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DEFINITIONS AND EXAMPLES OF ALGEBRAIC

MORAVA K-THEORIES

NOBUAKI YAGITA

Abstract. Algebraic Morava K-theories are defined by Sechin, Vishik,
and others [Vi], [Ge-La-Pe-Se] as quotients of algebraic cobordism
theories, which are oriented theories but not cohomology theories.
On the other hand the author had defined the Morava theories [Ya7]
as (the double degree) generalized cohomology theories. We compare
these Morava-K-theories.

1. Introduction

In the A1-stable homotopy category, over a field k with ch(k) = 0,
Voevodsky [Vo1] defined the space (spectrum) MGL(k) which defines
the algebraic (motivic) cobordism

MGL∗,∗′(X) ∼= Mor(X, T
∗,∗′ ∧MGL(k))

where Mor(−,−) is the group of morphisms in this category.
Soon later, Levine-Morel [Le-Mo1,2] defined an another algebraic cobor-

dism Ω∗(X) for a smooth X such that it is a universal oriented (for the
formal groups laws). In particular, Levine shows [Le]

Ω∗(X) ∼= MGL2∗,∗(X) for smooth X.

We will extend the above formula for the Morava K-theory, and compute
their examples.
We first recall the Brown-Peterson cohomology (for details see §2 below

or [No]) such that

Ω∗(pt.)(p) ⊃ BP ∗ = Z(p)[v1, v2, ...] |vi| = −2pi + 2.

(For a topological cohomology theory A∗(X), the notation A∗ means its
coefficients A∗(pt), but for the algebraic case it means A2∗,∗(pt), here.)
Next recall that the (topological) Morava K-theoryK(n)∗(X) is a gen-

eralized cohomology theory with the coefficient K(n)∗ = Z/p[vn, v
−1
n ]. In

§2, we can construct [Ya7] the algebraic Morava K-theory AK(n)∗.∗
′

(X)
with deg(vn) = (−2pn + 2,−pn + 1).
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We also recall the (topological) cobordism theory P (n)∗(X) in §3 and
its algebraic version AP (n)∗,∗

′

(X) such that P (n)∗ = Z/p[vn, vn+1, ...].
We define

AK(n)∗,∗
′

(X) = K(n)∗ ⊗BP ∗ AP (n)∗,∗
′

(X).

Let us write the ideal In = (p, v1, ..., vn−1) ⊂ BP ∗ so that P (n)∗ ∼=
BP ∗/In. Then we have (in §3)

Lemma 1.1. For a smooth X, we have

Ω∗(X)/In ∼= Ω(X)∗ ⊗BP ∗ P (n)∗ ∼= AP (n)2∗,∗(X),

Ω∗(X)⊗BP ∗ K(n)∗ ∼= AK(n)2∗,∗(X).

On the other side, Sechin , Vishik and others [Vl], [Ge-La-Pe-Se] define
the (algebraic) K(n)∗(X) by directly Ω∗(X)⊗BP ∗ K(n)∗ (write it here
by OK(n)∗(X)).
To compute Ω∗(X), or Ω(X)/In directly is the rather difficult. In this

paper, we first compute ABP ∗,∗′(X), AP (n)∗.∗
′

(X) by using the Atiyah-
Hirzebruch (type) spectral sequences. Next we compute OP (n)∗(X) and
the last OK(n)∗(X).
As examples for Lemma 1.1, we consider the some cases X = BG

classifying spaces BG of algebraic groups in §5. In §6, we consider the
cases X = G algebraic groups themselves. In §7, we see

Theorem 1.2. Let G be an algebraic group, corresponding a simply con-
nected Lie group which has a p-torsion. Then the algebraic group G is
not homotopy nilpotent in A1-homotopy category.

In §8, we compute AP (n)∗,∗
′

(χ̃V ) when X is the reduced Ceck complex
of the norm variety V . In §9, we study the K(n)-theory of the norm
variety over k = R.

2. algebraic BP -theories

At first, we recall the algebraic MU∗-theory AMU∗,∗′(X) from [Ya7].
For a topological space X , recall that MU∗(X) is the complex cobor-

dism theory defined in the usual (topological) spaces and

MU∗ = MU∗(pt.) ∼= Z[x1, x2, ...] |xi| = −2i.

