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TAME MOTIVIC COHOMOLOGY AND A CONJECTURE OF

HÜBNER–SCHMIDT

ALBERTO MERICI

Abstract. We construct a comparison functor between (A1-local) tame motives and
(�-local) log-étale motives over a field k of positive characteristic. This generalizes
Binda–Park–Østvær’s comparison for the Nisnevich topology. As a consequence, we
construct an E∞-ring spectrum HZ/pm representing mod pm tame motivic cohomology:
the existence of this ring spectrum and the usual properties of motives imply purity for
tame motivic cohomology, which was conjectured by Hübner–Schmidt.

1. Introduction

Let k be a field of characteristic p and let Smk (resp lSmk) denote the category of (log)
smooth (log) schemes over k. In [BPØ22, Theorem 8.2.11] and [Par23, Theorem 4.4], it
was shown that the functor ω : lSmk → Smk that sends a log scheme (X, ∂X) to X−|∂X|
induces fully faithful functors:

DMeff(k)
ω∗

−→ logDMeff(k) SHS1
(k)

ω∗

−→ logSHS1
(k).

with right adjoints ω∗ (the A1-colocalization). If k satisfies resolutions of singularities as
in Notation 2.2 (analogous to [Hir64, Main Theorem I and II]), then these functors are
characterized by the property that they send the motive of a smooth scheme X to the log
motive of any smooth log compactification (X, ∂X), so the functor ω∗ is characterized by

the fact that for all F ∈ logDMeff(k) (or logSHS1
(k)) and all X ∈ Smk with smooth log

compactification (X, ∂X)

ω∗F (X) = F (X, ∂X).

In [Mer22, Remark 6.3], it was shown that this adjunction cannot be promoted to an
adjunction on étale motives: in fact, if X ∈ Smk and Y → X is an étale cover, then the
log étale sheafification of the Čech nerve Llétω

∗M(Y •)→ Llétω
∗M(X) need not to be an

equivalence: the counterexample (which comes from [ESS21]) is indeed an Artin–Schreier
cover.

In this article, we show that by substituting the étale topology with the tame topology
defined by Hübner–Schmidt in [HS20], we indeed have a positive result, namely:

Theorem 1.1 (see Theorem 2.4). Let k be a field that satisfies resolutions of singularities
as in Notation 2.2. Then the adjunction

SHS1
(k) logSHS1

(k)
ω∗

ω∗

induces an adjunction

SHS1

t (k) logSHS1

lét(k)
ω∗

t

ωt
∗
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2 ALBERTO MERICI

fitting in commutative diagrams:

SHS1
(k) logSHS1

(k) SHS1
(k) logSHS1

(k)

SHS1

t (k) logSHS1

lét(k) SHS1

t (k) logSHS1

lét(k)

ω∗

L(A1,t)
L
(�,lét)

ω∗

ω∗

t

i(A1,t)

ωt
∗

i
(�,lét)

and similarly for DMeff .

This result should be compared to [AHI24], where the authors also consider the A1-
colocalization of the motivic spectra constructed in [AI23], and get an inclusion SH(k)→
Mod1

A1MS(k) that sends the motive of X to the total cofiber of the Gysin map induced

the inclusion of the boundary |∂X| →֒ X of any smooth Cartier compactification (X, ∂X)
of X (see [AHI24, Remark 6.26]). For the same reasons explained in [Mer22, Remark 6.3],
this cannot be promoted to the étale motivic spectra, and our result shows a promising
first step in promoting this in the tame setting. We remark that, on the other hand, the
motivic spectra of [AI23] are intrinsically P1-stable, while the result of Theorem 1.1 is
only S1-stable.

One main application of the previous theorem is the following: for a fixed m, let
νm(i) denote the mod pm motivic sheaves of Bloch–Illusie–Milne (to avoid confusion,
we will not refer to them as the logarithmic de Rham–Witt sheaves, as they are not
sheaves of logarithmic schemes). In [Mer22], we showed that Lkétω

∗νm(i) are repre-
sentable in the category logDMeff(k). As a consequence, we immediately deduce that
the presheaves H1

t (−/k, νm(n)) are A1-invariant (see Example 2.7). Moreover, we deduce
the A1-invariance and P1-stability of higher tame motivic cohomology cohomology using
the norm-residue isomorphisms of Bloch–Gabber–Kato: putting everything together we
show that

Theorem 1.2 (see (4.1.1), Lemma 3.8 and Remark 4.2). Let k be a field that satisfies
resolutions of singularities as in 2.2. For all m, the object

{νm(i)}i≥0 ∈ GrCAlg(D(Shvt(Smk,Z/p
m)))

build up to an E∞-ring spectrum HZ/pm in DMt(k,Z/p
m) such that for all X ∈ Smk we

have that
map(Σ∞(X),Σp,qHZ/pm) ≃ RΓt(X, νm(q))[p]

Moreover, HZ/pm is the unit of DMt(k,Z/p
m).

The choice of the terminology HZ/pm is justified by [GL00], in fact a posteriori HZ/pm

is the image of motivic cohomology via the localization DM(k,Z/pm)→ DMt(k,Z/p
m).

