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INTERSECTION K-THEORY

TUDOR PADURARIU

ABSTRACT. For a proper map f : X — S between varieties over C with X
smooth, we introduce increasing filtrations P?' C Pfg' on gr' K.(X), the associ-
ated graded on K-theory with respect to the codimension filtration, both sent
by the cycle map to the perverse filtration on cohomology prS-(X)_ The filtra-
tions Pfg' and P?' are functorial with respect to proper pushforward and Pf' is
functorial with respect to pullback.

We use the above filtrations to propose two definitions of (graded) intersec-
tion K-theory gr'/K.(S) and gr'IK.(S). Both have cycle maps to intersection
cohomology TH (S). We conjecture a version of the decomposition theorem for

semismall surjective maps and prove it in some particular cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a complex variety X, intersection cohomology I H (X) coincides with singular
cohomology with rational coefficients H'(X) when X is smooth and has better
properties than H (X) when X is singular, for example it satisfies Poincaré duality
and the Hard Lefschetz theorem. Many applications of intersection cohomology, for
example in representation theory [18], [7, Section 4], are through the decomposition
theorem of Beilinson—Bernstein—Deligne-Gabber [3].

A construction of intersection K-theory is expected to have applications in com-
putations of K-theory via a K-theoretic version of the decomposition theory, and
in representation theory, for example in the construction of representations of ver-
tex algebras using (framed) Uhlenbeck spaces [5]. The Goresky—MacPherson con-
struction of intersection cohomology [I5] does not generalize in an obvious way to
K-theory.

1.1. The perverse filtration and intersection cohomology. For S a variety
over C, intersection cohomology I H'(S) is a subquotient of H'(X) for any resolution
of singularities f : X — S. The decomposition theorem implies that IH (S) is a
(non-canonical) direct summand of H (X). Consider the perverse filtration

PHF (X) := H (S,P7S'Rf.ICx) < H (S, Rf.ICx) = H (X).

For V < S, denote by Xy := f~1(V). Let Ay be the set of irreducible components

of Xy and let c¢f, be the codimension on «{, : X{, < X for a € Ay. Consider a
1
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resolution of singularities 7{, : Y% — X{,. Let g{, := fn{, : Y2 — V. Define

~ . giica \.
PHyY o= @@ dumln PHy (V) CPHFU(X),
a€EAy
Pt . P Iy Pyt
Hy':= P "Hy, CPHF(X).
Ves

The decomposition theorem implies that
o~ prr<O0 ~<0 77
IH (5) :pr H (X)/pr H(X).
1.2. Perverse filtrations in K-theory. Inspired by the above characterization
of intersection cohomology via the perverse filtration, we propose two K-theoretic
perverse filtrations P?i C Pf@' on gr' K.(X) for a proper map f: X — S of complex

varieties with X smooth. Here, the associated graded gr' K.(X) is with respect to
the codimension of support filtration on K.(X) [13] Definition 3.7, Section 5.4].

The precise definition of the filtration Pf@'gr'K.(X ) is given in Subsection B3}

roughly, it is generated by (subspaces of) images
(1) Op:gr K(T) — grK.(X)

induced by correspondences I" on X x T of restricted dimension, see (Bl), for 7" a
smooth variety with a generically finite map onto a subvariety of S. These subspaces
of the images of @ are required to satisfy certain conditions when restricted to the
subvarieties Yi7 from Subsection [L1l

The definition of the filtration Pfcigr'K (X) C Pfi gr'K.(X) is given in Subsection

In (Il), we further impose that I' is a quasi-smooth scheme surjective over 7.
This futher restricts the possible dimension of the cycles I', see Proposition B.9] and
allows for more computations.

Theorem 1.1. Let f : X — S be a proper map with X smooth. Then the cycle
map ¢ : gr Ko(X)g — H (X) respects the perverse filtration

Pfigr'Ko(X)@ C Pfigr'Ko(X)@ N pri(X).

Perverse filtrations in K-theory have the following functorial properties. Let X
and Y be smooth varieties with ¢ = dim X — dimY. Consider proper maps

y — " . x

N

There are induced maps

he : Py e K(Y) — PFler K.(X),
he : P57 K(Y) = P¥ar K (X),

W' P K(X) — Prlgr K.(Y).
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If A is surjective, then there is also a map

WP er K(X) — Pylar KL(Y).

Let f : X — S be a resolution of singularities. We define ﬁfgogr'K.(X) and

f’fcogr'K (X)) similarly to PH Si(X). Inspired by the discussion in cohomology from
Subsection [[LT], define

er' IK.(S) = PR K.(X)/ (ﬁfogr'K. (X) N ker f*)

grIK.(S) := PS'r' K.(X)/ (ﬁfogr'K_(X) Nker f.).

Note that we do not construct gr /K.(S) and gr'IK.(S) as associated graded of
spaces [K.(S) or IK.(S), but we hope that such a construction is possible, see
Subsection [L.6

Theorem 1.2. The definitions of gr IK.(S) and gr IK.(S) do not depend on the
resolution of singularities f : X — S with the properties mentioned above. Further,
there are cycle maps

¢: g IKo(S)g — TH*(S)
¢: gr' IKo(S)g — THY(S).
We also propose definitions for gr' IK.(S, L) and gr'IK.(S, L) for L a local system

on U open in S of the form L = h, (Zy) for an étale map h : V. — U. There are
cycle maps

¢:gr'IKy(S,L)g — TH¥ (S, L ® Q)
¢: gr'1K(S, L)y — TH¥(S,L ® Q).

1.3. Properties of the perverse filtrations and intersection K-theory. The
perverse filtrations in K-theory and intersection K-theory have similar properties
to their counterparts in cohomology.

Foramap f: X — 5, let s := dim X xg X —dim X be its defect of semismallness.
In Theorem B.11] we show that

P5 ™ ler Ko(X) =0,
P3ar Ko(X) = P;ogr Ko(X) = gr' Ko(X).
This implies that
gr'IK.(S)=gr'IK.(S) =grK.(S) for S smooth,
gr'IKy(S) = gr'Ko(X) if S has a small resolution f: X — S.

For more computations of perverse filtrations in K-theory and intersection K-
theory, see Subsections B.7 and [4.41
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Let d = dim S. In cohomology, there are natural maps

H(S) — IH'(S) — HEM.(9)
IH'(S)® TH(S) — H3",_(S).

The composition in the first line is the natural map H*(S) — HEM.(S). The second

map is non-degenerate for cycles of complementary dimensions. In Subsection .3
we explain that there exist natural maps

gr,IK.(S) — gr,G(S)
gr'IK.(S) x gr' IK.(S) — grg_i—;G.(5)

and their analogues for IK. The above filtration on G-theory is by dimension of
supports, see [13, Section 5.4].

1.4. The decomposition theorem for semismall maps. As mentioned above,
many applications of intersection cohomology are based on the decomposition the-
orem. When the map

f: X—=S8
is semismall, the statement of the decomposition theorem is more explicit, which we
now explain. Let {S,|a € I} be a stratification of S such that f, : f~1(S2) — S is
a locally trivial fibration, where S; = Sy — Jpcs (Sa MSy) . Let A C I be the set of

relevant strata, that is, those strata such that for z, € S2:
1
dim £~ (x,) = 5 (dim § — dim S, .

For x, € S?, the monodromy group 71 (S, x,) acts on the set of irreducible compo-
nents of f~!(z,) of top dimension; let L, be the corresponding local system. Let
ca be the codimension of X, = f~1(S,) in X. The decomposition theorem for the
map f: X — S says that there exists a canonical decomposition [7, Theorem 4.2.7]:

HI(X) = @) THI = (S,, La).
acA

We conjecture the analogous statement in K-theory.