Here each xi is represented by a sum of hypersurfaces of dim(xi) = 2i in
some product of complex projective spaces ([Ha],[Ra]). Let MGL∗,∗′(−)
be the motivic cobordism theory defined by Voevodsky [Vo1]. Let us
write by AMU the spectrumMGL(p) in the stable A1-homotopy category
representing this motivic cobordism theory (localized at p), i.e.,

MGL∗,∗′(−)(p) = AMU∗,∗′(−).



3

Here note that AMU2∗,∗(pt.) ∼= MU2∗
(p). It is not isomorphic toAMU∗,∗′(pt)

in general, while AMU∗.∗′(X) is an MU∗
(p)-algebra.

Given a regular sequence Sn = (s1, ..., sn) with si ∈ MU∗
(p), we can

inductively construct the AMU -module spectrum by the cofibering of
spectra ([Ya7,9], [Ra])

(2.1) T
−1/2|si| ∧ AMU(Si−1)

×si−→ AMU(Si−1) → AMU(Si)

where T = A/(A − {0}) is the Tate object. For the realization map tC
induced from k ⊂ C, it is also immediate that tC(AMU(Sn)) ∼= MU(Sn)
with MU(Sn)

∗ = MU∗/(Sn). Therefore tC induces the natural map

tC : AMU(S)∗,∗
′

(X) → MU(S)∗(X).

Recall that the Brown-Peterson cohomology theory BP ∗(−) with the
coefficient BP ∗ ∼= Z(p)[v1, v2...] by identifying vi = xpi−1. (So |vi| =
−2(pi − 1).) We can construct spectra (in the stable A1-homotopy cate-
gory)

ABP = AMU(xi|i 6= pj − 1)

such that tC(ABP ) ∼= BP . For S = (vi1, ..., vin), let us write

ABP (S) = AMU(S ∪ {xi|i 6= pj − 1})

so that tC(ABP (S)) = BP (S) with BP (S)∗ = BP ∗/(S).
In particular, let AHZ = ABP (v1, v2, ...) so that AHZ2∗,∗(pt.) ∼= Z(p).

In the A1-stable homotopy category, Hopkins-Morel showed that

AHZ ∼= HZ , i.e., AHZ
∗,∗′(X) ∼= H∗,∗′(X,Z(p))

the (usual) motivic cohomology. Using this result, we can construct the
motivic Atiyah-Hirzebruch (type) spectral sequence.

Theorem 2.1. ([Ya7,9]) Let Ah = ABP (S) for S = (vi1 , vi2, ...), and
recall

h2∗′′ = BP 2∗′′/(S) ∼= Ah2∗′′,∗′′(pt).

Then there is AHss (the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence)

E(Ah)
(∗,∗′,2∗′′)
2 = H∗,∗′(X ; h2∗′′) =⇒ Ah∗+2∗′′,∗′+∗′′(X)

with the differential d2r+1 : E
(∗,∗′,2∗′′)
2r+1 → E

(∗+2r+1,∗′−r,2∗′′−2r)
2r+1 .

Note that E∗,∗′,2∗′′

2
∼= H∗,∗′(X.Ah2∗′′,∗′′(pt)). The coefficient part is the

only difference place from the usual AHss.
Note that the cohomology Hm,n(X, h2n′

) here is the usual motivic co-
homology with (constant) coefficients in the abelian group h2n′

.
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Remark. We do not asume the existence of the natural map AEr →
Er of spectral sequences for algebraic to topological. (while there is a
map Ah∗,∗′(X) → h∗(X))).
Here we recall some important properties of the motivic cohomology.

When X is smooth, we know the (p− localized) Chow ring is

(2.2) CH∗(X) ∼= H2∗,∗(X ;Z(p)),

(2.3) H∗,∗′(X ;Z(p)) ∼= 0 for 2∗′ < ∗.

Hence if X is smooth, then Em,n,2n′

r
∼= 0 for m > 2n.