Using the motivic properties of DM (see (1) and (2)), we deduce immediately the result
conjectured by Hübner–Schmidt:

Theorem 1.3. Let k be a field that satisfies resolutions of singularities as in 2.2. For all
m ≥ 1 and q ≥ 0

(1) For X ∈ Smk, E → X a vector bundle of rank r+1, then we have an isomorphism

Hq
t (E/k, νm(n)) ∼= Hq

t (X/k, νm(n))

and if P(E) is the associated projective bundle, the Chern classes induce an iso-
mophism

Hq
t (P(E)/k, νm(n)) ∼=

r⊕

i=0

Hq−i
t (X/k, νm(n− i))

(2) Let X be a smooth scheme over k and Z a smooth closed subscheme of X of
codimension c. Then

Hq
t,Z(X/k, νm(n)) ∼= Hq−c

t (Z/k, νm(n− c))
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We remark that (2) has been independently proved by Koubaa in [Kou24, Theorem
1.3.1], with the same assumptions (RS1) and (RS2) as in 2.2. The case n = 0 has already
been proved in [HS20, Theorem 15.2 and 15.4] (still assuming that k satisfies resolutions
of singularities), deducing it from the adic versions [Hüb21, Corollary 14.5 and 14.6]. The
assumption on resolutions of singularities is used in our proof of Theorem 1.1, therefore
it is only used in the proof of A1-invariance of H1

t (−, νm(n)): for the case n = 0, this can
be proved directly, and therefore we can also improve [HS20, Theorem 15.2 and 15.4] in
the following way:

Theorem 1.4. Let k be any perfect field and let A be any abelian group. For all m ≥ 1
and q ≥ 0, we have that

(1) For X ∈ Smk, E → X a vector bundle of rank r+1, then we have an isomorphism

Hq
t (E/k,A) ∼= Hq

t (X/k,A)

and if P(E) is the associated projective bundle, we have an isomophism

Hq
t (P(E)/k,A) ∼= Hq

t (X/k,A)

(2) Let X be a smooth scheme over k and U →֒ X a dense open subscheme of X.
Then we have an isomorphism

Hq
t (X/k,A) ∼= Hq

t (U/k,A)

Finally, another interesting application of our result is the following comparison

Theorem 1.5. Let k be a field of characteristic p satisfying resolutions of singularities.
For all X ∈ Smk with smooth compactification (X, ∂X) we have that

RΓt(X, νm(n)) ≃ RΓlét((X, ∂X), Llétω
∗νm(n))

We remark that this result requires a very special property of νm(n), i.e. the fact that
Llétω

∗νm(n) is strictly (�, lét)-local: we do not know whether to expect this to hold in
general for any A1-invariant Nisnevich sheaf with transfers.

Future perspectives. We expect Theorem 1.1 to hold without the assumption on reso-
lutions of singularities. In fact, it was shown in [BLMP] that log prismatic and syntomic
cohomology give rise to motivic spectra in logSHlét(S) for any S quasisyntomic p-adic
scheme. We expect a similar result as Theorem 1.1 to hold for a general base scheme S,
so that the object ωt

∗E
syn can be studied as a tame version of syntomic cohomology.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank F. Binda, D. Park, T. Lundemo,
K. Hübner, A. Schmidt, S. Saito and P.A. Østvær for many valuable discussions and
comments on earlier versions of the results in this paper. He also thanks A. Koubaa for
sharing his version of [Kou24]. This project is supported by the MSCA-PFMIPAC carried
out at the University of Milan. The author is very thankful for the hospitality and the
great work environment.

2. Tame and log-étale motives

Let k be a perfect field and let Cork be the category of finite correspondences k.
By [HS20, Lemma 16.1] the category of tame sheaves with transfers Shvt(Cork) is a
Grothendieck abelian category and for every F ∈ Shvt(Cork) the tame cohomology
presheaves

U 7→ Hq
t (U,F )

are presheaves with transfers. Therefore, similarly to Voevodsky’s construction, one gets
the stable∞-category of effective tame motives and of tame motivic sheaves of S1-spectra
as

DMeff
t (k) := L(A1,t)D(Shvt(Cork)) SHS1

t (k) := L(A1,t) Shvt(Smk,Spt).
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As usual, the graph functor Smk →֒ Cork and the Dold-Kan functor D(Z)→ Spt induce
a localization

SHS1

t (k)→ DMeff
t (k)

and there are evident localizations

DMeff
Nis(k) DMeff

t (k) DMeff
ét (k)

SHS1

Nis(k) SHS1

t (k) SHS1

ét (k)

L(A1,t) L(A1,ét)

L(A1,t) L(A1,ét)

whose right adjoints

DMeff
ét (k) DMeff

t (k) DMeff
Nis(k)

SHS1

ét (k) SHS1

t (k) SHS1

Nis(k)

i(A1,ét) i(A1,t)

i(A1,ét) i(A1,t)

preserve all colimits: indeed they preserve filtered colimits by [Sta16, Tag 03Q5] and [HS20,
Theorem 4.5] respectively, and finite colimits are finite limits since all the categories are
stable. For X ∈ Smk and τ any of the topologies above, we let Mτ (X) ∈ DMeff

τ (k)
and Hτ (X) ∈ SHS1

τ (k) the image of the Yoneda funtcor. By localizing [MV99, Theorem
3.2.23] we get a fiber sequence

Ht(X − Z)→Ht(X)→Ht(ThNZ
)

In the case with transfers, by [MVW06, Properties 14.5.] we deduce that

(1) If E → X is a vector bundle of rank r, we have an equivalence

Mt(E)
≃
−→Mt(X).

and if P(E) is the associated projective bundle, the Chern classes induce an equiv-
alence

r⊕

i=0

Mt(X) ⊗M t(P1, i0)[i] ≃M
t(P(E))

whereMt(P1, i0) is the complement of the splittingM(P1)→M(k) given by the
zero section.