Conjecture 1.3. Let f : X — S be a semismall map and consider {S,|a € I}
a stratification as above, and let A C I be the set of relevant strata. There is a
decomposition for any integer j:

g K.(X)g = @D g IK.(Sa, La)g.
acA

See Conjecture B.1] for a more precise statement. In Theorem [54] we check the
above conjecture for Ky under the extra condition that for any a € A, there are
small maps 7, : T, — S, such that 7, 1(S%) — S¢ is étale with associated local
system L,. The proof of the above result is based on a theorem of de Cataldo—
Migliorini [6, Section 4]. In Subsection [£.4.4] we prove the statement for Ky when
f: X — S is a resolution of singularities of a surface.
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1.5. Intersection Chow groups. When X is smooth, gr'Ky(X)g = CH(X)g.
Thus griIKO(S)Q is a candidate for an intersection Chow group of S. Corti-
Hanamura already defined (rational) intersection Chow groups (or Chow motives) in
[10], [I1] inspired by the decomposition theorem. One proposed definition assumes
conjectures of Grothendieck and Murre and proves a version of the decomposition
theorem for Chow groups; the other approach defines a perverse-type filtration on
Chow groups by induction on level ¢ of the filtration and via correspondences involv-
ing all varieties W — S. These correspondences need to satisfy certain vanishings
for the perverse filtration in cohomology. The advantage of the definition we pro-

pose is that one uses fewer correspondences to define Pfgi and P?i and this allows

for computations, see Subsection [£.4] and Theorem (.3l

For varieties S with a semismall resolution of singularities f : X — 5, de Cataldo—
Migliorini [6] proposed a definition of Chow motives IC'H (S) and proved a version
of the decomposition theorem for semismall maps.

1.6. Intersection K-theory. Our approach to define (graded) intersection K-
theory uses functoriality of the perverse filtration in an essential way. To obtain
this functoriality, it is essential to pass to gr' K.(X). It is a very interesting problem
to find a definition of the perverse filtration on K.(X). We hope that such a defi-
nition will provide a version of equivariant intersection K-theory with applications
to geometric representation theory, for example in understanding the K-theoretic
version of [5].

There are proposed definitions of intersection K-theory in some particular cases.
Cautis [8], Cautis—Kamnitzer [9] have an approach for categorification of intersec-

tion sheaves for certain subvarieties of the affine Grassmannian. Eberhardt defined
intersection K-theoretic sheaves for varieties with certain stratifications [12]. In

[19], we proposed a definition of intersection K-theoretic for good moduli spaces of
smooth Artin stacks which has applications to the structure theory of Hall algebras
of Kontsevich-Soibelman [20)].

1.7. Outline of the paper. In Section 2l we discuss preliminary material. In
Section Bl we introduce the two perverse filtrations Pfc' C Pf<'. In Section 4] we

define the two versions of intersection K-theory gr'/K.(S) and gr'IK.(S). In Section
Bl we discuss the decomposition theorem for semismall maps.

1.8. Acknowledgements. [ thank Jacob Lurie for useful discussions related to the
paper. I thank the Institute of Advanced Studies for support during the preparation
of the paper. This material is based upon work supported by the National Science
Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1926686.

2. PRELIMINARY MATERIAL

2.1. Notations and conventions. All schemes considered in this paper are finite
type and defined over C. The definition of the filtration in Subsection B.1] works
over any field, but to define intersection K-theory we use resolution of singulari-
ties. The definition of intersection K-theory works over any field of characteristic
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zero. A variety is an irreducible reduced scheme. We use quasi-smooth schemes in
Subsections [3.3] and B4l which are the natural extension of lci schemes in derived
geometry.

For S a scheme, let D’Coh(S) be the derived category of bounded complexes
of coherent sheaves and let Perf(S) be its subcategory of bounded complexes of
locally free sheaves on S. For their analogues for quasi-smooth schemes, see [16],
Subsections 2.1 and 3.1]. The functors used in the paper are derived; we sometimes
drop R or L from notation, for example we write f, instead of Rf.. When S is
smooth, the two categories coincide. Define

G.(8) = K. (D'Coh(s))
K.(S) := K. (Perf(9)).

For Y a subvariety of X, let D’Cohy(X) be the subcategory of D’Coh(X) of
complexes supported on Y, and define

Gy.(X) = K. <DbCohy(X)) .

)

When X is smooth, we also use the notation Ky,.(X) for the above. We will usually
drop the subscript - from the notation.

The local systems used in this paper are of the form L = h, (Zy) (or L = h, (Qy))
for an étale morphism h : V' — U. We call these local systems integer (or rational)
finite local systems.

Singular and intersection cohomology and Borel-Moore homology are used only
with coefficients in a rational finite local system, usually Q.

For f a morphism of varieties, we denote by LLs its cotangent complex.

2.2. Filtrations in K-theory. A reference for the following is [13], especially Sec-
tion 5 in loc. cit. Let F'G.(S) be the filtration on G.(S) by sheaves with support
of codimension > 4; it induces a filtration on K.(S). The associated graded will be

denoted by gr'G.(S),gr' K.(S). A morphism f: X — Y of smooth varieties induces
maps:

ffFK(Y) = FK(X)
g’ K(Y) — gr' K. (X).
Further, let FA™G (S) be the filtration on G.(S) by sheaves with support of dimen-

sion < ¢; it induces a filtration on K.(S). The associated graded will be denoted by
gr.G.(S),gr.K.(S). A proper morphism f: X — Y of schemes induces maps:

fe: FAMG(X) — FIMG (V)
fe i gr;G(X) — gr,G.(Y).

There are similar filtrations and associated graded on Gy (X) for Y < X a subva-
riety. If X is smooth of dimension d, then gr,Gy (X) = gr¢~'Gy (X).
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Proposition 2.1. Let S % SpecC be a variety of dimension d. Then

a”, @ trs | 2 Go(SpecC) @ @ gr.Go(T) — gr.Go(9),
TCS TCS

where the sum is taken over all proper subvarieties T of S.

Proof. For ¢ < d, the map

P vz - @ riGolT) — £1,Go(S)

TCS TCS
is surjective by definition of the filtration Féim. Finally, the following map is an
isomorphism
a* : Go(SpecC) = gr ,Go(S).
O

Proposition 2.2. Let S be a singular variety of dimension d, and let f: X — S
be a resolution of singularities. The following map is surjective:

fe griGo(X) = gr;Go(S).
Proof. We use induction on d. By Proposition 2.1 the following is an isomorphism
fe  gryGo(X) = gryGo(S) = Go(Spec C).
For V' G S a subvariety, consider g a resolution of singularities as follows:

Y — X

b

Ve—S.

The surjectivity of f, for ¢ < d follows using Proposition 1] and the induction
hypothesis. (]

2.3. Quasi-smooth schemes.

2.3.1. A morphism f: X — Y of derived schemes is quasi-smooth if it is locally of
finite presentation and the cotangent complex Ly has Tor-amplitude < 1. Alterna-
tively, there is a factorization
X5X' Ly

with 7 smooth and ¢ a quasi-smooth immersion, that is, the complex L,[—1] is
a vector bundle, see [I7, Section 2], [2l Subsections 2.1 and 2.2]. A proper map
between smooth varieties is quasi-smooth. Any quasi-smooth map has a well defined
relative dimension.

A derived scheme X is quasi-smooth if the structure morphism X — SpecC is
quasi-smooth. Any quasi-smooth scheme has a well defined dimension.
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2.3.2.  We list some properties satisfied by quasi-smooth morphisms and schemes.
We are using them only in the proof of an excess intersection formula, see ({@l).