Let S ⊂ R = (vj1, ...). Then the induced map ABP (S) → ABP (R)
of spectra induces the BP ∗-module map of AHss : E(ABP (S))∗,∗

′,∗′′

r →
E(ABP (R))∗,∗

′,∗′′

r . In general, ABP (S)∗,∗
′

(X) 6∼= ABP ∗,∗′(X)/(S). How-
ever, from the above maps and dimensional reason (2.3) with the differ-
ential (see also §4 below)

d2r+1 : E
(2∗,∗,0)
2r+1 → E

(2∗+2r+1,∗−r,−2r)
2r+1 = 0,

we see that all elements in E2∗,∗,0
2

∼= H2∗,∗(X)⊗ 1 ∼= CH∗(X) are infinite
cycles dr = 0 for all r > 0. Hence, for a smooth X (taking S = ∅, R = S)
we have the surjection and isomorphisms

(2.4) BP 2∗/(S)⊗ CH∗(X) ։ ABP (S)2∗,∗(X)

(2.5) ABP (S)2∗,∗(X)⊗BP ∗ Z(p)
∼= H2∗,∗(X) ∼= CH∗(X).

In this paper, a connective oriented theory h2∗(X) meansABP (S)2∗,∗(X)
as above. We mainly consider the connective oriented theoryABP 2∗,∗(X).
Hereafter, we write it simply

Ω∗(X) = ABP 2∗,∗(X) ∼= MGL2∗,∗(X)⊗MU∗ BP ∗.

Hence from (2.5), Ω∗(X)⊗Ω∗ Z(p)
∼= CH∗(X) for a smooth X .

3. algebraic Morava K theories

By the arguments in previous section we can define the algebraic ver-
sions Ak(n)∗.∗

′

(X), AK(n)∗,∗
′

(X) and AP (n)∗,∗
′

(X).
Recall the invariant ideal In = (p, v1, ...., vn−1) ⊂ BP ∗. Define P (n) =

BP (In) so that P (n)∗ = BP ∗/(In) ∼= Z/p[vn, vn+1, ...]. (Since In is
invariant ideal, P (n)∗(X) has the Landweber-Novikov operations, but
K(n)∗(X) below does not.)
The usual Morava K-theory is defined from the following (Conner-

Floyd type) formula

(3.1) K(n)∗(X) = K(n)∗ ⊗P (n)∗ P (n)∗(X).
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so thatK(n)∗ = Z/p[vn, v
−1
n ]. (We also knowK(n)∗(X) ∼= k(n)∗(X)[v−1

n ],
but most cases, k(n)∗(X) seems not easier to compute than P (n)∗(X).)
Remark that for general,

K(n)∗(X) 6∼= K(n)∗ ⊗P (s)∗ P (s)∗(X) for s 6= n.

We will study the algebraic version of these theorems.
Levine-Morel define algebraic cobordism Ω∗(X) as the universal the-

ory of the (some oriented) theories having the formal group laws. In
particular, Levine (essentially) shows

Ω∗(X) ∼= ABP 2∗.∗(X) when X smooth.

Moreover, Sechin, Vishik and others define the oriented theories

(3, 2) OBP (S)∗(X) = Ω∗(X)/(S),

e.g. OP (n)∗(X) = Ω∗(X)/In, OK(n)∗(X) = Ω∗(X)⊗BP ∗ K(n)∗

These oriented theories are not represented by the motivic cohomology
theories in general. But we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be snooth. Then we have the ring isomorphism

OP (n)2∗(X) = Ω∗(X)/In ∼= AP (n)2∗,∗(X).

Proof. From (2.1) in the preceding section, we consider the exact se-
quence for the motivic cohomology

AP (n)2∗
′−1,∗′(X)

δ
→ AP (n− 1)2∗

′,∗′(X)
vn−1

→ AP (n− 1)2∗,∗(X) →

AP (n)2∗,∗(X)
δ
→ AP (n− 1)2∗+1,∗(X) = 0

The last term in the above sequence follows from the dimensional reason
(2.3). By induction, we have

AP (n)2∗,∗(X) ∼= AP (n− 1)2∗,∗(X)/(vn−1)

∼= OP (n− 1)∗(X)/(vn−1) = OP (n)∗(X).