(2) Let X be a smooth scheme over k and Z a smooth closed subscheme of X of
codimension c. Then there is a Gysin fiber sequence

Mt(X − Z)→Mt(X)→Mt(Z)⊗Mt(P1, i0)
⊗c[c]

Moreover, by [MVW06, Proposition 15.7], P1 is a symmetric object, so we can construct
the stable ∞-category of tame motives (resp. tame motivic spectra) as

DMt(k) := SptP1(DMeff
t (k)) SHt(k) := SptP1(SHS1

t (k))

using the general machinery of [Rob15]. In particular, we have the following result, whose
proof is completely formal (see e.g. [BLMP, 2.2]):

Theorem 2.1. Let E∗ be a graded commutative monoid in SHS1

t (k), together with a
section c : Ht(P1)→ E1[2] such that for all X ∈ Smk and all i, the following composition

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03Q5
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is an equivalence:

map(Ht(X), Ei) map(Ht(P1
X), Ei ⊗H

t(P1)) map(Ht(P1
X ), Ei ⊗ E1[2])

map(Ht(P1
X ), Ei+1[2])

map(Ht(P1
X , i0), Ei+1[2]).

c

µi,1

Then there is E ∈ CAlg(SHt(k) such that for all X ∈ Smk

mapSHt(k)
(Σ∞(Ht(X)),Σm,nE) ≃ RΓt(X,En[m]).

If E∗ comes from a graded commutative monoid in DMeff
t (k), then E comes from a ring

spectrum in DMt(k).

By construction, if E ∈ CAlg(DMt(k) representing E∗, then for all q ≥ 0 the properties
listed above imply:

(1) If E → X is a vector bundle of rank r, we have

Hq
t (E , En)

≃
−→ Hq

t (X,En).

and
r⊕

i=0

Hq−i
t (X,En−i) ∼= Hq

t (P(E), En).

(2) Let X be a smooth scheme over k and Z a smooth closed subscheme of X of
codimension c. Then the Gysin sequence gives

Hq
t,Z(X/k,En) ∼= Hq−c

t (Z/k,En−c).

Recall now the effective log motives logDMeff(k) and S1-spectra logSHS1
(k) defined in

[BPØ22] and [BPØ23], with the localizations

logDMeff
dNis(k) logDMeff

lét(k)

logSHS1

dNis(k) SHS1

lét(k)

L
(�,lét)

L
(�,lét)

We let Hτ
log and Mτ

log the representable objects similary as before. There are adjoint

functors (see [BPØ23, Construction 4.0.8])

SHS1
(k) logSHS1

(k)ω∗

ω∗

ω♯

and similarly for DM. Recall the assumption:

Notation 2.2. We say that k satisfies resolutions of singularities if the following two prop-
erties are satisfied (see [BPØ22, Definition 7.6.3] and [Hir64, Main Theorem I and II]):

(RS1) For any integral scheme X of finite type over k, there is a proper birational mor-
phism Y → X of schemes over k, which is an isomorphism on the smooth locus,
such that Y is smooth over k.
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(RS2) Let f : Y → X be a proper birational morphism of integral schemes over k such
that X is smooth over k and let Z1, . . . , Zr be smooth divisors forming a strict
normal crossing divisor on X. Assume that

f−1(X − Z1 ∪ . . . ∪ Zr)→ X − Z1 ∪ . . . ∪ Zr

is an isomorphism. Then there is a sequence of blow-ups

Xn
fn−1
−−−→ Xn−1

fn−2
−−−→ . . .

f0
−→ X0 ≃ X

along smooth centers Wi ⊆ Xi such that
a. the composition Xn → X factors through f ,
b. Wi is contained in the preimage of Z1 ∪ . . . ∪ Zr in Xi,
c. Wi has strict normal crossing with the sum of the reduced strict transforms

of

Z1, . . . , Zr, f
−1
0 (W0), . . . , f

−1
i−1(Wi−1)

in Xi.

By [Par23, Theorem 4.4 (2)] (resp. [BPØ22, Proposition 8.2.8]), if k satisfies (RS1) and
(RS2) then for all X ∈ Smk with smooth Cartier compactification (X, ∂X) the image of
HNis(X) (resp. MNis(X)) via the above functor is HdNis

log (X, ∂X) (resp. MdNis
log (X, ∂X)),

in particular the functor ω∗ is monoidal.

Lemma 2.3. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p that satisfies resolutions of singu-
larities as in 2.2. Let U → X be a tame cover in Smk and for all m let Um denote the
m-fold fiber product U ×X U . . .×X U . Then the colimit along the Čech nerve induces an
equivalence:

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis(X) ≃ lim

−→
m

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis(Um) in logSHS1

lét(k)

and similarly for logDMeff
lét.

Proof. We only do the proof for SH, the proof of DM is similar (in fact easier). If
U → X is finite, then this is [Mer22, Lemma 6.4]. In general, we proceed by induction
on the dimension of X. If the dimension is zero, then U → X is finite and we conclude.
Since U and X are smooth separated of finite type over Spec(k), U → X is locally of finite
presentation and separated. Since U → X is étale, it is flat and locally quasi-finite (see
[Sta16, Tag 03WS]), and since U is quasi-compact it has universally bounded fibres by
[Sta16, Tag 03JA], so by [Sta16, Tag 07RY] there is a closed subscheme Z ⊆ X such that
U|X−Z → X−Z is finite (we consider Zn−1 in loc. cit.). Let d be the relative codimension
of Z in X and let Z ′ ⊂ Z be the singular locus of Z, so that Z − Z ′ ⊆ X − Z ′ is a
closed immersion in Smk. Let V → X be a trivializing cover of the normal bundle of
Z − Z ′ ⊆ X − Z ′. Let V ′ := V ×X (Z − Z ′) and U ′ = U ×X V ×X (Z − Z ′). Then since
Um ×X V → V and V → X are all flat, the Gysin sequences imply that:

