Dgy, (X*",A) has a t-structure
induced by that of Dcons(X®",A); we will denote its heart by Shgpy,(X?**,A). Using [LurSAG,
Lemma C.2.4.3] again, the stable co-category Ind Dgp, ((—)*", A) has a t-structure which we call the
ordinary t-structure.

On the other hand, we have DN(X, Q) = Ind D?(M ey (X, Q)). In [Tub23, Definition 2.1], the
second author defined a t-structure on D®(Mpery (X, Q)) that is called the constructible t-structure
in the quoted paper but that we will call the ordinary t-structure in this paper for consistency.
Denote its heart by Myq(X,Q), then by [Tub23, Corollary 2.19], the natural map

D*(Mora(X,Q)) = D’ (Mpery (X, Q))

is an equivalence. Furthermore, the functor D?(Moq(X,Q)) — Dgm(X?®, Q) is t-exact with the
ordinary t-structure on both sides. Therefore, using Lemma 1.2.1, we get

Proposition 4.1.4. Let X be a finite type k-scheme, there is a t-structure on DN(X,Z) such
that the rationalisation, endowed with its ordinary t-structure, and the Betti realisation are t-exact.
Furthermore, we have a pullback square:

DN(X,Z)¥ ——— Ind Shgn, (X, 7Z)

| |

Ind Mipa (X, Q) —— Ind Shyy (X2, Q).

Definition 4.1.5. Let X be a finite type k-scheme and let A be a commutative ring. The ordinary
t-structure on DN(X, A) is defined by its negative part which is the pullback

DN(X,A)S" —— DN(X,A)
| - |
DN(X,Z)S® —— DN(X,7Z)
where the vertical map is the forgetful functor of the A-module structure (note that although it
is more naturally a right adjoint, this functor commutes with colimits). Recall that by [LurHA,

Proposition 1.4.4.11] the fact that the category DN(X, A)S? is closed under all colimits implies that
it is the left part of a t-structure.
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Proposition 4.1.6. Let A be a commutative ring. The Betti realisation functor
DN(X,A) — D(X* A)
is t-exact. Moreover, if A is reqular then the refined Betti realisation functor
DN(X,A) — Ind Dgp, (X", A)

1s also t-exact.
If A — A is a map of commutative rings, then the forgetful functor

DN(X,A") — DN(X,A)
is t-exact and hence its left adjoint — @5 A is right t-exact.

Proof. Because the functor
D(X* A') — D(X?* A)

is t-exact and conservative, and the functor
Ind Dgp, (X*,A) — D(X*,A)

is t-exact whenever A is regular, conservative on compact objects and all t-structures are compatible
with filtered colimits, it suffices to show that the forgetful functor

DN(X,A’) — DN(X, A)

is t-exact to obtain directly all statements of the proposition. Moreover by conservativity of the
forgetful functor
fo: DN(X,A) — DN(X, Z)

it suffices to deal with the case (A,A’) = (Z,A) with A a commutative ring. In this case, by
definition, we know that our functor f4 is right t-exact. But the endo-functor fs(— ®z A) of
DN(X,Z) is right t-exact (this can be checked after rationalisation and refined Betti realisation)
so that the functor

—®z A: DN(X,Z) — DN(X, A)

is right t-exact. Thus by [BBD82, Proposition 1.3.17] the right adjoint f4 is left t-exact. O

Now let k be any subfield of C and let k be its algebraic closure in C. Let X be a finite type
k scheme and A be a commutative ring.

Proposition 3.1.5 and Proposition 3.1.4, together with Proposition 1.4.2, we know that the
natural functor

DN(X, A) — DN(X;, A)"Gal(k/k)

is an equivalence. As all the o are t-exact on DN(Xj,A), there is a canonical t-structure on
DN(X,A). It has all the good properties of the t-structure on Ind Dy (X?", A). We proved:

Theorem 4.1.7. For each finite type k-scheme X there is a ordinary t-structure on DN(X, A) such
that rationalisation and the Betti realisation are t-exact. This t-structure is compatible with filtered
colimits and right complete. Furthermore, we have a natural equivalence:
hGal(k/k)
DN(X,4)% = (DN(X,0)7)
A classical question when dealing with motivic t-structure is to know whether a reasonable

t-structure on the big category of motives restricts to the small category of constructible motives.
This is one of the purpose of the next section.
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4.2 The ordinary t-structure on geometric Nori motives

In this section, we show how the constructions on the big categories induce a t-structure on geo-
metric Nori motives and extend the definition to quite general Q-schemes.

Proposition 4.2.1. Let A be a commutative ring. Let k be an algebraically closed subfield of C
and let X be a finite type k-scheme. Then, we have a cartesian square induced by the square of
Proposition 4.1.3

DNgm (X, A) —— Dy (X2, A)

| |

DNgm(Xa A ® Q) — ng(Xan7A ® Q)

Proof. Using [EHIK21b, Lemma 2.2], it suffices to show that we have a pullback square after
passing to the Ind-categories. When A = Z, this is Proposition 4.1.3 because Theorem 3.2.2 en-
sures that DN(X,Z) and DN(X,Q) are compactly generated with compact objects DNy (X, Z)
and DNgp, (X, Q) respectively. As tensoring with Mod, preserves limits because it is compactly
generated hence a dualizable object of Pr®, the general case follows by taking A-modules in
Proposition 4.1.3. O

Proposition 4.2.2. Let A be a regular ring. Let k be a subfield of C and let X be a finite type
k-scheme. The ordinary t-structure on DN(X,A) defined in Theorem 4.1.7 induces a t-structure
on DNgm (X, A) such that the refined Betti realisation functor

Rp: DNy (X, A) — Dy (X A)

is conservative and t-exact. In particular, letting Moa(X,A) be the heart of this t-structure, we
get a faithful exact functor
Mord (X, A) = Shgm, (X, A).

Proof. When k is algebraically closed, the result follows from the pullback square of Proposition 4.2.1
above, from Lemma 1.2.1 and from the same statement with rational coefficients. Note that here,
the assumption that A is regular is needed to ensure that Dgy, (X?", A) is endowed with a t-structure.

In the general case, let f: Xz — X be the canonical map. Using the regularity of A again,
Corollary 3.2.6 ensures that DNgy(—, A) is an étale sheaf; therefore a motive M in DN(X,Z) is
geometric if and only if its image through the functor f* is geometric. As the functor f* is also
t-exact by definition of the t-structure, this ensures that 7<°(M) is geometric when M is. Hence,
the subcategory DNgm (X, Z) of DN(X,Z) is stable under truncation and the result follows. O

Remark 4.2.3. Any t-exactness property which is valid for the ordinary t-structure on constructible
sheaves is valid for the ordinary t-structure on Nori motives. In particular, pullback functors are
t-exact and so is the tensor product with respect to both variable.