�

Remark. It seems unknown that ABP (S)∗,∗
′

(X) has a good ring
structure for S 6= ∅. However AP (n)∗,∗

′

(X)) has when k = C (Theorem
7.4 in [Ya7]).
For other regular sequence S in §2 in (2.1), by the same arguments,

we have

Lemma 3.2. Let X be smooth. Then we have a BP ∗-module isomor-
rphism

OBP (S)2∗(X) = Ω∗(X)/(S) ∼= ABP (S)2∗,∗(X).
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Next we recall the truncated BP -theory. Suppose that we fix gen-
erators v1, v2, ..., (and some finiteness conditions,) let us write Jn+1 =
(vn+1, vn+2, ...) ⊂ BP ∗ for the fixed generators (note Jn is not an invariant
(under the Landweber-Novikov operations) ideal. Define the truncated
BP -theory

BP 〈n〉∗(X) = BP (Jn+1)
∗(X)

so that BP 〈n〉∗ ∼= BP ∗/Jn∗1
∼= Z(p)[v1, ..., vn]. Similarly, we can define

ABP 〈n〉∗,∗
′

(X). Moreover we have from the preceding lemma

Lemma 3.3. Let X be snooth. Then we have BP ∗-module isomorphisms

OBP 〈n〉2∗(X) = Ω∗(X)/Jn+1
∼= ABP 〈n〉2∗,∗(X),

Ok(n)2∗(X) = Ω∗(X)/(In, Jn+1) ∼= Ak(n)2∗,∗(X).

Remark.

The truncated theory ABP 〈n〉∗,∗
′

(X) is decided by the choice of vi ∈
Jn+1 but not decided by n. Hence when we consider k(n)∗(X), we fix
some typical generators of BP ∗.

4. Milnor operations and weight degree

Voevodsky showed that there exists the Milnor operation Qi in the
motivic cohomology H∗,∗′(X ;Z/p) ([Vo1,3]). For an object χ in A1

homotopy category, we have

Qi : H
∗,∗′(χ;Z/p) → H∗+2pi−1,∗′+pi−1(χ;Z/p)

which is compatible with the usual Milnor operation on H∗(tC(χ);Z/p)
for the realization map tC. (Here the topological operation is defined

Q0 = β Bockstein operation and Qi+1 = QiP
pi −P piQi.) This operation

Qi can be extended on H∗,∗′(M ;Z/p) for a motive M in M(X) (Lemma
7.1 in [Ya10]).
The relation Qn to the exact sequence (2.1) for k(n)∗(X) is giving

(4.1) k(n)∗(X)
vn→ k(n)∗(X)

r
→ H∗(X ;Z/p)

δ
→ k(n)∗(X) → ...

Here we can see Qn = rδ.
For 0 6= x ∈ H∗,∗′(X ;Z/p) (or cohomology operation), let us write

∗ = |x|, w(x) = 2 ∗′ −∗, d(x) = ∗ − ∗′ so that 0 ≤ d(x) ≤ dim(X) and
w(x) ≥ 0 when X is smooth. We also note

|τ | = 0, w(τ) = 2, |Qi| = 2pi − 1, w(Qi) = −1

here 0 6= τ ∈ H0,1(Speck);Z/p).
For the differential dr in AHss, we have w(dr) = −1. Then the argu-

ments for (2.4-2.5) are immediate. In fact some differencial dr is repre-
sented as vn ⊗Qn.
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We also note that (for h∗(−) in §2)

(4.2) Ah2∗.∗(X) ∼= Ah∗′,∗′′(X)/{x ∈ Ah∗′,∗′′(X)|w(x) ≥ 1}.

.

5. Examples ; classifying spaces X = BG.

We give here the most simple but a non-trivial example, ([Ya5,8]) for
Lemma 3.1. Let k = k̄ ⊂ C, X = BG and G = Z/p. Hence

H∗,∗′(Spec(k);Z/p) ∼= Z/p[τ ].

At first, we recall the topological cases. Then (for p odd)

H∗(BG) ∼= Z[y]/(py), H∗(BG;Z/p) ∼= Z/p[y]⊗ Λ(x),

where |x| = 1, |y| = 2 and x2 = 0. (For p = 2, x2 = y.)
By the AHss, we have

E∗,∗′

2
∼= H∗(BG)⊗ BP ∗′ ∼= BP ∗[y]/(py) =⇒ BP ∗(X).

The E2-term is generated by even degrees, and hence generates the E∞-
term, That is (the graded ring) grBP ∗(BG) ∼= BP ∗[y]/(py).
More precisely, we can see

BP ∗(BG) ∼= BP ∗[y]/([p](y)) |y| = 2.

(For easy of notations we simply write by BP ∗[y] the formal power series
BP ∗[[y]] in this paper.) Here [p](y) the p-th product of BP ∗-formal group
law, in particular

[p](y) = py + v1y
p + v2y

p2 + ... mod(I2∞).