(lim
−→m

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis((Pd/Pd−1)× (U ′)m) L(�,lét)ω

∗HNis(Pd/Pd−1)× V ′)

lim
−→m

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis((Um)|V−Z′) L(�,lét)ω

∗HNis(V − Z ′)

lim
−→m

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis((Um)|V−Z′) L(�,lét)ω

∗HNis(V − Z ′)

Since both ω∗ and L(�,lét) are monoidal, we can take Pd/Pd−1 outside and by induction on

dimension the top horizontal map is an equivalence, and the bottom horizontal map is an
equivalence again by [Mer22, Lemma 6.4], so the middle horizontal map is an equivalence.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03WS
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03JA
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/07RY
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We can perform a similar diagram for V r := V ×X V ×X . . .×X V , so by Nisnevich descent
of ω∗ (see [Par23, Proposition 3.7]) we deduce that

lim
−→
m

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis((Um)|X−Z′) ≃ lim

−→
r

lim
−→
m

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis((Um)|V r−Z′)

≃ lim
−→
r

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis(V r − Z ′) ≃ L(�,lét)ω

∗HNis(X − Z ′).

By proceeding in the same way, we construct a chain of strict closed subsets such that

lim
−→

L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis((U•)|X−Zn

) ≃ L(�,lét)ω
∗HNis(X − Zn) for all n,

so we conclude since X has fintie Krull dimension. �

We are now ready to prove our main theorem:

Theorem 2.4. The adjunction

SHS1
(k) logSHS1

(k)
ω∗

ω∗

induces an adjunction

SHS1

t (k) logSHS1

lét(k)
ω∗

t

ωt
∗

fitting in commutative diagrams:

SHS1
(k) logSHS1

(k) SHS1
(k) logSHS1

(k)

SHS1

t (k) logSHS1

lét(k) SHS1

t (k) logSHS1

lét(k)

ω∗

L(A1,t) L
(�,lét)

ω∗

ω∗

t

i(A1,t)

ωt
∗

i
(�,lét)

and similarly for DMeff . The functor ω∗
t is monoidal.

Proof. By Theorem 2.3 above, the functor L(�,lét)ω
∗ satisfies tame descent, therefore it fac-

tors through L(A1,t) inducing ω∗
t that fits in the first commutative square. Since L(�,lét)ω

∗

is a left adjoint, preserves all colimits. Since both i(A1,t) and i(�,lét) also preserves all

colimits and are fully faithful, we have that for {Mi}i∈I a system in DMeff
t (k,Z):

lim
−→
i∈I

ω∗
tMi ≃ lim

−→
i∈I

ω∗
tL(A1,t))i(A1,t)Mi ≃ lim

−→
L(�,lét))ω

∗i(A1,t)Mi ≃ L(�,lét))ω
∗i(A1,t) lim−→

Mi

≃ ω∗
tL(A1,t))i(A1,t) lim−→

Mi ≃ ω∗
t lim−→

Mi,

so by the adjoint functor theorem there exists a right adjoint ωt
∗, which fits by adjunction

in the right square. The monoidality of ω∗
t then follows from the monoidality of L(�,lét)

and L(A1,t), which holds by definition of the monoidal structure on tame motives, and the
monoidality of ω∗, which holds by [Par23, Theorem 4.4(4)]. �

Corollary 2.5. The integral p-adic cohomology of [Mer22] factors through DMeff
t (k),

inducing a realization

RΓt
p : DM

eff
t (k)→ D(R(k)) X 7→ lim

←−
m

RΓ((X, ∂X),WmΛ•),

where R(k) is the Raynaud ring of Ekhedal [Eke85].

Proof. RΓp is defined as:

lim
←−
m

maplogDMeff
lét(k,Z)

(L(�,lét)ω
∗(−),WmΛ•) : DMeff(k)→ D(R(k))

and so by Theorem 2.4 this agrees with

DMeff(k)
L(A1,t)
−−−−→ DMeff

t (k)
lim
←−m

RΓ(ω∗

t (−),WmΛ•)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ D(R(k)).
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�

Corollary 2.6. Let F be a strictly (�, lét)-local sheaf, so that F [0] ∈ logSHS1

lét. Let
G ∈ Shvt(Smk,Spt) be the underlying sheaf of spectra of ω∗tF [0]. Then the tame sheaf
π0G is strongly A1-invariant, i.e. for all X ∈ Smk

π0G(A1
X) ≃ π0G(X) and H1

t (A
1
X/k, π0G) ≃ H1

t (X/k, π0G).

Proof. Since ω∗ is left t-exact with respect to the homotopy t structures of logSHS1
(k)

and logSHS1
(k) and the inclusion Rε∗ : Shvt(k,Spt) → ShvNis(k,Spt) is fully faithful

and left t-exact for the usual t-structure induced by the Postnikov t-structure on Spt, we
deduce that τ≥1G = 0, so we have a fiber sequence in D(Shvt(k,Z)):

π0G(Y )→ G(Y )→ τ≤0G(Y ),

which implies that π0G(Y ) = π0(G(Y )). Since G is (A1, t)-local, we conclude that
π0(G(A1

X )) = π0(G(X)). Finally, consider the hypercohomology speactal sequence, which
is functorial in Y :

Hp
t (Y/k, π−qG)⇒ Hp+q

t (X,G)

whose five term exact sequence gives an injective map

H1
t (Y/k, π0G) →֒ H1

t (Y/k,G).