Consider a cartesian diagram

x Ly

L

x 1.y

If f is quasi-smooth, then f’ is quasi-smooth and
(2) reldim (f) = reldim (f').
Composition of quasi-smooth maps is quasi-smooth.

Let Y be a quasi-smooth scheme. Define a filtration F'G.(Y) C G.(Y) generated
by images of

[ :G(Y)— G.(X)

for f 1 Y — X a quasi-smooth morphism with reldim (f) < —i. It induces a
filtration on K.(Y). One can define similarly a filtration F&™G (Y). When Y is a
classical scheme, this definitions recover the filtrations introduced in Subsection 2.2]
see [16, Theorem 6.21]. By (&), pullback respects the filtrations F*. Pushforward

clearly respects the filtrations Fl-dim.

2.3.3. Let X be a quasi-smooth scheme. There exists an open set U C X of

codimension > 1 and a vector bundle £ on U such that
Ou = Opal€[l];d],
where d : £ — Oy is the zero map. The bundle £ has rank dim X' — dim X.

2.4. The perverse filtration in cohomology. Let S be a scheme over C. Let
D%(S) be the derived category of bounded complexes of rational constructible

sheaves [7, Section 2]. Consider the perverse t-structure (Pgi,PZi)i ¢z On this cat-

egory. There are functors:
PrSEDY(S) — PSE
Pzt pb(S) — P>
such that for F' € D2(S) there is a distinguished triangle in D%(S):
PrSIE 5 F o PrPtHLp ﬂ) .

For a proper map f : X — S and F € D5(X), the perverse filtration on H (X, F)

is defined as the image of
PHF(X,F) := H'(S,7S'Rf.F) = H' (S, Rf.F) = H (X, F).
For F = ICx, the decomposition theorem implies that

PTHF(X) — TH (X).
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Let f: X — S be a generically finite morphism from X smooth, let U be a smooth
open subset of S such that f~1(U) — U is étale, and let L = f, (Qf—l(U)).

For V — S, denote by Xy := f~%(V). Let Ay be the set of irreducible compo-
nents of Xy . Let ¢{, be the codimension on {, : X{, < X for a € Ay. Consider a
resolution of singularities 7{, : Y{7 — X{,. Let g7, := fn{, : Y7 — V. Then

PrORfICK Zker | RICx - D € (P77 Ry ICys) [¢f/]
VCSacAy

Define the subspace

p;goRf*ICX := image @ @ (pTéfcang?/*ICY‘g) [—C?/] — pTgoRf*ICX
VSSacAy

By a computation of Corti-Hanamura [I1, Proposition 1.5, Theorem 2.4], there is
an isomorphism:

(3) ICs(L) 2 PrS"Rf,ICK [P7<°RfICK.

Further, consider a more general morphism f : X — S with X smooth. Let V' G S
be a subvariety. For i € Z, denote by PH!(Rf.ICx)y the direct sum of simple
summands of PH!(Rf.ICx) with support equal to V. A computation of Corti-
Hanamura [11] Proposition 1.5] shows that:

(4) PH(REICK)y, = €D PHTV (Rgy, ICvqs) .

a€Ay

3. THE PERVERSE FILTRATION IN K-THEORY

3.1. Definition of the filtration P'S". Let f: X — S be a proper map between
varieties. We define an increasing filtration

P}gigr'G. (X) C gr'G.(X).

It induces a filtration on gr'K.(X). We use the notations from Subsection 2.4l Let

Y < X be a subvariety and let 75 S be a map generically finite onto its image
from T smooth. Consider the diagram:

TxX 24X

Ll

T ——— S.
For a correspondence I' € grg;, x_«Grxgv,0(T x X), define

O :=p. (I ®q¢"(—)) : gr' Ki(T) = gr' °Gy(X).
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We usually drop the shift by s in the superscript of gr'Gy (X). We define the
subspace of gr'Gy (X):
Pfjf = spanp (Pr: gr' K.(T) — gr'Gy (X))

p}@' := span ( P'\Z for all maps 7 as above>

where the dimension of the correspondence satisfies

V + dim X — dimTJ
= S.

5) :

We also define a quotient of gr'Gy (X):

Pi~gr' Gy (X) = gr'Gy (X) — Py'gr Gy (X).

3.2. Functoriality of the filtration P'S".

Proposition 3.1. Let X and Y be smooth varieties with ¢ = dim X — dimY'.
Consider proper maps

y —h X
N
S
There are induced maps

h* P}<i_cgr'K.(X) — Pfigr'K.(Y).

Proof. Let T — S be a generically finite map onto its image with 7' smooth. It
suffices to show that

W P e K(X) = P ar K(Y).

Consider the diagram:

Let © € grgim x—sGrxsx,0(T X X) be a correspondence such that
1 >22s—dimX +dim7T.
For j € Z, we have that:

gl K.(T) —29 gri—*K.(X)

\ lh*

gri SK.(Y).
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To see this, we compute:
W ®e(F) = h*px«(0 @ ¢k F) = py:h* (0 ® ¢k F) = py(h*© @ ¢4 F) = &5 (F).
The correspondence h*© € 8laimy—sGTxsy (T X Y) satisfies
i+c>22s—dimY +dimT,
and this implies the desired conclusion. O

Proposition 3.2. Let X and Y be varieties with proper maps

y —nh X

N

Let c=dim X —dimY. There are induced maps
By Pfifcgr_G. Y) — Pfigr_G.(X).

Proof. Let T'— S be a generically finite map onto its image from T smooth. We
first explain that

he : P57 r.G(Y) — P er.G.(X).

We use the notation from the proof of Theorem B.Jl Consider a correspondence
I' € grgimy—sGrxsy,0(T x Y) such that

7 >22s—dimY +dimT.
For j € Z, we have that:

o
grdimT—jK‘(T *> gldimy — j+sG (Y)
\ lh*
@51
8rdim Y—j+sG'(X)'
To see this, we compute:
hepy (T @ ¢ F) = pxhe [ @ h* gy F) = pxa (T @ ¢ F).
The correspondence
%*F € grdimY—sGTXSX(T X X) = grdimX—(c—l—s)GTXSX(T X X)

satisfies
itc>2(s+c¢)—dimX +dim7T,

and thus the conclusion follows. O

We continue with some further properties of the filtration P’S". The following is
immediate:

Proposition 3.3. Let f: X — S be a proper map. Let U be an open subset of S,
Xy :=fYU), : Xy = X, and fu: Xy — U. Then

L PF@T_G.(X) — P}iigr_G.(XU).
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Proposition 3.4. Let f : X — S be a proper map from X smooth and consider
e € g Ko(X). Then

< <425 j
e- P gr K.(X) C PR g VK (X).
Proof. Let T' — S be a generically finite map onto its image with 7" smooth and let
© € gr,Grxox,o0(T x X). Let p: T x X — X be the natural projection. Then
p*(e) NCRS gra,jGTXSXp(T X X)
For z € gr K.(T'), we have that
e- q)@(.%') = q)p*(e)_@(l'),
and the conclusion thus follows. O

Proposition 3.5. Let X and Y be smooth varieties with proper maps

y —h X

N

such that h is surjective. Let c = dim X —dimY. Then
h (Pﬁ" gr,K.(Y)@> = PSegr K. (X)g

W (g7 K (X)g) N By egr K.(Y)g = b (PfigrK.(X)q)

If there exists X' — Y such that the induced map X' — X is birational, then the
above isomorphisms hold integrally.