Since y = c1 the first Chern class, we have the surjection

Ω∗(X) ։ BP ∗(BG) ∼= BP ∗[y]/([p]y).

Next we consider the case P (s) for s ≥ 1. The AHss is written

E∗,∗′

2
∼= H∗(BG;Z/p)⊗ P (s)∗

′

=⇒ P (s)∗(BG).

It is known the first non-zero differencial is

d2ps−1(x) = vsQs(x) = vsy
ps.

Hence we see

grP (s)∗(X) ∼= E2ps
∼= P (s)∗[y]/(vsy

ps).

In fact, the right hand side is generated by even degree elements, and it
is isomorphic to the infinite term. In particular, P (n)odd(X) = 0.
The motivic (k = k̄) cohomology is written as

H∗,∗′(BG : Z/p) ∼= H∗(BG;Z/p)⊗ Z/p[τ ], τ ∈ H0,1(pt.;Z/p).
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Here for p = 2, x2 = yτ [Vo1-2]. We can get the same result for the
algebraic case AP (n)odd,∗

′

(BG) = 0. We consider the exact sequence

0 = AP (1)2∗−1,∗(X) → ABP 2∗,∗(X)
p
→ ABP 2∗,∗(X)

→ AP (1)2∗,∗(X) → ABP 2∗+1,∗(X) = 0.

From the result of AP (1)∗,∗
′

(X) and the fact Ω∗(X) has no p-divisible
element, we can see Ω∗(X)/p ∼= AP (1)2∗.∗(X). Thus we have

Ω∗(X) ∼= BP ∗(X) ∼= BP ∗[y]/([p](y)).

Hence we can apply the main lemma.

Lemma 5.1. When X = BG, G = Z/p, we have

OP (n)∗(X) = Ω∗/In ∼= AP (n)2∗,∗(X).

Thus, we can write

AP (n)2∗,∗(BG) ∼= Ω∗(BG)/In ∼= BP ∗[y]/([p](y), In).

∼= Z/p[vn, vn+1, ...][y]/(vny
pn + vn+1y

pn+1

+ ...)
∼= P (n)2∗[y]/(vny

pn + vn+1y
pn+1

+ ...),

which has no vn-torsion.

Corollary 5.2. Let X=BG for G = Z/p. Then

AK(n)2∗,∗(BG) ∼= Ω∗(BG)⊗BP ∗ K(n)∗

∼= K(n)∗[y]/(vny
pn) ∼= K(n)∗[y]/(yp

n

).

Hence the corresponding formal group law is the Honda group law
(identifying vn = 1).
The similar (but more weak) facts hold for other groups. (Theorem

12.1, Proposition 12.4 in [Ya8])

Lemma 5.3. Let X = BG and G be Z/p, the orthogonal groups Om,
SOm (or their products). Then we have AP (1)odd.∗

′

(X) = 0 and

AP (1)∗
′′,∗′(X) ∼= AP (1)2∗,∗(X)⊗ Z/p[τ ]

where AP (1)2∗,∗(X) ∼= P (1)2∗(X) ∼= BP 2∗(X)/p.

Example. We consider the caseX = BG forG = SO3 and p = 2. The
cohomology is (given by the Stiefel-Whitney classes w2, w3 and Chern
classes c2, c3)

H∗(X ;Z/2) ∼= Z/2[w2, w3]. with Q0w2 = w3.

Hence H∗(X) ∼= (Z{1} ⊕ Z/2[c3]
+)⊗ Z[c2] with ci = w2

i .

By using Q1(w3) = w2
3 = c3 and the AHss, we have

grBP ∗(X) ∼= (BP ∗{1} ⊕ BP ∗[c3]
+/(2, v1))⊗ Z[c2]
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Here note that in BP ∗(X), the element v1c3 6= 0 (it is v2c
2
2+ ..., this fact

is shown considering the restriction to BP ∗(BZ/2)).
Hence we see BP ∗(X)/2 ∼= P (1)∗(X). (For the details of the AHss

converging P (1)∗(X), see §12 in [Ya8].)

6. Lie groups

Let k = k̄ ⊂ C. In this section, we study for X = G ; Lie groups
themselves. For G exceptional groups and p 6= 2 are studied in [Ya1,2,3].
Hereafter let X = G = SO7, Then

H∗(G;Z/2) ∼= Λ(x3, x5, y6), x2
3 = y6

H∗(G) ∼= Λ(x3)⊗ (Z{1, x5y6} ⊕ Z/2{y6}).