If X is a qcgs finite-dimensional Q-scheme, we can write it as a filtered colimit of finite type Q-
schemes. Continuity (Theorem 3.2.2) and Lemma 1.2.2 yield a t-structure on DM;H(X ,\) because
the functors of type f* are t-exact. This t-structure doesn’t depend on the way X is written as a
colimit, again because the f* are t-exact. Hence, the following definition makes sense:

Definition 4.2.4. Let A be a regular ring. Let X be a qcgs finite-dimensional Q-scheme. The
ordinary t-structure on DNgp, (X, A) is the only t-structure which coincides with the already defined
ordinary t-structure over schemes of finite type over a subfield of C and such that the functors of
type f* are t-exact for any morphism f. We denote its heart by My q(X, A).
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Proposition 4.2.5. Assume that A is of localisation of a ring integral and flat over Z. Then the
functor

R,
DNgm(Xy A) _e> DCOHS(XpI‘Oét7 AZ) - D(Xproéty AZ)
1s t-exact.

Proof. By definition of the t-structure, since Ry, is compatible with pullbacks, we can assume that
X is a finite type Q-scheme. If x is a point of X, denote by i, its inclusion in X. By [CD19,
Proposition 4.3.17], the family of the i} is conservative. As it is also t-exact, we can reduce to the
case where X = Spec(k) with k a subfield of C. The pullback (Spec(C) — Spec(k))* is conservative
and t-exact because of Proposition 4.2.2. Hence, we can assume that X = Spec(C). In that case,
the commutative diagram given in the proof of [Ayo23, Proposition 6.10] yields a commutative
diagram:

DN (X, A) —2 Perf,

—®aA
% J,AZ

Perfy,
As the functor — ®j Ay is t-exact, this implies the result. O

Remark 4.2.6. As the f-adic realisation is also conservative by Proposition 3.4.5, any t-exactness
property of the ordinary t-structure on ¢-adic sheaves transfers to the ordinary t-structure on Nori
motives.

Remark 4.2.7. Let k be a subfield of C and let X be a k-variety. Arapura considered in [Aral3]
an abelian category of motivic sheaves modelled on constructible sheaves. By construction, his
category M arapura(X,Z) has an unique property, so that there exists a faithful exact functor
Marapura (X, Z) — Mopa(X,Z) compatible with the Betti realisations. We do not know much
about this functor, except that it is an equivalence for X = Spec(k).

4.3 The derived category of ordinary Nori motives
We now prove that DNy, is the derived category of ordinary Nori motives following Nori [Nor02].
To that end, we first need:

Lemma 4.3.1. The functor D’ (Mq(—, A)) is a finitary étale hypersheaf on qcgs finite-dimensional
schemes.

Proof. Because for f an étale map, the functors f* and fi are t-exact, they exist on D?(Mgq(—, A))
as an adjunction, compatible with the realisation functor

D®(Mora(—, A)) = DNg(—, A)

which is conservative. Thus, because DNgy, (—, A) is an étale hypersheaf, the functor Mopq(—, A)
is an étale sheaf: it is a sub presheaf of DNy (—, A) and the cohomological amplitude with respect
to the ordinary t-structure can be tested étale-locally. Hence, the same proof as Proposition 2.1.8
gives the descent result. The finitarity result follows from Lemma 1.2.3 and the finitarity property
of DNgp,. O

Theorem 4.3.2. Let A be a reqular ring which is flat over Z. Let X be a qcgs finite-dimensional
Q-scheme. Then, the canonical functor

D?(Mra(X, A)) = DNg (X, A)

is an equivalence.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.3.1, continuity and Zariski hyperdescent for DNy, (—, A), we can assume that
X is of finite type over Q and separated. Note that by [Bei87, Lemma 1.4], to prove the theorem,
it is sufficient to prove that for any pair of Nori motives M, N in Mq(X, A) and any integer i > 0,
the map

Extyceay (M, N) = Hompy g, x,a)) (M, Ni]) = Hompy,, (x,4) (M, NTi])
is an isomorphism, which, given the characterisation of the Ext?, is equivalent to the functor
b= Hompy,,, x,a) (M, (=)[i]): Mora(X,A) — Ab

being effaceable for each i > 0 and each M in Mq(X,A). More explicitly, this means that for
every Nori motive N in My4(X, A), there exists a monomorphism f: N — P whose image under
our functor E, vanishes.

The proof of this fact is then very similar to the proof the second author gave, following Nori,
in the case of Nori motives with rational coefficients (see [Nor02, Tub23]). Until the end of this
proof, we will call admissible an Nori motive M in Mq(X, A) such that for all ¢ > 0 the functor
E¢, is effaceable.

By remarking that all the proofs that lead to [Tub23, Corollary 2.16] work verbatim with
integral coefficients (because we only use the four operations f*, f,, f', fi, geometric arguments and
the vanishing [Tub23, Lemma 2.6] works with integral coefficients because Nori proved it in this
generality in [Nor(02, Proposition 2.2]), we know that the constant object Ax is admissible on X.
To be more precise, we first prove by induction on n the admissibility of the constant object on
Ag (the case n = 0 is true because we already know the theorem in that case by Corollary 3.2.7,
while the induction uses well chosen projection to A" ! and the already cited [Tub23, Lemma 2.6]).
Then, using Noether normalisation one can prove that the result is true for any affine scheme.
Finally, because our scheme is separated, we can do an induction on the numbers of affine open
subsets needed to cover X and deduce that Ax is indeed admissible on X

The next step is to prove that any torsion-free lisse sheaf L on X is admissible. This follows
from the fact that because L is dualizable, the functor — ® L is t-exact, because L is torsion-free
(this can be checked after realisation and then on stalks so that this reduces to the same statement
about modules) and left adjoint of a t-exact functor; thus by [Tub23, Corollary 2.13] the object
A ® L = L is admissible. Using [Tub23, Corollary 2.13] again, the functor f for f étale preserves
admissibility: the functors f* and fi are t-exact because they are t-exact after taking the Betti
realisation. Moreover by [Tub23, Lemma 2.10], if one has a short exact sequence

0= M —-M-—M -0

with M’ and M" admissible, then M is admissible. Now if L is a lisse motive, then we have the
short exact sequence
0 — Liors —+ L — Lgy = 0

with Lo the biggest torsion subobject and Ly, torsion-free. Note that Lios and L are also lisse
because they are after taking the Betti realisation. Hence Ly¢, is admissible.

We claim that Ly is also admissible. As it is torsion, it is in fact of the form «(F") for a lisse
étale sheaf on X: it is of the form «(F') because of Proposition 3.4.1 and F is lisse because the functor
D(X¢t, A) — D(X?, A) is conservative and the image of F' in DN(X, A) is dualizable, and thus its
image in D(X®", A) is also dualizable which yields the dualisability of I’ by conservativity. Choose
some f: U — X étale such that f*F = N is a constant A-module. We can choose a surjection
A" — N, so that by t-exactness of fi, we have a composition of surjections fiA" — fif*F — F.
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Let K be the kernel of this composed surjection. It is also a lisse and torsion-free étale sheaf: the
ring A is flat over Z which is a Dedeking domain, so that a subobject of a torsion-free object is
again torsion-free. Thus, in D*(Ma(X, A)) we have an exact triangle

UK) = t(fiN") — Liors-
Because ((K) and ¢(fiA™) are admissible, for any motive P € Myq(X,A) the maps

map po(aq(x,a)) (LK), P) = mappy,,, (x,4) (LK), P)

and

map ps g x,a)) (L(FIA"), P) = mappy,,. x,a) (L(fiA"), P)
are equivalences. Thus the analogous map for L. is an equivalence so that Ly is also admissible.
This implies that L is admissible. Now, the same proof as [Tub23, Theorem 2.18] (which is the

same proof as [Nor(2, Proposition 3.10]) gives by dévissage that any motive is admissible, finishing
the proof. O

4.4 Applications: motivic Leray spectral sequence; arc descent

The existence of ordinary integral Nori motives implies that the Leray spectral sequence, with
integral coefficients, is motivic; this is a generalisation of [IM24, Section 5.4] and [Ara05].