Proof. The statement and its proof are similar to [I1, Proposition 3.11].
Let i : X’ — Y be a map such that hi : X’ — X is generically finite and
surjective. Let f':= fi: X’ — S. Then, by Proposition [3.2t

Pitegr K.(X') & PiSigr K.(Y) 5 P K.(X).

The map hyiy : gr. K. (X') — gr. K.(X) is multiplication by the degree of the map
hi, so it is an isomorphism rationally. It is an isomorphism integrally if X’ — X
has degree 1. The pullback statement is similar. O

3.3. The filtration PS'. Let f : X — S be a proper map from X smooth. Let
V < S be a subvariety, and let Ay the set of irreducible components of f~1(V).
For an irreducible component X7, of f ~1(V), consider a resolution of singularities

my, as follows:




INTERSECTION K-THEORY 13

Let c{, be the codimension of X{, in X. Denote by 7y, = ¢{,7{,. Consider a subvariety
Y — X. Define

P\ gr'Gy (X ﬂ ﬂ ker < P/Qgr Gy(X) — P,>Z+CV K. (X“))
VCSa€Ay

The definition is independent of the resolutions 7{; chosen. Indeed, consider two

different resolutions 3(\5, XN{? There exists W such that

7 \X,a
\ e

where the maps 7 and 7’/ are successive blow-ups along smooth subvarieties of Xy

and 3(\{/5, respectively. Let 7% : 3(\{/5 — X as above. Then 7}m = r¢n’. By
Proposition [3.3],

ker (ﬁ;*  Pilgr Gy (X) — P’>’+CV K (X“)) ~
ker <7T*7'“}* P '<Zgr Gy(X) — PI>Z+CV gr K(W)> =

ker( fax P'<’gr'Gy( ) — P,>Z+cvg K. <X’a>>

Theorem 3.6. Let X and Y be smooth varieties with ¢ = dim X —dimY . Consider
proper maps

y —I X
N
S
There are induced maps
W PR K(X) = Plgr K.(Y)
he : Py 0gr K.(Y) — PElgrK.(X).
Proof. The functoriality of h* follows from Proposition [3.J]and induction on dimen-

sion of S.
We discuss the statement for h,.. We use induction on the dimension of S. The

case of S a point is clear as Pfi = iji. We use the notation from the beginning of

Subsection 3.3l Let V' be a subvariety of S. Let X7, be an irreducible component of
f~1(V) with a resolution of singularities 3(\5 — X{,. Let B be the set of irreducible



INTERSECTION K-THEORY 14

component of Yy over X{,. For b € B, consider a resolution of singularities Y‘9 — Y‘g
and maps such that

— @ hb o
Lpes Y0 —— X¢

i@B v i"\(}

y —h . x.

Consider the cartesian diagram

der h , Sa
YV XV

[

y —h  x.

The scheme Y3 is quasi-smooth, see Subsection (Z.3)), and reldimh = reldim h.

For b € B, there is a map p, : Y‘g — Y‘jier. Let dp = dim Y‘g — dim Y‘ﬁler and define
e, = det <LT‘I>/h§);LT‘l}> S grdeO (Y‘g) .
By a version of the excess intersection formula, the following diagram commutes:

gr K.(Y) LN gr.K.(X)

l@s T\b/*
(6) Dper K1) i
l@s €b
/\E @B hl\;/* Sa
Dper K. (YV) — K.(X}),

where we have ignored shifts in the above gradings. We now explain that (6]
commutes. Consider the diagram

b D hy
Lis Yy
ﬁpb
der h Sa
yder —h, xa
DSs T i’r“}
h

Then

S (et ) = 3 Repne (e pir) = ((&) ) |

beB beB beB
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For M a quasi-smooth scheme, denote by 1 := [Oy] € gr'Ko(M). It suffices to
show that

(7) Zpb*(eb) = 1€ g’Kp (Y&ler) :
beB

The underlying scheme Y‘Sl has irreducible components indexed by B and these

componenets are birational to Y‘g. Recall the discussion in Subsection [2.3.3l There

exist open sets

W= | |whcyd,
beB

Ut c v
whose complements have codimension > 1 and such that for any b € B:
pyrbel o b,
WP Xy Yh 2 U,
Ows = Oy [Eb[l];d] ,
where £ is a vector bundle on U® of rank dj and the differential £ — Oy is zero.

Let g5 € gr® K (Ub) be the Euler class of £2. Then pps (ep) =1€ grOKO(Wb) and

the restriction map sends
res : grdeo (Y‘ﬁ) — grdeo <Ub>
ep — Ep.

Back to proving (7)), we have that gr’K (Y{}er) S gr’ K (Wb) Consider the

diagram
grde K ()Zé) 25 ad K (Ub)
N |~
gr’ Ky (Y&er) S arOK (W),
where the horizontal maps are restriction to open sets maps. Then
res Py (€p) = pps (e5) = 1 in gr’ Ko(WP).

The diagram (6l thus commutes. The conclusion now follows from Propositions

and 3.4 O

3.4. Towards the filtration P?i. We continue with the notation from Subsection

B Let X be a smooth variety with a proper map f: X — S. Let T 5 S be a
generically finite map onto its image from 7' smooth.
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We say that I" is a (f, 7)-quasi-smooth scheme if T" is a derived scheme with maps

~

L lt

r 2.x
q !
T —"38

X

J

such that ¢ is a quasi-smooth immersion in a smooth variety X’ (i.e. the cotangent

complex L,[—1] is a vector bundle on T), ¢ is smooth, and ¢ is surjective. The
conditions on the maps ¢ and ¢t imply that I' is quasi-smooth. Let

or' K x(T x X) Cgr' Krygx(T x X)

be the subspace generated by classes [I'] for (f,)-quasi-smooth schemes as above.

Proposition 3.7. Let h be a proper map:

y — " . x

NS

S.
There are induced maps
By gr_K%XSY(T xY)— gr_K%XSX(T x X).
If h is surjective, then there are induced maps

W gr Ky x(Tx X) = grKi, (T xY).

XgY

Proof. We discuss the statement about pullback. Consider the diagram:

o - y Yy
P
I« X X x
s et

f
T —"+ 8,

where I is a ( f, 7)-quasi-smooth scheme with ¢! is surjective, ¢y is smooth, and the
upper squares are cartesian. Then the map © — Y’ is a quasi-smooth immersion
and ty is smooth. The map h is surjective, so r : @ — 'l is surjective, and thus

(qr)?': @ — T is surjective as well, so © is a (g, 7)-quasi-smooth scheme.
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We next discuss the statement about pushforward. Consider
Y/

L

r 2.,y

o

T —— S

Q

such that ¢ is a closed immersion, ¢ is smooth, and ¢ is surjective. The map
Y’ — X is a proper map of smooth quasi-projective varieties, so we can choose X’
with maps

v 5 x D x
such that ' is a closed immersion and ¢’ is smooth. Then
Xl
50k
hp
r—X
b
T —S
such that ¢/t is a closed immersion, t’ is smooth, and ¢ is surjective. O
Consider a diagram
Xl
/ lt
(8) r 2. x
b
T —T—— 8
as above, with ¢ a smooth map and with ¢ a closed immersion. Let
Txg X =27Z1UZs,

where Z7 is the union of irreducible components of T' X g X dominant over T and Z5
is the union of the other irreducible components. Denote by Z7 := Z; — (Z1 N Z3).
Similarly define Z] and Z) for T'x g X'. Let b = reldimq and a = b+dim 7T = dimT".