Here the suffix i of xi, y6 means its degree and x5y6 is an element in
H∗(G) such that its image in H∗(G;Z/2) is the same name.
We consider AHss

E2
∼= H∗(G)⊗BP ∗ =⇒ BP ∗(G).

The differencial is given by d3(x3) = v1Q1x3 = v1y6. Hence infinitive
term is writen as

E∞
∼= BP ∗A⊕ BP ∗B/2⊕ BP ∗C/(2, v1)

with A = Z{1, 2x3, x5y6, x3x5x6}, B = Z/2{x3x6}, C = Z/2{y6}.

Here 2y3 and xiy6 are elements in E∞ induced from the same named
elements in E2.
Then we can compute more exactly [Ya1,2]

BP ∗(G) ∼= BP ∗{1, 2x3, x3x5x6}

⊕ BP ∗{x3y6, x5y6]/(2x3y6 − v1x5y6)

⊕BP ∗/(2, v1){y6}.

Similarly, we can compute (for example using P (2)∗(X) ∼= P (2)∗ ⊗
H∗(X ;Z/2))

P (1)∗(G) ∼= (P (1)∗{1, x3y6} ⊕ P (2)∗{y6})⊗ Λ(x5).

Indeed, take x5 ∈ P (1)5(X) with δ(x5) = y6. The element 2x3 ∈ BP ∗(X)
goes (by the reduction u) to v1x5 ∈ P (1)∗(X) i.e., u(2x3) + v1x5 = 0,
recall Q1x3 = Q0x5.
By Kac [Ya6], we knew (CH∗(X)/2 = Z/2{1, y6})

Ω∗(G)/I∞ ∼= CH∗(G)/2 ∼= Z/2{1} ⊕ Z/2{y6}.

Moreoer we know v1y6 = 0 from Q1x3 = y6. Hence we see w(y6) = 0 but
w(xixj) ≥ 1 for the other generators.. Thus we get

ABP 2∗,∗(G) ∼= Ω∗(G) ∼= BP ∗{1} ⊕ P (2)∗{y6}.
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Since k = k̄, we see H∗
et(Spec(k);Z/2)

∼= Z/2[τ ]. Hence each τ i is a
permanent cycle in the above AHss, and we get

Theorem 6.1. Let G = SO7 Then

AP (1)∗,∗
′

(G) ∼= Ω∗(G)⊗ Z/2[τ ],

where Ω∗(G)/2 ∼= P (1)∗{1} ⊕ P (2)∗{y6}.

Corollary 6.2. Let G = SO7. Then

AK(s)2∗,∗(G) ∼=

{

K(1)∗{1} for s = 1

K(2)∗{1, y6} for s ≥ 2

Quite recently, Gelthauser- Lavrenov- Petrov-Sechin [Ge-La-Pe-Se] study
the Morava K-theories for all SOm.

7. Homotopy Nilpotency

Let X = G be a simply connected Lie group. For ease of arguments,
let us assume p odd in this section. By Borel, its mod(p) cohomology is
a tensor product of truncated polynomial and an exterior algebra.
Moreover when it has p-torsion. there is an surjective map [Ya4]

(7.1) H∗(X ;Z/p) ։ A = Z/p[y]/(yp)⊗ Λ(x, x′)

where |x| = 3, P 1(x) = x′, Q1x = Q0x
′ = y,

(Hence |y| = 2p+ 2, |x′| = 2p+ 1)
We also see, by dimensional reason, that for X in (7.1)

(7.2) K(2)∗(X) ։ K(2)∗ ⊗A

We consider the homology theory (the Z/p-dual of the cohomology the-
ory). There is the injection (but not a ring map)

K(2)∗ ⊗ B ⊂ K(2)∗(X) where B = Z/p[y]/(yp)⊗ Λ(z, z′),

with y ( resp. z.z′ ) is the dual of y (resp. x, x′)
We want to study the Pontryagin ring structure of K(2)∗(X), i.e., the

product is induced from that of the Lie group G. Let us write the adjoint

ad(y)(z) = [y, z] = yz − zy.

(Here the product is the Ponriyagin product.) The definition of homo-
topy nilpotents implies as all Pontriyagin products are nilpotents. In
particular

adi(y)(z) = 0 for large i.