Proposition 4.4.1. Let X be a finite type k-scheme with k a subfield of C. Let F be an object of
the abelian category Sheons(X?™,Z) of constructible sheaves of abelian groups over X. Assume that
F is motivic, meaning that it is the image of some integral Nori motive under the Betti realisation.

Let
xLy4z
be morphisms of finite type C-schemes. Then the Leray spectral sequence
Eb? = RPg.RIf.F = RPM(go f) F
is the image of a spectral sequence in Mopq(Z).

Proof. This is a consequence of the existence of the t-structure and the functoriality of pushfor-
wards. O

As an application of the existence of the ordinary t-structure, we prove that Nori motives
afford arc-descent.

Theorem 4.4.2. Let A be a reqular ring. The functor DNgy (—, A) satisfies arc-hyperdescent over
finite-dimensional qcgs Q-schemes.

Proof. As
DNgin (X, A) = | DNgp (X, A)7

we see that to prove that DNgy, (—, A) is an arc-hypersheaf, it suffices to show that DNgy, (—, A)[_"’”]
is an arc-hypersheaf (hence even an arc-sheaf), where the truncation is taken for the ordinary t-
structure.

The presheaf DNgm(—,A)[_"vn} takes values in Catoni1 which is compactly generated by
cotruncated objects (see [BM21, Example 3.6 (3)]). We consider

F: (SCh?QCqS)Op — Catant1
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its left Kan extension to (Sch?chs)"p the category of non necessarily finite-dimensional qcgs Q-
schemes. By Theorem 3.2.2 we have that F(X) = DNgy (X, A)™" for X of finite dimension. We
may now apply the main theorem of [BM21]: a finitary v-sheaf taking values in an oo-category
which is compactly generated by cotruncated objects is an arc-sheaf if and only if it is excisive. By
definition, F is finitary.

First, we want to prove that F is a v-sheaf. Given a v-covering f: Y — X, we can write it as
lim; (f;: Y; — X;) with X; and Y; of finite type over Q. Moreover, as the sheaf condition for f and F
is finite because it is a totalisation in an co-category which is compactly generated by cotruncated
objects, it is compatible with the filtered colimit of the continuity. Hence, it suffices to show
that DNgm(—,A)[_"’”] is a v-sheaf when restricted to finite type Q-schemes, but for Noetherian
schemes the v-topology and the h-topology agree, so that this is follows from Proposition 3.1.5
and Theorem 3.2.2 (in fact in our setting there is a simpler proof thanks to the t-structure: one
can do as in [BM21, Proposition 5.11], in which they reduce v-descent to descent along proper
surjective map thanks to étale hyperdescent, and then the proper base change implies the result,
with a combination of Barr-Beck-Lurie theorem and the finitary property. This proof essentially
dates back to Deligne in [Del90]).

Next, we prove that F satisfies excision. Because any Milnor square can be approximated by
Milnor squares of finite-dimensional schemes ([EHIK21a, Lemma 3.2.6]), it suffices to prove that
DNgm (X, A)[_”’“} satisfies excision on finite type Q-schemes. We first prove that this is true for the
whole bounded category DNy, (X, A). The proof is entirely analogous to the proof of Milnor excision
for DMgﬁn in [RT24, Proposition 5.3]: the proof is cut in two, the rationalised part which follows
from [EHTK21b], and the torsion part that follows from [BM21]. To prove that DNgy,(—, A)l="
satisfies excision as well, it suffices to show that given a Milnor square

Wk, y

G

7 —* 5 X

if M belongs to DNg, (X, A) and is such that f*M and i*M are in cohomological degrees [—n,n]
then in fact M is also in degrees [—n,n|. This is true because the map ZUY — X is surjective hence
the hypothesis imply that for any point « of X, the motive 2*M in DNgy, (X, A) is concentrated in
degrees [—n, n], so that M is also concentrated in degrees [—n,n]. O

Remark 4.4.3. Conjecturally, the category DMgﬁn(X, A) has an ordinary t-structure after ratio-
nalisation. In that case the functor DMgﬁn(X ,A) = DNgp, (X, A) is an equivalence because it is
an equivalence rationalised and mod n for any nonzero integer n, so that DME%](—,A) is a fini-
tary arc-hypersheaf and the category DMS;n (X, A) has an ordinary t-structure without needing to
rationalise. In fact, it would suffice to prove that DMgm(Spec(Q), Q) has a motivic t-structure.

5 Perverse Nori motives.

5.1 The perverse t-structure

In this subsection, we define the perverse t-structure on Nori motives. The definition is very similar
to that of the perverse t-structure on constructible complexes of Z/¢"Z-modules given in [BBD82,
Section 2.2]. We also prove that the derived category of perverse Nori motives is DNgy,, which is
in the spirit of [Bei&7].
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Proposition 5.1.1. Let A be regular ring which is a localisation of an integral and flat ring over
Z and let X be an excellent finite-dimensional Q-scheme endowed with a dimension function 6°.
We let
PDNgm (X, A)S := {M € DNy (X, A) | Vo € X, i% (M) < —d(2)},
PDNgm (X, A)?0 := {M € DNgy (X, A) | Yz € X, i\ (M) > —5(z)}.
Then, the pair (PDNgm (X, A)SC,PDNgy (X, A)Z0) defines a t-structure on DNgy (X, A) such
that the £-adic realisation functor

RZ: DNgm(Xa A) — Dcons (Xproéta AZ)
1s t-exact when the right hand side is endowed with its perverse t-structure.

Proof. The proof is the same as in [BBD82, Section 2.2] but we include a sketch for the reader’s
convenience. Consider couples (S, L) where where S is a finite stratification of X by locally closed
connected regular subschemes, and £ is the data, for each stratum Z of S of a finite set £(Z) of
dualizable Nori motives on Z. We denote by DN (s (X, A) the full subcategory of of DNgy (X, A)
made of (S, L)-constructible Nori motives, that is the motives M such that, for each stratum Z of
S and each integer n, H"(M|z) is isomorphic to an iterated extension of elements of £(Z).

Any such couple can be refined into a couple (S, L) such that if Z is a stratum in S and N
belongs to L(Z), letting j: Z — X be the inclusion, the Nori motive j.(N) is (S, £)-constructible.