SinceG is (A1, t)-local, we have thatH1
t (A

1
X/k,G) = H1

t (X/k,G), so the mapH1
t (A

1
X/k, π0G)→

H1
t (X/k, π0G) induced by the zero section is injecitve. On the other hand, this map has

a retraction induced by the projection A1
X → X, so it is also surjective. �

Example 2.7. Consider the étale sheaves νm(n): they fit in an left exact sequence in
RSCNis:

0→ νm(n)→WmΩn F−1
−−−→WmΛn/dV m−1Ωn−1

so by [Sai21] and [Mer22, Theorem 4.4 and B.3] they fit in a left exact sequence of lét
sheaves:

0→ Llétω
∗νm(n)→WmΛn F−1

−−−→WmΛn/dV m−1Ωn−1

By [Lor09, Proposition 2.13], the last map is surjective in the log étale topology. Moreover,
WmΛn and WmΛn/dV m−1Ωn−1 are both strictly (�, lét)-invariant by [Mer22, Theorem
4.2], hence Llétω

∗νm(n) are strictly (�, lét)-invariant. This implies that π0ω∗Llétω
∗νm(n) is

strongly (A1, t)-invariant, but for all X ∈ Smk with smooth log compactivication (X, ∂X)
we have that:

π0ω
t
∗Llétω

∗νm(n)(X) = Llétω
∗νm(n)(X, ∂X) =

ker(WmΛn(X, ∂X)
F−1
−−−→WmΛn/dV m−1Ωn−1)(X, ∂X) = νm(n)(X),

so we deduce that the sheaves νm(n) are strongly (A1, t)-invariant.

3. A1-invariance of tame cohomology

In this section, we do not assume that k satisfies resolutions of singularities. The main
result is the following:

Theorem 3.1. For q ≥ 2 and X ∈ Smk affine, we have

Hq
t (X/k, νm(n)) ≃ Hq

t (A
1
X/k, νm(n))

To prove the theorem, we first need some observations. Let KM
n be the Milnor K-

theory sheaves such that for any field F we have KM
n (F ) = KM

n (F ), and let dlog : KM
n →

νm(n) be the usual dlog map of [Ill79, I (5.7.7) and (5.7.8)]: by [MS, Lemma 1.1] it
is a map of presheaves with transfers (see [BRS22, (11.0.1)]). By Bloch–Gabber–Kato
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[BK86, Theorem 2.1] and Izhboldin’s Theorem [Wei13, Theorem III-7-8], for every field F
of characteristic p there is an exact sequence:

0→ KM
n (F )

pm

−−→ KM
n (F )

dlog
−−→ νm(n)(F )→ 0

Since both KM
n and νm(n) are A1-invariant Nisnevich sheaves with transfer, this gives an

exact sequence in HItrNis(k):

(3.1.1) 0→ KM
n

pm

−−→ KM
n

dlog
−−→ νm(n)→ 0

which gives by colimit an exact sequence in HItrNis(k):

(3.1.2) 0→ KM
n → K

M
n [1/p]

dlog
−−→ lim

−→
m

νm(n)→ 0.

Let now (KM
n )t and (KM

n )ét denote the tame and étale sheafification of KM
n . We have

the following general result:

Lemma 3.2. Let F be a tame sheaf of Z[1/p]-modules with transfers. Then F is also an
étale sheaf with transfers.

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to [MVW06, Lemma 14.21], we report it for
completeness. As in loc. cit. we need to show that the kernel and cokernel of F → Fét

vanish, hence we may suppose that Fét = 0. If F 6= 0, there is S = Spec(R) ∈ S̃mk with
R tamely henselian and a nonzero element c ∈ F (S). Since Fét = 0, there is a finite étale
map S → S′ with cS′ = 0. Since S is tamely henselian, the degree of S → S′ is pr for
r ≥ 0 as the absolute Galos group of k(S) is a pro-p-group, so since the map

F (S)→ F (S′)→ F (S)

is the multiplication by pr, which is invertible in F (S), so we conclude that c = 0. This
contradiction shows that F = 0. �

Remark 3.3. In the rest of the section, we will use several times that

(3.3.1) H i
t(X/k, (Kn)t[1/p]) ∼= H i

t(X/k, (Kn)ét[1/p]) ∼= H i
ét(X, (Kn)ét[1/p])

The first isomorphism is Lemma 3.2. The second isomorphism follows immediately from
[HS20, Proposition 8.1], although in the statement it is assumed that the sheaf is torsion.
Nevertheless, this assumption is not used in the proof: indeed if R is henselian with residue
field k(R), then for all étale sheaves F (not necessarily torsion) we have Hq

ét(Spec(R), F ) =
Hq

ét(Spec(k(R)), Fk(R)). This allows to conclude that for all étale sheaves F of Z[1/p]-
modules and every tamely henselian rings R with residue fields k(R) of characteristic p,
then

Hq
ét(Spec(R), F ) ∼= Hq

ét(Spec(k(R)), F(k(R))) = 0,

since the Galois group of k(R) is a pro-p-group.

Remark 3.4. Recall that the sheaf (KM
n [1/p])ét is strictly (A1, ét)-invariant: this is classical

and follows from the fact that KM
n is strictly (A1,Nis)-invariant together with [MVW06,

Theorem 7.20, Lemma 9.23, Lemma 14.21] (see [BVK16, Proposition 1.7.5] for an appli-
cation of this general argument).