Lemma 7.1. ([Ya4] Theorem 1.5) Let G in the group (7.1). Then G is
not homotopy nilpotent.

adp−1(y)(z) = −v2z 6= 0 ∈ K(2)∗(G).
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We know

x ∈ H3,3(G;Z/p) ∼= H3
et(G;Z/p) ∼= H3(X(C);Z/p).

Hence x (resp. z) exists in AK(2)∗.∗
′

(X) (resp.AK(2)∗.∗′(X)) By the
compatible of tC and K2)∗ we have that X is not homotopy nilpotent.

Lemma 7.2. Let G be an algebraic group, corresponding a simply con-
nected Lie group which has a p-torsion. Then G is not homotopy nilpotent
in A1-homotopy category.

Examples. Let G = F4, p = 3 (or G = E8, p = 5). Then we have

K(2)∗(G) ∼= K(2)∗[y]/(y
p)⊗ C ⊗ C ′

where

{

C = Λ(z, ad1(y)(z), ...adp−2(y)(z))

C ′ = Λ(z′, ad1(y)(z′), ...adp−2(y)(z′)).

adp−1(y)(z) = −v2z. adp−1(y)(z′) = −v2z
′.

8. Cêck complex for k 6= k̄

Suppose ch(k) = 0 but we do not assume k = k̄ in this section. (We do
not assume X smooth.) The following lemmas also hold for the algebraic
theories. Let us write Q(n) = Λ(Q0, ..., Qn) for the Milnor operation Qi.

Lemma 8.1. Let P (1)∗(X) ∼= P (n)∗ ⊗ Bn, for some Z/p-module Bn,
(i.e. it is an In-torsion and P (n)∗-free module ). Then

P (s)∗(X) ∼= P (n)∗ ⊗Q(s− 1)⊗ Bs for s ≤ n

where Q1...Qn−1Bn = B1, (i.e., Bs = Q−1
1 ...Q−1

s B1). Hence

K(s)∗(X) ∼=

{

0 s < n

K(n)∗ ⊗Q(n− 1)⊗Bn s = n

Proof. Let s < n. By induction, we assume

P (s)∗(X) ∼= P (n)∗ ⊗Q(s− 1)Bs.

We consider the exact sequence (2.1)

P (s)∗(X)
vs−−−→ P (s)∗(X)

r
−−−→ P (s+ 1)∗(X)

δ
−−−→ P (s)∗+1(X)...

Here we assume P (s)∗(X) is a P (n)∗-module by induction. That is vs =
0. Hence we have

P (s+ 1)∗(X) ∼= Z/p{r, δ−1}P (s)∗(X)

∼= Z/p{r, δ−1} ⊗ P (n)∗ ⊗Q(s− 1)Bs by induction
∼= Z/p{1, Q−1

s } ⊗ P (n)∗ ⊗Q(s− 1)Bs by Qs = rδ
∼= P (n)∗ ⊗Q(s− 1)⊗ Z/p{Bs, Bs+1} by Bs = QsBs+1.
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∼= P (n)∗ ⊗Q(s)⊗ Bs+1.

Taking s = n− 1, we get the result. �

Corollary 8.2. By the same assumption as the above lemma. we see
that

H∗(X ;Z/p) ∼= Q(n− 1)⊗ Bn

Proof. We study the exact sequence in the proof of the preceding lemma,
but for s ≥ n+1. Since the map vs on P (s)∗(X) ∼= P (s)∗Bn is injective,
we have

P (s+ 1)∗(X) ∼= P (s+ 1)∗ ⊗Bn.

We get the corollary (for the algebraic case from the Hopkins and Morel
theorem lims→∞AP (s)∗,∗

′

(X) ∼= H∗,∗′(X ;Z/p).) �

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that as a Q(n− 1)-module

H∗(X ;Z/p) ∼= Q(n− 1)⊗Bn.

Then we have P (1)∗(X) ∼= P (n)∗ ⊗ B1.

Proof. We consider AHss

E2
∼= H∗(X ;Z/p)⊗ P (1)∗ ∼= Q(n− 1)Bn ⊗ P (1)∗ =⇒ P (1)∗(X).

By the naturality, the first non-zero differential is given

d2p−1(Bn) = v1 ⊗Q1Bn.