This assumption ensures that we can defined a t-structure on DN s »)(X, A) by gluing (in the
sense of[BBD82, Section 1.4])the t-structure on each stratum Z by —4(Z). If (S, £) refines (S', L),
the t-structure on DN(s »)(X, A) induces the t-structure on DN(s/ »)(X, A); this is a consequence
of the absolute purity property for Nori motives:

Lemma 5.1.2. Let A be a localisation of a ring regular and flat and integral over Z, leti: Z — X be
a closed immersion everywhere of codimension ¢ between reqular schemes and let M be a dualizable
object of DN(Z, A), then the natural map

(M) (—¢)[—2¢] — i (M)
s an equivalence.

Proof. This follows from the same statement for f-adic sheaves [ILO14, Exposé XVI, ThéorA "me
3.1.1] and from the conservativity of the ¢-adic realisation Proposition 3.4.5 and its compatibility
with the six functors over quasi-excellent schemes Construction 3.4.4. O

To finish the proof of the proposition, note that
DNgm(X, A) = colim(&ﬁ) DN(S,[,) (X, A)

and therefore we get a t-structure on DNy, (X, A) by Lemma 1.2.2. The t-exactness of the realisa-
tion follows from the fact that the perverse t-structure is defined in the same way by gluing along
stratifications in [BBD82, Section 2.2]. The characterisation of the positive and negative parts of
the t-structure then follows from the t-exactness of the realisation combined with its conservativity
and the analogous characterisation of the positive and negative parts of the perverse t-structure on
Deons (Xpro¢t, A¢) which is [BBD82, 2.2.12]. O

3See [[LO14, Exposé XIV, Définition 2.1.8] for the definition of a dimension function.
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Remark 5.1.3. Along the way we proved that the perverse t-structure on the subcategory DNyjgse(X, A)
of DNgm (X, A) made of dualizable objects is the ordinary t-structure shifted by —d(X).

This result also implies that any t-exactness property of the perverse t-structure on f-adic
sheaves is true for the perverse t-structure on Nori motives. In particular, the Lefschetz Hyperplane
Theorem (also known as Artin Vanishing) is true for Nori motives.

Definition 5.1.4. Let A be a localisation of a regular ring integral and flat over Z and let X be
an excellent finite-dimensional (-scheme endowed with a dimension function. The abelian category
of perverse Nori motives is the heart of the perverse t-structure on DNgp (X, A). We denote it by
Moperv (X, A).

Remark 5.1.5. One of the main feats of the perverse t-structure with rational coefficients is that it
is preserved by Verdier duality. This is famously not the case with integral coefficients (note for
instance that mappz)(Z/nZ,Z) = Z/nZ[-1]). However, if £ is a prime number there is a t-structure
on Deons(Xprosts Z¢) that is exchanged with the perverse t-structure by duality (see [BBD82, 4.0
(@)).

We can mimic its definition to get a t-structure on DNgy, (X, A) as follows; assume that A is a
Dedekind domain and define

" DNy (X, A)<0 := {M € DNy (X, A) | M <orq 1 and HY(M) @7 Q = 0}

T DNy (X, A)?0 := {M € DNy (X, A) | M 244 0 and HO(M) is torsion-free}

This is a t-structure on DNgp, (X, A); then by gluing as before this t-structure along stratifications
(using the same shifts) we get a t-structure (p+DNgm(X, A)go,’ﬁDNgm(X, A)?%) whose heart we
denote by M. (X, A).

Because the six functors are compatible with the /-adic realisation and because same statement
is true after realisation by [BBDS82, 3.3.4], the Verdier duality functor Dx of Proposition 3.3.3
exchanges the subcategory p+DNgm(X, A)SO (resp. p+DNgm(X, A)?0) with PDNgy (X, A)Z0 (resp.

p+DNgm(X, A)<%) and therefore it exchanges Mpery (X, A) with M (X, A).

perv

Remark 5.1.6. Using [BBD82, Définition 1.4.22], we can also define the intermediate extension
functor for Nori motives: more precisely letting j: U — X be an open immersion where X is as
above, we define ji, = Im(PHj, — PH’j,). When defined, its images through the ¢-adic and Betti
realisations are the usual intermediate extension functors because both realisation are t-exact and
compatible with the six operations.

5.2 Universal motives and the derived category of perverse Nori motives

By the universal property of the bounded derived category, there is a canonical realisation functor

D®(Mopery (X, A)) — DNg (X, A). (5.2.0.1)

This functor is an equivalence after tensorisation by Perfgp. We have the following rigidity
result to compute its torsion:

Proposition 5.2.1. Let A be a localisation of a reqular ring integral and flat over Z and let X be
an excellent finite-dimensional Q-scheme endowed with a dimension function d. Let n be a prime
number. Consider the composition

ln: PerV(Xéty A/n) - Dcons (Xét7 A/n) i} Dcons (Xét7 A)tors L> DNgm (X7 A)tors
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where Perv(Xgy, A/n) is the category of étale perverse sheaves and f is the forgetful functor. It
lands in Mperv(X, A)[n] and induces an equivalence

Perv(Xg, A/n) = Mopery (X, A)[n].

Proof. By Proposition 3.4.1 the last functor is an equivalence. Moreover as DNgm(X s N)tors is the
kernel of the perverse t-exact functor — ®, (A ®z Q), it is endowed with a perverse t-structure,
whose heart is the abelian category of torsion perverse motives.

First note that the forgetful functor f is t-exact: indeed, the heart of the perverse t-structure
on Deons(Xet, A) consists of those complexes K such there is a stratification of X by nil-regular
subschemes such that on each stratum S we have K|g ~ L[—4d(X)] for a lisse sheaf L; the image
through the forgetful functor of a lisse sheaf of A/n-modules is a lisse sheaf of A-modules, whence
the functor f is indeed t-exact.

This implies that the functor ¢, lands in Mpery(A)[n]. Furthermore, the restriction of the
forgetful functor to the heart affords a left adjoint, namely PH’(—®, A/n); it is in fact the underived

tensor product with A/n that sends a perverse sheaf K to the cokernel of the map K X% K. With
this, it is clear that if M belongs to Perv(X¢;, A/n), we have

H(f(M) @z Afn) = M
9

tors

FH(N @4 A/n)) = N.

and for any object of Deons(Xet, A) which is of n-torsion, we have

Whence, the functor ¢,, indeed induces an equivalence. O

Unfortunately, we do not know if the abelian category Mery has enough torsion-free sheaves.
If it was true, we would use Proposition 1.2.5 to conclude that the functor (5.2.0.1) is fully faithful
thanks to Proposition 5.2.1 and Beilinson’s Theorem on the derived category of perverse sheaves
[Bei&7]; this would then imply that this functor is an equivalence. We have a partial answer in
that direction, that requires to introduce the universal category of perverse motives. Let k be a
subfield of the complex numbers (a more general field can be considered, but the following results
for those fields can be reduced to subfields of C by the continuity properties of perverse categories
considered along fields).

Construction 5.2.2. Let A be a localisation of a regular ring integral and flat over Z and and let
X be a finite type k-scheme. Consider the cohomological functor

PH° o pg: DMSh, (X, A) — Perv(X™, A)

where Perv(X?® A) is the category of analytic perverse sheaves and PH is the O-th perverse
cohomology functor. As in Definition 2.1.2, we can consider the universal abelian factorisation
Mumiv(X, A) of this functor through a faithful exact functor rg: Mypiv(X, A) — Perv(X?* A). We
thus have a universal homological functor

Huniv: DM (X, A) = Muniv (X, A).