Theorem 3.5. For all X ∈ Smk, the tame cohomology groups Hq
t (X/k, (KM

n )t) is a direct
summand of Hq

ét(X, (KM
n )ét), and the splitting is functorial in X.

Proof. Consider the change of topology α∗ : Shvét(Smk,Z)→ Shvt(Smk,Z). It is enough
to show that

Rqα∗((K
M
n )ét) = 0 for q 6= 0, 2.

In fact, this implies that the spectral sequence computing Rα∗((K
M
n )ét) degenerates at

the second page, giving Rα∗(K
M
n )ét) = (KM

n )t ⊕R2α∗((K
M
n )ét). By the exact sequence of
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[CTSS83, Lemme 2], we deduce that for all affine schemesX, we have thatHq
ét(X, νm(n)) =

0 for q ≥ 2: this implies that for every tamely henselian local ring A we have

(Rqα∗νm(n))(A) ∼= Hq(Spec(A), νm(n)) = 0 for q ≥ 2.

Moreover, by (3.3.1), we have that for any scheme X:

Hq
ét(X, (KM

n )ét[1/p]) ≃ Hq
t (X, (KM

n )t[1/p]),

so for every tamely henselian local ring A we have

(Rqα∗(K
M
n )ét[1/p])(A) ∼= Hq

ét(Spec(A), (K
M
n )ét[1/p]) ∼= Hq

t (Spec(A), (K
M
n )t[1/p]) = 0 for q ≥ 1.

This implies that Rqα∗K
M
n = 0 for q ≥ 3, so to make the spectral sequence degenerate

it is enough to show that R1α∗(K
M
n )ét = 0. This follows from Hilbert 90 for Milnor K-

theory (see [Wei13, III Corollary 7.8.3]): let R be a tamely henselian ring with residue

field k(R), and fix a separable closure k(R) of k(R), then by construction Gal(k(R)/k(R))
is a pro-p-group, hence

R1α∗(K
M
n )ét(R) = H1

ét(Spec(R), (KM
n )ét) ∼= H1

ét(Spec(k(R)), (KM
n )ét)

=H1(Gal(k(R)),KM
n (k(R)))

is a p-torsion group. On the other hand, by sheafifying the exact sequence (3.1.1) we have
a long exact sequence

KM
n (k(R))

(∗)
−−→ ν(n)(k(R))→ H1(Gal(k(R)),KM

n (k(R)))
p
−→ H1(Gal(k(R)),KM

n (k(R)))

But the map (∗) is surjective, which implies thatH1(Gal(k(R)),KM
n (k(R))) is p-torsionfree,

therefore it is zero. This finishes the proof. �

Corollary 3.6. For q ≥ 3 and X ∈ Smk affine, we have that Hq
t (A

1
X/k, (KM

n )t) ≃

Hq
t (X/k, (KM

n )t).

Proof. The map Hq
t (A

1
X/k, (KM

n )t) → Hq
t (X/k, (KM

n )t) is split surjective, so it is enoght
to show that it is injective. By Theorem 3.5, we have a commutative diagram where the
horizontal arrows are split injective:

Hq
t (A

1
X/k, (KM

n )t) Hq
ét(A

1
X , (KM

n )ét)

Hq
t (X/k, (KM

n )t) Hq
ét(X, (KM

n )ét)

(∗)

so it is enough to that (∗) is injective to conclude. By (3.1.2) and the fact thatHq
ét(X, νm(n))

and Hq
ét(A

1
X , νm(n)) are zero for q ≥ 2, we have for all q ≥ 3 a commutative diagram

Hq
ét(A

1
X , (KM

n )ét) Hq
ét(A

1
X , (KM

n )ét[1/p])

Hq
ét(X, (KM

n )ét) Hq
ét(X, (KM

n )ét[1/p])

∼=

∼=

∼=

This concludes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The exact sequence of (3.1.2) gives for all q a commutative diagram
with exact rows:

Hq
t (A

1
X/k,KM

n ) Hq
t (A

1
X/k,KM

n [1/p]) lim
−→

Hq
t (A

1
X/k, νm(n)) Hq+1

t (A1
X/k,KM

n )

Hq
t (X/k,KM

n ) Hq
t (X/k,KM

n [1/p]) lim
−→

Hq
t (X/k, νm(n)) Hq+1

t (X/k,KM
n )

(∗1) (∗2) (∗3) (∗4)
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The map (∗1) is split surjective for q ≥ 0, (∗2) is an isomorphism for q ≥ 0 by (3.3.1)
and Remark 3.4, and (∗4) is an isomorphism for q ≥ 2 by Corollary 3.6, so (∗3) is an
isomorphism for q ≥ 2. �

We write here a proof of the projective bundle formula for the étale cohomology of
the p-local Milnor K-theory. This is well known to expert but it does not seem to have
appeared in the literature:

Proposition 3.7. Let k be an infinite field and let X ∈ Smk and E → X a vector bundle
of rank r, and let (KM

n )(p) := K
M
n ⊗Z Z(p) be the p-local Milnor K-theory. Then the Chern

classes of Milnor K-theory induce an equivalence:

Hq
ét(P(E), (KM

n )(p),ét) ≃

r⊕

i=0

Hq−i
ét (X, (KM

n−i)(p),ét)

Proof. Consider the usual exact sequence given by Bloch–Gabber–Kato:

0→ (KM
∗ )(p),ét → K

M
∗ ⊗Q→ lim

−→
r

νr(∗)→ 0

Then the étale cohomology of the middle term agrees with the Chow ring by Bloch’s
formula [Sou85, Théorème 5], so it satisfies the projective bundle formula, and the étale
cohomology of νr(∗) satisfies the projective bundle formula by [Gro85, Théorème III.1.1.1].