Proposition 3.8. The class [I'| € gr,Krxox/(T x X') is not supported on Zj.
Proof. Let £ be an ft-ample divisor. Denote by pry : T x X’ — T. Then
(9) pro. ([T]- ) = d[T] € gra r K (T)

for d a non-zero integer. Indeed, let n be the generic point of 7. By abuse of
notation, we denote by 7 its image in S. It suffices to show () after restricting to

n. In this case, d is the intersection number [I';] - £ in X
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Further, let z € gr, Kz (T x X'). We have that

Pr. (CU : fb) =0 € graimrK.(T)
because the support on z-¢” is not dominant over 7. The conclusion thus follows. [

Proposition 3.9. Let T 5 X be a generically finite map from T smooth with image
V. Leta > dim Xy . Then gTaK%XSX(T x X) = 0. Further, grdimXVK%XSX(T x X)
is generated by irreducible components of T xg X dominant over T of dimension
Xy.

Proof. Suppose we are in the setting of ([8) and let s : X — X’ be a section of ¢.
We write p: I' =T x X,7: T — T x X' etc. Assume that

t0[T] = u[T) # 0 € gr, Kf (T x X).
Then there exists a non-zero z € graK%XSX(T x X) such that
P[] = 5.(2) € graK%XSX,(T x X').
Consider the diagram

g1, K g xr (T % X') 2% gr, K 7o (T x X'\ Z5)

graKTXSX(T X X) LN graKZf(T x X \ ZQ)

By Proposition 3.8, we have that res(z) # 0 € gr,Kzo(T x X \ Z3). We have that

dim Z¢ = dim Xy, and the conclusion follows from here. (]

3.5. The perverse filtration Pfci. We now define a smaller filtration P?i C Pfi.

We use the notation from Subsection Bl

Let X be a smooth variety with a proper map f : X — S and let T S be a
generically finite map onto its image from 7" smooth. Consider a subvariety ¥ < X.
Define the subspaces of gr' Gy (X):

P'S). := spanp (Or : gr K.(T) — gr' Gy (X))
Pf"/ := span (Pf% for all maps 7 as above V> ,

where I' € grgiy, x s K7 oy o(T x X) and

> s.

i1+ dimX —dim T
2
Using the notation from Subsection B.3], define

Par Gy (X) = (] () ker <T$*:P3§igr'Gy<X> S Pk (XNV>>
VgSGEAV fV

The definition is independent of the resolutions 3(\5 chosen, see Subsection B3l
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Theorem 3.10. Let X andY be smooth varieties with ¢ = dim X —dim Y. Consider
proper maps

y —h & x
N
S.
There are induced maps
hy P’g@'*cgr_K.(Y) — P'fgigr,K. (X)
he : PSr K.(Y) — P grK.(X).
If h is surjective, then there are induced maps
h* : P’fifcgr'K.(X) — P’f@r'K.(Y)
h* : Pfci_cgr'K.(X) — Pjigr'K.(Y).

Proof. The functoriality follow as in Propositions B.1, 3.2 and Theorem [3.6], using
Proposition 3.7 O

3.6. Properties of the perverse filtration. Consider a proper map f: X — S
with X smooth. Define the defect of semismallness of f by
s:=s(f) =dimX xg X — dim X.

Further, define s’ = max (dim X + dim S — 4,dim X). The perverse filtration in
cohomology satisfies

pr*S*l(X) =0 and PHJ§S(X) = H'(X),
see [7, Section 1.6]. We prove an analogous result in K-theory:
Theorem 3.11. For f as above,

Py g KA(X) = P§ T gr K(X) =0

PrPgr Ko(X) = P} gr Ko(X) = gr Ko(X).

Proposition 3.12. Let f : X — S be a surjective map from X smooth with
reldim f > 0 and consider a subvariety Z — X of codimension > 2. Then there
exrists a subvariety v : Y — X of codimension 1 such that Z CY and fu.:Y — S is
surjective.

Proof. 1t suffices to pass to the generic point of Z, and we can thus assume that 7 is
a point and is given by a complete intersection of smooth hypersurfaces Hy,--- , H,
in X with » > 2. Localizing at the generic point of Z, we can assume that Z is a
point. Further restricting to an open set of X, we can assume that the fibers of f
are irreducible. Assume that none of the maps

are surjective. Let S; be the image of f;. Let S’ :=();_; S;. Then S’ is not empty
because it contains f(Z). We have 7~1(S;) = H; and so (),._; H; contains 71 (5’).
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This means that dim ((;_, H;) > reldim f. This bound contradicts that (\,_, H;
is a point Z. U

Proposition 3.13. Let f : X — S be a proper surjective map from X smooth of
relative dimension d. Then

P'fgdgr'Ko(X) = gr Ko(X).

Proof. We use induction on d. Assume that f is generically finite. Consider the
correspodence A 2 X «— X xg X:

g

L}X
~ f

H

L>S.

4

This implies that P'f@gr'K.(X) =gr K.(X).

Consider f with d > 0. Let ¢ : Z — X be a subvariety of codimension > 2.
By Proposition B12] there exists Y < X of codimension 1 such that Z C Y and
Y — S has image W of codimension < 1 in S. Let Y/ — Y be a resolution of
singularities and denote the resulting map by g : Y/ — W. By induction,

Pl Ko(Y!) = gr Ko(Y').
By Proposition 22]
image (14 : gr.Go(Z) — gr.Ko(X)) C image (g« : gr.Ko(Y') — gr.Ko(X)) .

Finally, assume that Z < Y has codimension 1. By Proposition 2.1], it suffices to
show that

image (grdim zGo(Z) = 8raim 7Go(X)) C P/Sgr Ko(X)

because gr;Go(Z) for i < dim Z is generated by varieties of smaller dimension than
Z. If Z — § is surjective, then it has relative dimension d — 1 and we can treat it
as above. If Z — S is not surjective, let W C S be its image. Choose a resolution
of singularities 7' — W and a smooth variety I' with surjective maps p and ¢:

r 2.2z X
oL b
T y W< » .S.

Then [I'] € grgip, x 1K+ T x X) and its image ®r is in P'gdgr'Ko X). Then
dim X-1"TxgX f
image (8¢ gim 7G0(Z) = 8qim zKo(X)) C image ®p C P/Sgr Ko (X).

The conclusion now follows from Proposition 211
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Proof of Theorem [311. We first show that Pfgfslflgr'K. (X) = 0. Consider a map

7w : T — X generically finite onto its image V' C S with T smooth and consider a
correspondence

' € graim x-pGrxsx (T X 5).
Then dim X — b < dim7T xg X < max (dim X, dim X + dim 7" — 2), and so
b > min (0, —dim T + 2).

By the bound ([H), it suffices to show that

{—s’ —14+dimX —dim7T

5 J < min (0, —dimT +2),

or, alternatively, that
max(dim X —dim7 — 1,dim X +dim7T - 5) < s,
which is true because 0 < dim7T < dim S.
We next explain that P?_S_lgr'K. (X) = 0. We keep the notation from the
previous paragraph. Let [ € gryn, x_pK7 x (T x S). By Proposition 3.9, we

have that
b > dim X — dim Xy .