Because the Betti realisation of perverse Nori motives is faithful exact (as the realisation from
DNgm (X, A) is conservative), we actually have a finer factorisation:

DM, (X, A) 5% Mo (X, A) <222 Moper (X, A)

\/’

PH 0py

with comp a faithful exact functor.
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Lemma 5.2.3. Let A be a localisation of a regqular ring integral and flat over Z and and let X be
a finite type k-scheme. The functor

comp & Q: MuHiV(X7 A) & Q — MpeI‘V(X7 A) & Q
is an equivalence.

Proof. The definition of Mperv(X, A ® Q) is Mypiv(X,A ® Q). Thus we have to show that
Muniv(X,A) ® Q is the universal category for PH o pg ® Q. This follows easily from the con-
struction of the universal category together with the fact that the rationalisation of the abelian
hull of an additive category if the abelian hull of the rationalisation. O

For each nonzero integer n, we have an Artin motive functor
vt Doons(Xe, A/n) — DMG, (X, A)

such that the composition with the realisation is perverse t-exact and conservative. Thus it induces

a faithful exact functor
i: Perv(Xest, A/n) — Muyniv(X, A)[n].

The following result is an adaptation of a proof due to Nori ([Fak00]) in the case of fields.

Proposition 5.2.4. Let A be a localisation of a reqular ring integral and flat over Z and and let
X be a finite type k-scheme. Let n be an integer. The functor

i: Perv(Xest, A/n) — Muyniv(X, A)[n]
1s an equivalence of quasi-inverse the functor
Muniv (X, M) [n] == Mpery (X, A)[n] = Perv(Xei, A/n).
Proof. We begin by noting three things:

1. The composite functor comp o i lands in Mpe (X, A)[n] = Perv(X¢;, A/n) and induces the
identity of the latter, because we have that comp oi =PH" o py o ¢.

2. The functors comp and ¢ are faithful; thus it suffices to prove that i is essentially surjective.
Indeed, if 7 is essentially surjective, this implies that comp is fully faithful, thus 7 is also fully
faithful.

3. The image of i is stable under subquotients. Indeed, if M belongs to Mperyv(X, A)[n] and is a
subobject of something of the form i(/V), then comp(M) is a subobject of comp o i(N) = N.
This implies that ¢ o comp(M ) and M are both subobjects of i(N) that are isomorphic after
applying the faithful functor comp thus they are isomorphic. For the quotients, one uses that
if there is a surjection i(/N) — M then the kernel is in the image of ¢ thus the cokernel also.

Note also that if N belongs to DMg,n(X, A), we can write N/n = ((K) for some K in
Dcons(Xét,A/n), thus

Huniv(N/n) = Huniv (1(K)) u HuniV(L(pHO(K))) = i(pHO(K))
is in the image of i, where (x) follows from the perverse t-exactness of the functor

Decons (Xét, A/n) — DNgm(X, A)
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It suffices to show that any object of the form M /nM is in the image of i, because any n-torsion
object is of this form. Thus, let M be in Myuiv(X, A) and let Hypiv(N) — M be a surjective map
(this exists by definition of the universal category see Construction 2.1.1). As there is an exact
triangle

N2 N — N/n

in DMgEn(X ,\), we have a short exact sequence
HuniV(N) ﬂ) HuniV(N) — HuniV(N/n)-

Denote by t the image of the map Hypiy (V) — Huniv(N/n). Because Hypiy(N/n) is in the image
of i we see that t is also in the image of ¢ as the latter is closed under subquotients. Moreover we
have the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

Huniv(N) & Huniv(N) T 0
M M M/nM —— 0
Xn

where the map T' — M /nM exists because the composite of the map M — M/nM with the map
Hyniv(IN) — M vanishes on the kernel of the quotient map Hypniv(N) — T. As Hyniv(N) — M is
surjective, this is also the case of the map T"— M /nM thus M /nM is in the image, finishing the
proof. O

Thus the functor
comp: MuniV(Xa A) — MpeI‘V(X7 A)

is an equivalence after being tensored by QQ and induces an equivalence on n-torsion objects for all
n. To conclude that it is an equivalence, one could compute some Ext! in Mopery(X, A), but this
seems to be beyond the scope of our current technology. However, the following conjecture seems
more reachable:

Conjecture 5.2.5. Let X be an algebraic variety over Q. Then the abelian category Muypiv(X, A)
has enough torsion-free object: for every M in Muyniv(X,A) there exists an epimorphism N — M
in Muniv(X,A) with N a torsion-free object.

This conjecture would follow from the equivalence
Mpairs (X7 A) l> Muniv (X7 A)7

where Mpairs(X, A) is the universal category associated to a diagram of very good pairs as in Nori’s
original construction, as considered by F. Ivorra in [[vol7] (he was considering rational motives but
his construction remains valid for integral sheaves). This equivalence would follows from the fact
that Ivorra’s realisation functor, the main construction in [Ivol6] is the PHY of our functor py.
Note that in [Ivol6] the author was only considering smooth varieties but it is not hard to see
that a slight modification of his functor (namely, replace the constant sheaf Q[— dim X| on X by
W&Qspoc((@)) would give a functor for any variety. Such a conjecture is related to [IM24, Conjecture
2.12], and might be doable with the current technology.

We now explain how Conjecture 5.2.5 implies that both Mypiv(X,A) ~ Mper (X, A) for all
X but also that D®(Mpery (X, A)) =~ DNgy (X, A).
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Proposition 5.2.6. Let A be a localisation of a reqular ring integral and flat over Z. Assume that
Conjecture 5.2.5 holds. Then for every field k of characteristic zero and X a finite type k-scheme,
the functor comp: Muniv(X, A) = Mperv(X, A) is an equivalence, and the functor

D®(Mmiy (X, A)) — DNgi (X, A)
is an equivalence.

Proof. By continuity along change of fields, it suffices to prove the theorem when X is of finite type
over Q. It suffices to prove that the functor

D®(Mymiy (X, A)) — DNgi (X, A)
induced by universal property from the functor
Muniv(X, A) = Mperv(X, A) = DNgp (X, A)

is fully faithful. Indeed, once it is fully faithful, it will be an equivalence by dévissage because the
essential image is then stable under extension. Indeed if M € Mperyv(X, A), then there is an short
exact sequence

0 — Miors > M — My — 0

in Mpery(X, A) with M of torsion and My, torsion-free. By Proposition 5.2.4 and Proposition 5.2.1
the object Moy is in the image. Moreover by Lemma 5.2.3 there exists P € Mpiv(X, A) without
torsion and a map P — Mg which becomes an equivalence after tensorisation by Q. In particular,
this map has to be injective, and the cokernel is torsion, thus in the image. By fully faithfulness,
the object My, is in the image, whence M is in the image.