�

We finish this section with some observations on the cohomology of P1 that will be
essential for the next section.

Lemma 3.8. For X tamely henselian, Hq
t (P

1
X/k, (KM

n )(p),t) = 0 for q ≥ 3.

Proof. By the usual trace argument [BV08, Remark 4.6.1 (b)] we can suppose that k is
infinite. By Theorem 3.5 we have that for all Y and all r, Hr

t (Y/k, (K
M
n )t) is a direct

summand of Hr
ét(Y/k, (K

M
n )ét) with complement Hq−2

t (Y/k,R2α∗(K
M
n )ét). Since we have

a cartesian and cocartesian square of Nisnevich sheaves

KM
n (KM

n )(p)

KM
n [1/p] (KM

n )⊗Q

andRqα∗(K
M
n [1/p])ét andRqα∗(K

M
n ⊗Q)ét vanish for q 6= 0, we get thatHr

t (Y/k, (K
M
n )(p),t)

is also a direct summand ofHr
ét(Y/k, (K

M
n )(p),ét) with complementHq−2

t (Y/k,R2α∗(K
M
n )(p),ét).

Therefore, the Chern classes fit in the following commutative diagram:
(3.8.1)

Hq
t (P

1
X , (KM

n )(p),t) Hq
ét(P

1
X , (KM

n )(p),ét) Hq−2
t (P1

X , R2α∗(K
M
n )(p),ét)

Hq
t (X, (KM

n )(p),t) Hq
ét(X, (KM

n )(p),ét) Hq−2
t (X,R2α∗(K

M
n )(p),ét)

Hq−1
t (X, (KM

n−1)(p),t) Hq−1
ét (X, (KM

n−1)(p),ét) Hq−3
t (X,R2α∗(K

M
n−1)(p),ét)

≃

⊕ ⊕ ⊕

The middle vertical arrow is an equivalence for all q ≥ 1 by Proposition 3.7. Since X is
tamely henselian we have that for q > 3 all the groups in the lower two lines of (3.8.1)
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vanish: this proves the result for q > 3, so it only remains to study the case q = 3. In that
case, the diagram above is just

Hq
t (P

1
X , (KM

n )(p),t) Hq
ét(P

1
X , (KM

n )(p),ét) Hq−2
t (P1

X , R2α∗(K
M
n )(p),ét)

0 H2
ét(X, (KM

n−1)(p),ét) R2α∗(K
M
n−1)(p),ét)(X)

≃

so that the compositionH2
ét(X, (KM

n−1)(p),ét) ≃ H3
ét(P

1
X , (KM

n−1)(p),ét) ։ H3
t (P

1
X/k, (KM

n−1)ét)

is the zero map: this shows that H3
t (P

1
X/k, (KM

n−1)(p),ét) = 0 and concludes the proof. �

Corollary 3.9. For X tamely henselian, Hq
t (P

1
X/k, νm(n)) = 0 for q ≥ 2.

Proof. By Bloch’s formula we have that:

Hq
t (P

1
X/k, (KM

n ⊗Q)t) = Hq
t (X/k, (KM

n ⊗Q)t)⊕Hq−1
t (X/k, (KM

n−1 ⊗Q)t) = 0 for q ≥ 2,

so the result will follow from the p-localization of the exact sequence (3.1.2) and Lemma
3.8. �

4. Proof of the main theorems

In this section, we wrap it up and prove the theorems in the introduction. First of all,
we show Theorem 1.4, which does not require resolution of singularities. In fact, it is a
consequence of Proposition 4.1 below and the motivic properties of DMeff (see again (1)
and (2)):

Proposition 4.1. Let A be an abelian group and let A be the constant sheaf on Smk with
values A. Then for all X ∈ Smk and q ≥ 0 we have

Hq
t (X/k,A) ≃ Hq

t (A
1
X/k,A) ≃ Hq

t (P
1
X/k,A)

Proof. Let Ator ⊆ A be its torsion subgroup. By the exact sequence of abelian groups

0→ Ator → A→ A⊗Q→ A⊗Q/Z→ 0,

we can reduce to the case where A is torsion, since the higher étale cohomology of A⊗Q

vanishes (being equal to the Nisnevich cohomology). Let Ap−tor ⊆ A be its p-power torsion
subgroup. By the exact sequence of abelian groups

0→ Ap−tor → A→ A[1/p]→ A[1/p]/A→ 0,

it is enough to prove it for A p-torsion, since the case A[1/p] is well known as tame
cohomology is equal to the étale cohomology by [HS20, Proposition 8.1]. Since A is a
filtered colimit of its finitely generated subgroups, by [HS20, Theorem 4.5] we can assume
that A is a finite group, and therefore we reduce to the case A = Z/pm. By the usual
spectral sequence argument we reduce to the case where X is tamely henselian, therefore
the case q ≥ 2 is covered respectively by Theorem 3.1 and 3.9 with n = 0, therefore we
are left to show the case q = 1. By covering P1 with two copies of A1, we have an exact
sequence