It suffices to show that

{—5 —14+dimX —dimT
2

J < dim X — dim Xy,

or, alternatively, that
2dim Xy —dimV < s —dimX =dim X xg X,
which is true because 2dim Xy — dimV < dim Xy xy Xy <dim X xg X.
We next show that Pfcsgr'Ko(X) = gr' Ko(X). We can assume that f is surjective

of relative dimension d. Use the notation from Subsection [3.391 We have that
P5ar Ko(X) = (] () ker <T$* P Ko(X) — p]’gs% gr' Ko (Y@)) .
VCSa€Ay v
We claim that
reldim (3(\5 — V) =reldim (X7, - V) < s+ ¢}
Indeed,
dim X{, —dimV < (dim X xg X —dim X)) + (dim X — dim X7{,)

2dim X7, —dim V < dim Xy, xy X7, < dim X xg X,

which is true. By Proposition BI3] this implies that P;SJFC% gr K <XN‘“/) = 0. Fur-

14

thermore, s > d, so Proposition 3.13] implies that P'fsgr'Ko(X) = grKo(X), and
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thus P?sgr'Ko(X) = gr' Ko(X). This also implies that Pfgsgr'Ko(X) = gr' Ko(X).
U

3.7. Examples of perverse filtration in K-theory.

3.7.1. Let X be a smooth variety of dimension d, and let f : X — SpecC. Then

f 0 otherwise.

3.7.2. Let X be a smooth variety and let E be a vector bundle on X of rank d+ 1.
Let Y := Px(E). Denote by h := c1(Oy (1)) € gr?Ko(Y). Consider the projection
map f:Y — X. We have that s(f) = d. For i < d, there exists an isomorphism

P e FK(X) = P K(Y)

0<j<| 4]

mo,---,mL%J)»—) Z hjf*(xj)

J<| 54

—

The condition for PS? is checked using projective bundles over varieties of smaller
dimension, and we obtain that

P o FK(X)= PFeK.(Y).

0<s<[ 4]

3.7.3. Let X be a smooth variety and let Z be a smooth subvariety of codimension
d+ 1. Consider the blow-up diagram for ¥ = Blz X:

E—‘“>Y

b

Z 1 X.
Let h:= c1(Op(1)) € gr?Ko(E). We have that s(f) =d— 1. For i < d — 1, there is
an isomorphism:

g'K(XFe @ o VK (Z) =2 Pia"K(Y)

0<i<[ 5?1

(x’ZO’ T ’ZL#J—l) = f*(x) + Z bx (hjq*(zj)) :

Here € is 0 if ¢ < 0 and is 1 otherwise. This follows from the computation in
Subsection B.7.2] and Proposition 4]

One can check that in the above examples, we have that P?' = Pf'.
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3.8. Compatibility with the perverse filtration in cohomology. Consider
a proper map f : X — S with X smooth. Define filtrations P}@',Pfgi,P?i on
H (X),H (X)alg as in Subsections 3.I] and We have that

image <c : PRigi Ko(X)g — PFTHY (X)) = PFHY (X) .

We use the notation pri(X )eant for the cohomology of summands of PSR f, ICx
with support S.
Proposition 3.14. There exist natural inclusions

PJ%Z'H'(X) C ijiH'(X) C pHin(X)

P?iH.(X)alg - PfgiH.(X)alg C pH?i(X)alg-

Thus the cycle map restricts to

¢: PrlgrKo(X)g — PHF'(X)a

¢: P3grKo(X)g — PH; (X ) aly.

Proof. Let m : T — S be a generically finite map with T" smooth. Consider a
correspondence

I' € glgim x—s Krxsx,0(T x X)
such that

V +dim X — dimTJ
= S.
2
The correspondence I' induces a map of constructible sheaves on S:
®
Rm.Qr[-2s] — Rf.Qx.
Rp, ICT[dim X — dim T — 2s] 25 Rf,ICx.

If 7 is not surjective, R, ICr has summands with support W ;Cé S. If 7 is surjective,
the complex Rm,[Cp has summands ICg(L) of full support and of perverse degree
zero, and other summands with support W ; S. The perverse degree of the sheaf
with support .S in the image of ®r is

dim X —dimT — 2s < 3.

Thus P}@H "(X) contains cohomology of sheaves ICs(L)[j] with j < ¢ which appear
as summands of Rf,I/Cx and of other sheaves with support W & S. Thus

PPUH(X) = PHE (X))t

Using the notation in Subsection [3.3] we have that

VS acAy v
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In particular,

<igge ax . p/<irr prr>itel (va
PEH(X)C () ) ke <TV P (X) = P (X$>fu11>'

VCSacAy

Using (@), we obtain that PfiH'(X) C pH?(X).
U

Remark. We expect equalities P?iH'(X)alg = Pf@H'(X)(,Mg = PHfi(X)alg in

the above Proposition.

4. INTERSECTION K-THEORY

4.1. Definition of intersection K-theory. Let S be a variety, let U be an open
subset, let f : X — S be such f~Y(U) — U is étale, and let L = f. (Zf—l(U)).
Recall the notation of Subsection 3.3l Define

Piler K.(X) :=image [ @) €D Pflar Kxe(X) — Prler K.(X)
VCSa€Ay

=< . P P
Py gr'K.(X) := image @ @ Pfclgr Kxg (X) — Pfclgr K.(X)
VCSacAy

Define

g K (S, 1) = Pl K.(X) | (PF0r K (X) Nker £.)

erIK.(S, L) := PS%r K.(X)/ (f)fogr'K_(X) A ker f*) .

Theorem 4.1. The definitions of grIK.(S,L) and gr IK.(S,L) do not depend on
the choice of the map f : X — S with f~Y(U) — U étale such that L = f, (Zf—l(U)).
Further, let U° C U be an open set and let L° := L|yo. Then
grIK.(S,L) = grIK.(S,L°),
grIK.(S,L) = gr IK.(S, L°).
We start with some preliminary results. Let f : X — S be a proper map with

X smooth. Let Z be a smooth subvariety of X with normal bundle N, Y = Blz X,
and F =Pz (N) the exceptional divisor

E

bk

7 <1 X,

Consider the proper maps

75 X

Wb
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Let X’ < X be a closed subset, and denote its preimages in Y, Z, E by Y', Z', E’
respectively. Denote by

gr Ky(Y)? = ker (7, : gr Ky (Y) — gr Kx/(X)).

Proposition 4.2. Let T' — S be a map with T smooth which is generically finite
onto its image. Then

gr Koy v/ (T xY) =1"gr Kpy x/ (T x X) & gr Kpy o5 (T % Y)O
gr K (T XY) =7 gr K (T x X) @ gr. K (T xY)".
Proof. Let ¢ + 1 be the codimension of Z in X. Denote by O(1) the canonical
line bundle on E and let h = ¢1(O(1)) € gr?Ko(E). There is a semi-orthogonal
decomposition [4, Theorem 4.2] with 7* fully faithful on D®(X):
DY) = (7" D"(X), 0 (p"D"(2) © O(-1)) -+ 0 (p"D(2) & O(=0)) )
which implies that

gl K(Y) =71/ K.(X) @ @ Ly (hk -p*grij*QkK.(Z)> .

0<k<c—1

Using the analogous decomposition for Y\Y' = Bly\ z (X \ X’) and the localization
sequence in K-theory [2I), V.2.6.2], we obtain that

gI'jKy/(Y) = W*gT]KX/(X) D @ Ly <hk . p*gl‘ji2i2sz/(Z)) .
0<k<c—1

In particular, we have that

gI‘jKTXSy/(TXY) = W*gijszx/(TXX)@ @ Ly <hk . p*grj7272kKTXSZ/(T X Z))

0<k<c—1
and thus that
gt Kpw oy (T xY) =71gr Kpy o x/(T x X) ® gr. Kpw o (T x V).
By Proposition B.7, we also have that

gr. Kl o (TxY)=n*gr K (T xX)&egr K, p(TxY)".