The functor is an equivalence after tensorisation by Q, and if we tensor the mapping spectra by
®27/p7Z, usingA Proposition 1.2.5 (we have enough torsion-free objects by hypothesis!) together
with [Bei87] and rigidity, we conclude. Note that this also proves that comp is an equivalence. [

6 Integral mixed Hodge modules.

6.1 Definition of mixed Hodge modules with integral coefficients

Let X be a separated finite type C-scheme. In [Sai90], M. Saito constructed an abelian category
MHM(X) of mixed Hodge modules over X, which is a relative version of mixed Hodge structures,
modelled on perverse sheaves, in the sense that if X = Spec(C), we have that MHM (X) ~ MHSS (®)
is the category of polarisable mixed Hodge structure over C with rational coefficients (which consists
of mixed Hodge structure such that the graded pieces of the weight filtration are polarisable [Del71,
Définition 2.1.15], it is a full subcategory of Deligne’s mixed Hodge structures), and there is a faithful

exact functor
rat: MHM(X) — Perv(X™ Q).

Moreover, M. Saito constructed the six operations on the bounded derived category D*(MHM(—)),
in a way compatible with the functor rat. In [Tub23] the second author proved that the construction
of these six operations by M. Saito could be canonically lifted to the world of co-categories, with
all possible coherences (this includes an extension to non separated schemes and morphisms). As a
consequence, using the universal property of DMét(—, Q), the second author obtained a realisation

pr: DM®(—,Q) — Dp(-)
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compatible with the six operations, where Dy(—) is the indization of D®(MHM(—)). By [Bei86]
the abelian category of polarisable mixed Hodge structure with rational coefficients MHSG(C) is of
cohomological dimension 1. If X is a complex variety of dimension d with structural morphism 7x,
as the cohomological amplitude of (7x).Hom(—,—) can be measured after applying the functor
rat, it is at most 2d 4 1; therefore the abelian category of MHM(X) is of cohomological dimension
less that 2d + 2. Thus we have in fact that Dy (X) is the unbounded derived category of ind-
mixed Hodge modules D(Ind MHM(X)) (because, for example by [CD16, Lemma 1.1.7] the functor
mapp (M, —) commutes with colimits when M an object of MHM(X)).

In this section, we show that the methods we used for Nori motives apply for mixed Hodge
modules, an that proofs are easier in this case.

Definition 6.1.1. The presentable co-category of mixed Hodge modules with integral coefficients
is the pullback

DH(_7Z) DH(_)

_
J{rat

Ind DCOHS((_)an’ Z) T@)Q> Ind Dcons((_)ana Q)

where the pullback is taken in the oo-category of functors (Schft)oP — PrIS“éw.

Because all categories have a perverse t-structure and that the functors are t-exact, the oo-
category Dy (X, Z) affords a perverse t-structure, that restricts to compact objects, over any finite
type C-scheme X. Moreover, Dy (—,Z) affords a 6-functor formalism.

Recall that in [Del71, Définition 2.3.1] Deligne defines mixed Hodge structures that have an
integral lattice. In fact, we have a pullback for the abelian categories of polarisable mixed Hodge
structures

MHSZ (C) —— MHS{(C)

W

Ab® ————— Vectld

with Vect% the abelian category of finite-dimensional Q-vector spaces. (note that the weight
filtration only exists with rational coefficients by definition) so that by the universal property of
the fiber product, we obtain a functor

D(Ind MHSY (C)) — Dy (Spec(C)).
Proposition 6.1.2. The above functor is an equivalence.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the cohomological dimension of MHS% is 1 by [Bei86, Corol-
lary 1.10 and Remark 2.4]. Indeed in that case by [CD16, Lemma 1.1.7] any object of D*(MHSY)
defined a compact object of D(Ind MHSY). O

There is a canonical realisation
pu: DM®(—,Z) — Dy(—,Z)

that commutes with the 6 operations. Indeed, this functor is obtained from the universal property of
the pullback, and as Dy(—,Z) is compactly generated all operations commute with rationalisation
so that the proof consist in proving that the exchange maps are equivalence when rationalised (this
follows from [CD19, Theorem 4.2.29]) and when taken mod p for all primes p.
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6.2 Mixed Hodge modules over R-schemes.

In this section we extend the definition of mixed Hodge modules (with integral coefficients) to
R-schemes, using the same method as for Nori motives.

Let X be a finite type R-scheme. Then X¢ := X Xgpecr Spec(C) has a canonical Z/27Z action
given by the complex conjugation, and thus the oco-category Dy(Xc,Z) is endowed with a Z/27Z
action. In fact this construction is functorial and we obtain a functor

(Schit)°P — Fun(BZ/27Z, CAlg(PrY))

that sends a finite type R-scheme X to Dy (Xc,Z).
Now consider the functor

(—)PZ/2Z . Fun(BZ/2Z, CAlg(Pr")) — CAlg(Prl)

that sends a presentably symmetric monoidal co-category C with a Z/27Z action to the homotopy
fixed points CM/?%Z, Note that this functor take a diagram G: BZ/2Z — CAlg(Pr") to its limit,
thus has a left adjoint F' that takes an object C € CAlg(Pr") to the constant diagram C.

Lemma 6.2.1. If X is a finite type C-scheme, then the natural functor
pi: Du(X,Z) — Du(Xc,Z)

induced by the first projection p1: X Xgpec(r) Spec(C) — X identifies naturally the left hand side
to the invariants of the right hand side. More precisely there is a canonical isomorphism between
the functor p] and the counit

n: FG(Du(Xc,Z)) = Du(Xe,Z).

Proof. The proof is entirely analogous to the proof of Proposition 1.4.2 in the case of a finite Galois
extension: one remarks that X¢ ~ X xg X, and that the projection map X¢ — X is a étale cover,
so that the Bousfield-Kan formula for the limit of the Z/2Z-invariants is exactly the limit for étale
descent. O

In particular the following definition does not introduces clash of notations:

Definition 6.2.2. The functoriality of the presentable oco-category of mixed Hodge modules on
finite type R-schemes is the composition

(_)hZ/QZ

Dy(—,Z): (Schit)°P — Fun(BZ/2Z, CAlg(PrY)) ——— CAlg(Pr").

By the previous lemma, the resriction of this functor to finite type C-schemes corresponds to
ind-mixed Hodge modules as constructed by M. Saito. We may denote by Dy (—, Q) := Du(—,Z)®
MOdQ.

Proposition 6.2.3. Let X be a finite type R-scheme. Then Dp(X,Q) is compactly generated
and its full subcategory of compact objects is canonically isomorphic to DP(MHM(X,Q)) where
MHM(X, Q) consists of the Z/2Z-invariants of MHM(X¢, Q).

Proof. Because Dy(Xc,Q) has a t-structure that restricts to compact objects, it is true that
Dy (X,Q) has a t-structure, that restricts to the invariants D(X) of the compact objects, seen
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as a full subcategory of Dy (X, Q). Now if D belongs to D(X), and M = colim; M; is a filtered
colimit of objects of Dy (X, Q), we have that

map p, (x,Q) (D, colim M;) ~ mapp, (xc.,Q) (Dyx.,colim;(M;) ‘X(C)hZ/2Z

~ RI'(Re¢t, colim mapp, (x¢,0) (D\XC, (Mi)|X@))

QI
~ colim; RT" (R, map p,, (x¢,Q) (D|XC, (Mi)|X@))

~ colim; mapp,, (x,Q) (D, M;)

where (%) follows from [CD16, Lemma 1.1.10]. Thus any object of D(X) is compact. Moreover,
because the functor

DH(X7 Q) — DH(X(C7 Q)

is conservative, the oo-category D(X) generates Dy (X, Q) under colimits. Thus, the canonical
functor Ind D(X) — Dg(X,Z) is an equivalence.