A⊕A ։ A→ H1
t (P

1
X/k,A)→ H1

t (A
1
X/k,A),

therefore it is enough to show the vanishing of H1
t (A

1
X/k,A). In this case, we have that

H1
t (A

1
X/k,A) ∼= Homcts(π

t
1(A

1
X/k), A),

and πt
1(A

1
X/k) ≃ πt

1(X/k) = 0 by [Sch21, Theorem 2.6] and the fact that X is tamely
henselian. �
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Let now k be a field that satisfies resolutions of singularities as in 2.2. Then combining
Example 2.7 and Theorem 3.1, we conclude that for all X affine and all q ≥ 0 we have

(4.1.1) Hq
t (A

1
X/k, νm(n)) ≃ Hq

t (X/k, νm(n))

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2, i.e. the existence of the motivic ring spectrum
HZ/p. By the usual spectral sequence argument (4.1.1) implies that νm(n) is a strictly
A1-invatiant tame sheaf with transfers, in particular the collection νm(∗)[−∗] gives rise to
a graded commutative monoid in DMeff

t (k). Then to conclude it is enough to show that
the maps induced by the Chern classes

RΓt(X/k, νm(n))⊕RΓt(X/k, νm(n− 1))[1]→ RΓt(P
1
X/k, νm(n))

are equivalences. By the usual spectral sequence argument we can suppose that X is
tamely henselian. By Zariski descent along the cover A1

∐
A1 → P1, we have an isomor-

phism

νm(n)(P1
X) ∼= Ker

(
νm(n)(A1

X)⊕ νm(n)(A1
X)→ νm(n)((A1 − {0})X )

)

and by A1 invariance we deduce that the right hand side is

Ker
(
νm(n)(X)⊕ νm(n)(X)→ νm(n)((A1 − {0})X )

)
∼= νm(n)(X)

and there is a long exact sequence

0→ νm(n)(X)
(∗1)
−−→ νm(n)((A1 − {0})X )→ H1

t (P
1/k, νm(n))

(∗2)
−−→ H1

t (X, νm(n)).

The maps (∗1) and (∗2) are split so we have that

H1
t (P

1/k, νm(n)) ∼= H1
t (X, νm(n))⊕ νm(n)((A1 − {0})X )/νm(X)

and finally νm(n)((A1 − {0})X )/νm(X) ∼= νm(n − 1)(X) by [Gro85] and the fact that
νm(n) is A1-local in the Zariski topology.

Remark 4.2. In fact, by Geisser–Levine [GL00, Theorem 1.1.], there is a quasi-isomorphism
of complexes of Nisnevich sheaves with transfers: Z/pm(n) ≃ νm(n)[−n], where the left
hand side is the motivic complex. This implies that the graded E∞-ring inDMeff

Nis(k,Z/p
m)

given by the collection νm(∗)[−∗] builds up the unit of DMNis(k,Z/p
m). Since the local-

ization functor Lst
A1,t

: DMNis(k,Z/p
m) → DMt(k,Z/p

m) is monoidal, it preserves the

unit: this implies that the ring spectrum HZ/pm is the unit of DMt(k,Z/p
m), since for

all m,n we have that LA1,tνm(n) = Ltνm(n).

As observed in the introduction, Theorem 1.3 is now a mere consequence of Theorem
1.1 and the motivic properties of DM (see (1) and (2)). Finally, we prove Theorem 2.4,
which we restate for the sake of the reader:

Theorem 4.3. Let k satisfies (RS1) and (RS2) as in 2.2. For all X ∈ Smk with smooth
compactification (X, ∂X) we have that

RΓt(X, νm(n)) ≃ RΓlét((X, ∂X), Llétω
∗νm(n))

Proof. The canonical map νm(n)→ ωt
∗ω

∗
t νm(n) induces a map

RΓt(X, νm(n))→ RΓt(X,ωt
∗ω

∗
t νm(n)) ≃ RΓlét((X, ∂X), L(�,lét)ω

∗νm(n)).

functorial in X and (X, ∂X), and since Llétω
∗νn(m) is already (�, lét)-invariant, we have

that L(�,lét)ω
∗νn(m) ≃ Llétω

∗νn(m). We will show that this map is an equivalence. First

we suppose that X = X is proper, then

RΓt(X, νm(n)) ≃ RΓét(X, νm(n)) = RΓlét((X, triv), Llétω
∗νm(n)).
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In general, let ∂X = D1 + . . . Dr: we proceed by induction on r: if r = 1, we have the
Gysin sequences

RΓt(X, νm(n))→ RΓt(X, νm(n))→ RΓt(Th(ND1), νm(n))

and

RΓlét((X,D1), Llétω
∗νm(n))→ RΓlét((X, triv), Llétω

∗νm(n))→ RΓlét(Th(ND1), Llétω
∗νm(n))

Since M(Th(ND1)) ≃ M(P(ND1 ⊕ O))/M(D1) and both are proper, we conclude. In
general, we have the Mayer–Vietoris sequences

RΓt(X, νm(n))→ RΓt(X−(D1+...Dr−1),νm(n))

⊕RΓt(X−(Dr),νm(n))
→ RΓt(X, νm(n))

and

RΓlét((X, ∂X), Llétω
∗νm(n))→ RΓlét((X,D1+...Dr−1),Llétω

∗νm(n))

⊕RΓlét((X,Dr),Llétω
∗νm(n))

→ RΓlét((X, triv), Llétω
∗νm(n))

�
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Cesare Saldini 50, 20133 Milano, Italy

Email address, A. Merici: alberto.merici@unimi.it

http://stacks.math.columbia.edu

	1. Introduction
	2. Tame and log-étale motives
	3. A1-invariance of tame cohomology
	4. Proof of the main theorems
	References