An immediate corollary of Proposition 4.2] is:

Corollary 4.3. We continue with the notation from Proposition [{.2. There are
decompositions

PySlgr Ky (Y) = m* Pl gr Kx(X) ® Py~ gr Kpr(Y)
Prlgr Ky (Y) =" Pl gr Kxi(X) ® Py gr K (Y),

We next prove:
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Proposition 4.4. We continue with the notation from Proposition [{.2. There are
decompositions

ngigT'KY/(Y) = W*PfigT'KX’ (X) @ ngigT.KE’(Y)
Pylgr Ky (Y) = 7" P gr Koo (X) @ Pyl gr K (Y).

Proof. We use the notation from Subsection B3l For V' G S, let Ay be the set of
irreducible components of f~1(V). Let X% be such a component.
If Xj, C Z, then there is only one irreducible component Yy} = Pxa (V) of g (V)

above it.
If X% is not in Z, then there is one component Y of g~!(V) birational to

X7 The other components are IP’W‘z} (N), where W‘l} is an irreducible component of

X{NZ. Denote by B, the set of such components. For a € A and b € B,, consider

resolutions of singularities r such that

) N %
Xg —"— X@ X

) I

Xenz

]

b r b

Denote by 7 maps as in Subsection B.3] for example 7} : )/(\g — X, and by p the
map

(10) T@WN‘ei)j(\gi)X
We consider the proper maps
f~$:5(\‘€—>X$—>V
976:?‘2}—>Y“}—>V
}\‘/E}:WN‘?—)WXI}—)V

Gy 1P (N) = Py (N) = V.

\4

Denote by
¢y, = codim (X§, in X) = codim (Y% in Y)

cl{/ = codim (W{} in X)

b = codim (IP)W‘b/(N) in Y)
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the codimensions as in Subsection B3l By Proposition B.5, we have that

(11) ker (7’“}* : W*P}gigr'K.(X) — PI>Z+CV K. <Y“)) &

9y
ker (ﬁ;*  PiigrK.(X) — P’>”CV K. (Xa>>

By Proposition and Proposition B3] for the map g in (I0), we have that

(12) ker <Tv T PiSgr K. (X) —>P’>’+CV ar' K. (]Pug(zv)» =
gv WV

ker <’T‘b/* : P}gigr'K. (X) — P,>Z+CV (Wb>>

ker (7{}*  PIlgr K.(X) — P’>”CV F K (Xa>>

27

Let By be the set of irreducible components of g~'(V). For d € By, denote by

The statements in (1) and (I2)) imply that

ﬂ ﬂ ker( b w*P}gigr'K.(X) —>P/>Z+CV K. (Yd)> =

VCSdeBy oy
N () ker <  PISigr K(X) - P’>”CV K. (Xa>>
VCSa€Ay

Using Corollary 1.3 we obtain that
Blgr Ky/(Y) = " P5l gr Kxi(X) @ Pyl gr Kppr (V).

The analogous statement for P< follows similarly.

g{i/ : 17‘2} — V and let cﬁl, := codim (Y‘ﬁl in Y). We have that By = AU UaeA B,.

O

Proof of Theorem [{.1. Any two such varieties f : X — S and f' : X’ — S are

birational, so by [I] there is a smooth variety W such that

N
N

and the maps 7 and 7’ are successive blow-ups along smooth subvarieties of X and

X', respectively. It thus suffices to show that
(13)

Pfogr'K. (X)/ (ﬁfogr'K. (X) Nker f*> = P;Ogr'K.(Y)/ <§g<0gr'K.(Y) N kerg*> ,
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where 7 : Y — X is the blow up along smooth subvariety Z < X and
Yy "+ X
N
S.
By Proposition £.4], we have that
Prigr K(Y) = n*Pilgr K.(X) @ Pylgr Kp(Y)°
Pilgr K.(Y) =" Piler K.(X) @ Plgr Kp(Y)".

The map 7* is injective. Taking the quotients we thus obtain the isomorphism (L3]).
The analogous statement for IK is similar. O

4.2. Cycle map for intersection K-theory. Let S be a variety, let U be an open
subset, let f: X — S be such f~1(U) — U is étale, and let L = f, (Zf—l(U)).

Proposition 4.5. The cycle map ch : g’ Ko(X)g — H¥(X) induces cycle maps
independent of the map f: X — S as in Subsection [{.1]:

¢: g IKo(S,L)g — TH¥ (S, L ® Q)
¢: g IKo(S,L)g — ITH*(S,L ® Q).

Proof. Define PfiHX‘(} (X) as in Subsection B.I] and denote by

PFOH (X) = image | (D €D Pj"Hi (X) = H'(X) | N PFPH (X).
VCSaceAr

Denote by pﬁfo(X) C pro(X) the sum of summands of 7SR f,ICy with support

strictly smaller than S. By Proposition B.I4l the cycle map respects the perverse
filtrations in K-theory and cohomology

¢: PFlgr/ Ko(X)g — PFOHY(X) = PHF'(X)
¢: Prlgr/ Ko(X)g — PFOHY(X) = PHF'(X).
Taking the quotient and using (3]), we obtain a map
¢: g/ TKy(S,L)g — THY(S,L ® Q).

The proof that the above cycle map is independent of the map f chosen follows as
in Theorem Il The argument for IK is similar. O

4.3. Further properties of intersection K-theory. Intersection cohomology
satisfies the following properties, the second one explaining its name [10, Motiva-

tion]:

e The natural map H*(S) — HZM (S) factors through

HY(S) — ITH(S) — HEM.(9).
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e There is a natural intersection map
TH(S) ® THI(S) — HEM,_(S)
which is non-degenerate for i 4+ j = 2d.
We prove analogous, but weaker versions of the above properties in K-theory.
Proposition 4.6. (a) There are natural maps
gr'TK.(S) — gry .G.(S)
gr'IK.(S) — gry_;G.(9).
(b) There are natural intersection maps
gr'IK.(S) @ gr' IK.(S) — gry_i_;jG.(S)
g IK.(S) @ gr' IK.(S) — gry_;_;G.(9).

Proof. Let f : X — S be a resolution of singularities. We discuss the claims for
IK., the ones for IK. are similar. We construct maps as above using f. They are
independent by f by an argument as in Theorem [£.11

(a) There is a natural map gr'K.(X) = gr,_,G.(X) ELN gry_,G.(S), and we thus

obtain a map

er'[K.(S) = PRy K.(X)/ (ﬁfogriK_(X) N ker f*) — gry_iG.(S).

(b) Consider the composite map

PO K.(X) R PfOgr K.(X) — gr P KX x X) 25 e VK(X) L5 gy GL(9).
The subspaces

<15f<°griK. (X) N ker f*> X PO K.(X)

P K.(X) B (ﬁfogriK_(X) N ker f*)
are in the kernel of f,A* = A* (f, K f.). We thus obtain the desired map. O
4.4. Computations of intersection K-theory.
4.4.1. If S is smooth, then gr'/K.(S) = gr'IK.(S) = grK.(5).
4.4.2. Let f: X — S be a small resolution of singularities. Then

gr'IKy(S) = gr Ko(X).

Let T 5 S be a generically surjective finite map from 7' smooth. By Proposition
39| grdimXK%XSX(T x X)) is generated by the irreducible components of T' x g X
dominant over S. This means that the cycles in graK%XS (T x X) supported on

the exceptional locus have a < dim X, and thus they only contribute in perverse
degrees > 1, see (0.
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Next, say that T = S has image V' G S. Let [I'] € dim X —a KTy x (T % X). By
Proposition B9, ¢ < dim X — dim Xy. If it contributes in perverse degree 7, then

V—i—dimX —dimV

5 J > dim X — dim X/,

and thus that

i>dimX +dimV —2dim Xy > 1.
This means that f’?ogr'K. (X) = 0. By Theorem B.11], P?Ogr'KO(X) = gr Ko(X),
and thus gr'IKy(S) = gr Ko(X).