Because pj is perverse t-exact, the functor MHM(—, Q) has descent along p;. Moreover,
because D*(MHM(—, Q)) — D(—) is conservative and commutes with p% as well as (p;). (which is
also perverse t-exact), the same proof as Proposition 2.1.8 gives that D*(MHM(—, Q)) has descent
for the morphism py, but this implies that the functor D?(MHM (X, Q)) — D(X) is an equivalence,
finishing the proof. U

Corollary 6.2.4. The functor Dy(—,Z) is an étale hypersheaf on finite type R-schemes. For any
finite type R-scheme X, the oo-category Dy(X,Z) affords a t-structure that restricts to the sub-
category D?LC(X ,Z)of constructible objects, which consists of those objects whose underlying ind-
constructible sheaf is constructible. We denote by MHM(X,Z) the heart of the latter co-category.

Remark 6.2.5. Let X be a smooth R-scheme. Let M € MHM(X,Z), then M,x. admits an under-
lying D-module on X¢ with an action of Z/27Z, so that in fact we have a functor

MHM(X,Z) — D-mod(X)
by Galois descent of D-modules.

Proposition 6.2.6. The heart of DlﬁLC(Spec(R),Z) is the category MHSY(R) of polarisable mized
Hodge modules over R with integral coefficients. Moreover, the canonical functor

D(MHSY(R)) — D . (Spec(R), Z)
s an equivalence.

Proof. We can identify the heart with the abelian category of polarisable mixed Hodge structures
over C with integral coefficients, together with an action of Z/2Z, and this is exactly MHS? (R).
Thus we have a functor

D’(MHS%(R)) — D .(Spec(R), Z).

As in the proof of Proposition 6.2.3 the left hand side has descent along the morphism R — C, so
that the result follows from Proposition 6.1.2. O

Corollary 6.2.7. Let f: X — SpecR be a finite type map, then we recover the absolute Hodge
cohomology groups of Beilinson ([Bei80]) as

RT3(X, Z(p)) =~ mapp, (spec(c),z) (%, [+Z(p)) ~ mapp, x,z)(Z, Z(p)).
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Proof. Indeed Saito proved the rational result for X¢ in [Sai90, Section 1.15], thus it suffices to check
that Beilinson definition is indeed the Z/2Z-invariants of a pullback of the rational cohomology and
the Z-structure, but this is the case by [Bei86, Section 4.1, Theorem 3.4, Section 7]. O

We finish with a proposition computing the torsion of Dy (X, Z).

Proposition 6.2.8. Let X be a finite type R-scheme. Then the functor
D(Xet,Z) — Dy(X,Z)
obtained by taking Galois invariant of the "Artin object functor'
D((Xc)et, Z) — DM®(X¢,Z) — Dy (Xc, Z)

induces an equivalence
D(X¢t, Z/nZ) ~ Du (X, Z) ®z Modz,/nz.-

Proof. Because everything is obtained by taking Galois invariants, it suffices to prove the claim when
X is a finite type C-scheme. In that case, the pullback definition provides us with a proof. O

6.3 Motivic Hodge modules

As for Nori motives, this realisation functor factors through modules over the algebra H representing
Hodge cohomology. Using the same method as [Tub23, Section 4.3], we proved in [Tub24, Section
2] that the canonical functor

Modsg,0(DM®(—,Q)) — Dy(-)

is fully faithful over finite type C-schemes, and that the t-structure on Dy (—) induces a t-structure
on the image that we describe following Ayoub’s ideas in [Ayo22, Theorem 1.98]: it is the localising
subcategory generated by the f.Q(n) with f a proper morphism and n an integer, so that we
may call those mized Hodge modules of geometric origin (this means that it is the smallest full
subcategory stable under all colimits and finite limits that contains the f,Q(n)). This category of
modules was first introduced by Drew in [Drel8].

There is also an enriched version of this result, where instead of obtaining the localising
subcategory generated by the f,Q(n), we obtain the localising subcategory generated by the f.H(n)
for any mixed Hodge structure H (that we see as a constant mixed Hodge module), that we may
call mixed Hodge modules of Hodge origin. Because this theory of enriched modules is more subtle
that the geometric origin one, we will explain how to construct an integral version of the enriched
category, and leave the case of geometric origin to the careful reader.

Construction 6.3.1. The functor Dy(—,Z) naturally takes values in Dy (Spec(R), Z)-linear pre-
sentable co-categories. Thus, the functor py induces a Dy (Spec(R), Z)-linear functor

pr: DM (—, Z) @nod, Dr(Spec(R), Z) — Dyu(—,Z).
By the good properties of Lurie tensor product, it turns out that the left hand side is
DM®(—,Z) := DM®(—, Dy (Spec(R), Z))

the presentable oco-category of étale motives with coefficients in mixed Hodge structures which
has the same definition as étale motives with coefficient A, except that one replaces Mod, by
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Dy (Spec(R), Z). The right adjoint pt of py is lax monoidal thus we get an object Hy = ptl(Z)
of CAlg(DM®t(X,Z)) for all finite type R-schemes X. There is a natural map
71;('7'£Spec((C) — Hx

with 7x: X — Spec(R) the structural morphism, it will be shown to be an isomorphism. The
presentable oco-categories of integral motivic Hodge modules is the category

DH(X,Z) := Mod+ %(DM® (X, Z)).

As for Nori motives, it is also the base change of DM®(—,Z) from DM® (Spec(R),Z)-linear
categories to DH(Spec(R), Z)-linear categories:

DH(-,Z) ~ DM®(—,Z) @pppet spec(r) z) DH(Spec(R), Z).

Thus as in Theorem 3.3.1, the functor DH(—,Z) affords all the six operations in such a way that
the functor from DM®*(—,Z) and the canonical functor to Dy(—,Z) commute with them, the
composition of the two being pg.

Lemma 6.3.2. Let ¢: Spec(C) — Spec(R) be the spectrum of the inclusion of R into C. Then the
canonical map t*Hgpeer) — Hspec(c) 5 an equivalence.

Proof. Becuase ¢ is finite étale, the functor ¢* = i', being a right adjoint, commutes with pg. Thus
U Hspoc(r) = PH(LL) = Hspec(c)- =

Theorem 6.3.3. The canonical functor
PH: DH(—, Z) — DH(—, Z)
factoring py is fully faithful and its image is stable under truncations.