4.4.3. Let S be a surface. Consider a resolution of singularities f : X — S. Let
B be the set of singular points of S. For each p in B, let A, = {C}} be the set of

irreducible components of X, := f ~L1(p). For each such curve, consider the diagram
cg—p> X

f

<3

>
T e
"

3 S.

Consider the maps
= gpuhy"  K.(p) — grl K.(X)
AD = hpg"" gr' K.(X) = K.(p).

We claim that

lgfogr'K.(X) = image GB @ my : K.(p) = gr' K (X)
pEBacA,

~<0 .
The correspondences which contribute to P, are in grQﬂKr}Xs (T x X) for

m : T — S a generically finite map onto its image V ;Cé S with T smooth. By
Proposition 3.9,
2 —di
{%VJ > s> dim X — dim Xy

So the map T — S is the inclusion of a point p < S for p € B and I' is in
griGx,(X). Further, for p,q € B,a€ Ay, be Ay

AP = 5,46, id.

This means that:

@ EB my @K_(p)mﬂ o f’?ogrlK.(X).

pEBacA, peEB
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The map f is semismall, so by Theorem [B.11] we obtain a form of the decomposition
theorem for the map f:

gr' Ko(X) = gr'IKo(S) & €D Ko(p) ).
peEB

See Section [l for further discussions of the decomposition theorem for semismall
maps.

4.4.4. Let Y be a smooth projective variety of dimension d and let £ be a line
bundle on Y. Consider the cone S = Cy L and its resolution of singularities

X :=Toty L i> S.

Let o be the vertex of the cone X. There is only one fiber with nonzero dimension
Y —— X
lg lf
0o —— 8.
Using the correspondence X = A <« X xg X, we see that
Pgr K. (X) = gr' K.(X).

For V' G S, the irreducible components of f “L(V) are fyy : W — V birational to V/
and, if V' contains o, the fiber Y. As above, we have that P}iogr'G.(W) =gr'G.(W),
so the conditions in defining Pf@' are automatically satisfied for these irreducible
components W. We thus have that

Pfogr'K. (X) =ker (" : gr K.(X) — P;>1gr'K.(Y)) .
By the computation in Subsection B.7.1]
gl K.(Y) if j > [,

0 otherwise.

PPlal K(Y) = {

The map ¢* : gr/ K.(X) — gr/ K.(Y) is an isomorphism, so we have that

gl K.(Y) if j <[4,

0 otherwise.

Pl K (X) = {

Further, ﬁfogr'K. (X) is generated by the cycles over X, =2 Y of codimension be-
tween 0 and | %51 |. The map

gl K (Y) — gr' K (X) 2 gr' 2K (Y)
is multiplication by the class h := ¢1(L]y) € gr?Ko(Y). As a vector space, we thus
have that
g/ K.(Y) [hg/ PK(Y) if j < |45,

0 otherwise.

g/ TK.(S) = {
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The computation in cohomology is similar, see [7, Example 2.2.1].

5. THE DECOMPOSITION THEOREM FOR SEMISMALL MAPS

We will be using the notation from Subsection [[4l For a,b € A, we write b < a
if Sy G Sa. Denote by 1y, : X = X,. For a € A, define

ﬁ?ogr'KXa (X) = image <€B Lbax P?Ogr'KXb (X) = P?Ogr'KXa (X)> :
b<a

First, we state a more precise version of Conjecture [L3l

Conjecture 5.1. Let f : X — S be a semismall map and consider {S,|a € I} a
stratification as in Subsection[I.J), denote by A C I the set of relevant strata. For
a € A, consider generically finite maps w, : T, — Sq with T, is smooth such that

771(82) — S¢ is smooth and L, = f. (ng). For each a, there exists a rational map

Xq --» Ty, and let Ty be the closure of its graph

r, X, — 5 X
i lfa if
T, —*5 G, s S,

The correspondence I, induces an isomorphism
<0 __j—c B0 ¢ ~
(14)  1sPr, : Py gr’ “K.(TG)Q/PM g’ K. (T,)g =
. ~<0
tae (P90 Kx,(X)a/ P} 97 Kx,(X)o)

and a decomposition

D g7 IK.(Sa, La)g = g K.(X)g
a€A

(xa)aeA — Z La*q)Fa (xa)'
acA

In relation to (I4l), we propose the following:

Conjecture 5.2. Let f: X — S be a surjective map of relative dimension d with
X is smooth. Let U be a smooth open subset of S such that f~*(U) — U is smooth.

Fory € U, m1(U,y) acts on the irreducible components of f~(y) of top dimension
and let L be the associated local system. Then L is an integer finite local system.
There is an isomorphism

_ . ~<—d )
P g K.(X)o/P; 9P K.(X)g = gr' IK.(S, L)g.

The analogous statement in cohomology follows from the decomposition theorem.
In this section, we prove the following:

Theorem 5.3. We use the notation from Conjecture [5.1. Assume that the maps
7o : Ty — Sq are small. Then Conjecture [51] holds for K.
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We first note a preliminary result.

Proposition 5.4. Consider varieties S and X, and a smooth variety Y with sur-
jective maps f : X — S of relative dimension d and g : Y — S of relative dimension
0. Assume there exists an open subset U of S and a map h such that:

Denote also by h the rational map h : X --» Y. Consider a resolution of singulari-

ties m: X' — X such that there exists a reqular map h' as follows:

Xl

v
5 I

y 2.8

Let T be the closure of the graph of h in'Y x X and let TV be the graph of I/ in
Y x X'. Then the following diagram commutes:

()
gr K.(Y) —% gr K.(X')

PN

grG.(X).

Proof. Consider the maps:

ql lf

Yy ——— S.
Let z € gr K.(Y). We want to show that:
T (I @ 77¢" () = pe(T ® ¢ ().
It suffices to show that
(15) ™, [I'] =[] in gr.G(X xY).

Both I" and I have dimension equal to the dimension of X. The map «’ : IV — T’
is birational, so the cone of

O[‘ — WLOF/

is supported on a proper set of I', which implies the equality in (I3]). O
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Proof of Theorem[5.3. Let a € A and consider the diagram:
Y,
lm
X, —— X

lfa lf
s S, < > S,

where the map 7, is a resolution of singularities. Let I', be the closure of the natural

rational map X, --» T,,. By Proposition[5.4land Theorem B.I0] the map ®r, factors
as:

ha

Uy

T,

Br, gl K.(T,) 225 gl K.(Y,) 25 g G.(X,) — gri ™o Ky, (X).
By Theorems and 311l the map ®r, factors as:

. . h* . .
Op, : g/ Ko(Ta) = P} e/ Ko(Ta) =% P5 %/ Ko(Ya) =5 P51/ Ko(Xa) —
POgr/ta Ky, o(X) = P30/ T Ko (X) = grf T Ko(X).

We thus obtain a map of vector spaces

- ) ~<0 -
(16) Per,  Per’ Ko(T.) = P e <PJ§OngKXa70(X)/Pf ngKXa,O(X))
acA acA acA

— gl Ko(X).

A theorem of de Cataldo-Migliorini [0, Theorem 4.0.4] says that there is an isomor-
phism:

P or. : P o/ Ko(Tu)g = g? Ko(X)o-
a€A acA

Combining with (I6]), we see that in this case
o - . ~<0
Or, : gr! " Ko(Ta)g — tax <P§OgijXa,0(X)Q/Pf gr]KXa,O(X)@) :

This implies the claim of Theorem (.3l
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