Proof. By étale descent and Lemma 6.3.2, it suffices to prove the claim over finite type C-schemes.
Because Dy (—,Z) is compactly generated, the right adjoint pf! commutes with rationalisation, so
that the algebra 7% Hgpec(c), tensored with Q is the algebra considered by Drew in [Drel8] and the
second author in [Tub24]. This implies that pg ® Modg is fully faithful with image stable under
truncations by the main theorem of [Tub24, Section 2] (see also[Ayo22, Theorem 1.98]). When
tensoring the square of Definition 6.1.1 by Modz/,z, we obtain an equivalence

DH(_7 Z) ®MOdZ MOdZ/nZ 1> Ind(])cons (Xan, Z) ®Peer Peer/nZ)a

but the right hand side coincides with the derived category of étale sheaves of Z/nZ-modules on
X, thanks to Artin comparison theorem. By rigidity, this implies that the natural map

Z/TIZ — W}?‘Lspec(c)/n

is an equivalence, and then that pg ®wmod, Modz,,z is an equivalence. This finishes the proof of
the fully faithfulness.

Now let M be in the image of pg. Because the t-structure is compatible with filtered colimits
(this is the case for the t-structure of all categories in the pullback defining Dyr), we have an exact
triangle

7SOM — 750(M ® Q) — colim,, 7S°(M) @7 Z/n’Z.

The middle term is in the image because we proved the theorem with rational coefficients in [Tub24].
Thus it suffices to show that for all n € N*, the object 7<Y(M) ®z Z/nZ is in the image. This is
the case because pu ®Mod, Modz/,7z is an equivalence. This proves that the image is stable under
truncations, finishing the proof. O
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Remark 6.3.4. The fact that p,; is fully faithful implies readily that the map 7y Hgpecr) = Hx
is an equivalence for all X.

Remark 6.3.5. As explained at the beginning of this subsection, the above theorem also works
for the non enriched version of the Hodge realisation of étale motives. We will call those Hodge
modules of geometric origin, and denote them by DH(—,Z).

Remark 6.3.6. For X a finite type R-scheme, the image of py can be described as the localising
subcategory spanned by objects of the form p,H(n) for p: Y — X proper, and H a polarisable
integral mixed Hodge structure over R seen as a constant integral mixed Hodge module over Y.

6.4 Abelian categories of integral Hodge modules

By definition and by Theorem 6.3.3 for each finite type R-scheme X the three categories Dy (X, Z),
DH(X,Z) and DH(X,Z) admit a perverse t-structure, that restrict to constructible object D?LC(X L),
DH.(X,Z) and DH.(X,Z). As above, the two categories DH.(X,Z) and DH.(X,Z) are the thick
categories spanned by the generators of Remark 6.3.6.

We will denote by MHM (X, Z), MHMgeo(X,Z) and MHMpgg(X,Z) the three hearts of the
constructible objects.

In more concrete terms, a mixed Hodge module with integral coefficients is the data of three
objects (M, F, S, ¢) where M € MHM(X¢, Q) is a mixed Hodge module as constructed by M. Saito,
F € Perv(X@",Z) is a perverse sheaf, S € End(M, F) is an involution and ¢: F ® Q ~ rat(M) is
an isomorphism of perverse sheaves that commutes with .S.

Because we have the 6 operations, we can also construct ordinary t-structures on the con-
structible objects by gluing along stratifications, doing the same construction as in the proof of
Proposition 5.1.1 in reverse. We will denote their hearts by MHM®4(X,Z), MHMY4(X,Z) and

geo

MHM‘ﬁfgg(X , Z) respectively. Using the same proof as Theorem 4.3.2, we obtain:

Proposition 6.4.1. The natural functors
D" (MHM®(X,Z)) — D} (X, Z),

DY (MHM%Y(X,Z)) — DH.(X,Z)

geo

and
D’ (MHMY;S, (X, Z)) — DH.(X,Z)

are equivalences.

Corollary 6.4.2. Over finite type C-schemes, the natural functors
D(Ind MHM'4(X, 7)) — Dy(X, Z),

D(Ind MHMSY(X, Z)) — DH(X, Z)

geo

and
D(Ind MHMS, (X, Z)) — DH(X, Z)

are equivalences.

Proof. Indeed the hearts of the compact objects have finite cohomological dimension (by the same
argument as for the perverse hearts), so that the corollary follows by taking indization of the
theorem. 0
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Remark 6.4.3. The above result is false for ordinary motives over C-schemes. Indeed, assuming that
the functor DM® (X, A) — DN(X,A) is an equivalence, Ayoub’s counterexample [Ayol7, Lemma
2.4] would imply that the functor DN(X,A) — D(X?®",A) is not conservative, but the functor
D(Ind Mopq(X,A)) — D(X?*, A) is conservative. This is the only obstruction, see Proposition 3.5.3.

Remark 6.4.4. As for Nori motives, we suspect that the functors
D’ (MHMgeo (X, Z)) — DH.(X, Z)
and
D®(MHMpq,(X,Z)) — DH,(X, Z)

are equivalences, because in some sense, objects of geometric origin have a tendency to be flat, or
at least, resolved by flat objects.

We finish the paper by linking our notion of mixed Hodge modules to the classical notion of
variation of mized Hodge structure. We say that an integral mixed Hodge module M € MHM(X, Z)
is lisse if its underlying perverse sheaf int(M) is locally constant. We denote by MHMjy;(X, Z) the
category of lisse Mixed Hodge modules on a finite-type C-scheme. Note that the pullback defining
Dy (X, Z) implies that the perverse t-structure induces a t-structure on the subcategory of dualizable
objects of Dy (X, Z); the heart of this t-structure is precisely MHM;i5(X, Z).

Proposition 6.4.5. Let X be a finite-type C-scheme and let VMHS,q(X,Z) be the category of
admissible variations of mirzed Hodge structures, where a variations of mized Hodge structure in
the sense of [Del80, 1.8.14] is admissible if its rationalisation is admissible in the sense of [Sai89,
2.1]. Then, we have an equivalence of categories

MHM;5(X, Z) — VMHS,q(X, Z).
Proof. We have a pullback square:

MHM,5(X, Z) — Loc(X?", Z)

! |

MHMi;s(X, Q) —— Loc(X™, Q)

where Loc(X, A) is the category of locally constant sheaves of A-modules with values a in finitely
generated A-modules.
By [Sai89, Theorem 2.2], we have an equivalence of categories

MHM;s(X, Q) — VMHSq(X, Q).

But by definition, a VMHS with integral coefficients is exactly a VMHS with rational coefficients
admitting an integral lattice. Hence, we also have a pullback diagram:

VMHS,q(X,Z) — Loc(X®",7)

! !

VMHSad (X, @) — LOC(Xan> Q)>

and the result follows. O
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Remark 6.4.6. One could go further and define the usual operations of mixed Hodge modules, but
with integral coefficients. For example if f: X — A%: is a map of finite type C-schemes, one can
define nearby cycles ¥ associated to f as the functor

Ui DYy (X, Z) = Dy (Xs, Z),
with X, = f~1(G,,) and X; = f~({0}), defined by the pullback property:

Vs (int(-))

DH,C(X87 Q) — ch)(X& Z)

so that all known properties about ¥ on D?(—,7Z) remain true for the one for D?LC(—, Z), for exam-
ple t-exactness or compatibility with duality. Similarly, one can define vanishing cycles, monodromic
mixed Hodge modules and have a Thom-Sebastiani formula by pullback. Taking Z/2Z-invariants,
we also have a version over finite type R-schemes.
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