Hence Ker(d2p−1) is P (1)∗ ⊗Q1Bn from (Q1)
2 = 0. Moreover we see

E2p
∼= P (1)∗ ⊗Q1Bn/(v1Q1Bn).

By induction and the assumption of degree and d2pi−1(x) = vi ⊗ Qix,
we can compute

E∞
∼= P (1)∗/(v1, v2, ..., vn−1)⊗Q1Q2...Qn−1)Bn

which is isomorphic to P (n)∗⊗B1. (Note that Q1...Qn−1Bn ∈ P (1)∗(X),)
�

Corollary 8.4. Let P (1)∗(X) ∼= P (n)∗ ⊗ Bn. Then

K(n)∗(X) ∼= K(n)∗ ⊗Bn, and K(s)∗(X) ∼= 0 s < n.

Proof. We have the corollary from K(s)∗ ⊗ P (n)∗BP ∗ ⊗Bs = 0. �

Example 1. V (n).
In the (topological) stable homotopy category, the space X = V (n) is

called the Smith-Toda space (spectrum) if

P (1)∗(X) ∼= P (n+ 1)∗ (or H∗(X ;Z/p) ∼= Q(n)).
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If V (n) exists then we can define a ( non-zero) stable homotopy element
of a sphere

S0 → V (n)
vn→ V (n)

qu.
→ SN some N

This is thought as an important problem in the stable homotopy groups
of spheres. However V (n) does not exist in general. For example V (3)
exists if and only if p ≥ 7.
Example 2 ; norm variety for k̄ 6= k.
Let χX be the Ĉech complex, which is defined as (χX)

n = Xn+1 (see
details [Vo1,2,4]). Let χ̃X be defined from the cofiber sequence

χ̃X → χX → Spec(k)

in the stable A1-homotopy category. Voevodsky defined the motivic co-
homology H∗,∗′(χ;Z/p) for all objects χ in the stable A

1-homotopy cat-
egory.
It is known that the ideal

I(X) = π∗BP ∗(X) ⊂ BP ∗(pt.) = BP ∗ for π : X → pt.

is an invariant ideal (e.g. Lemma 5.3 in [Ya7]).
The following two lemmas are known.

Lemma 8.5 (Vo1). Let p : X → Spec(k) be the projection and tC(X) =
v ∈ BP ∗. Let Ah = ABP (S) for some regular sequence S. Then

Ah∗,∗′(χ̃X) is v − torsion.

Proof. Let us write χX by χ simply. We consider the maps

Ah∗.∗′(χ)
p∗

→ Ah∗,∗′(χ×X)
p∗
→ Ahd,d′(χ)

so that p∗p
∗(x) = vx. The lemma is proved from Ah∗.∗′(χ̃) = 0 because

Ah∗,∗′(χ×X) ∼= Ah∗,∗′(χ).

�

Lemma 8.6. (Lemma 6.4,6.5 in [Ya10]) If In ⊂ I(X), then ABP ∗,∗′(χ̃X)
is In-torsion, and H∗,∗′(χ̃X ;Z/p) is Q(n− 1)-free.

Now we recall the norm variety. Given a pure symbol a in the mod p
Milnor K-theory KM

n (k)/p, by Rost, we can construct the norm variety
Va such that

π∗([Va]) = vn−1, a|k(Va) = 0 ∈ KM
n (k(Va))/p

where [Va] = 1 ∈ Ω0(Va), π : Va → pt. is the projection and k(Va) is the
function field of Va over k. Note I(Va) = In.
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Theorem 8.7. (For p = 2, [Ya4]) Let 0 6= a = (a0, ..., an) ∈ KM
n (k)/p.

Then there is a KM
∗ (k)⊗Q(n− 1)-modules isomorphism

H∗,∗′(χ̃a;Z/p) ∼= KM
∗ (k)/(Ker(a))⊗Q(n− 1)⊗ Z/p[ξa]{a

′}

where ξa = Qn−1....Q0(a
′) and deg(a′) = (n, n− 1).

Thus from Lemma 8.3 and Lemma 3.1, we see

Corollary 8.8. We have

AK(s)∗,∗
′

(χ̃a) ∼=

{

K(n)∗ ⊗H∗,∗′(χ̃a;Z/p) s = n

0 1 ≤ s < n.

///
Remark. For details of etale cohomologies of χa and Ma are studied

in §8, 9 in [Ya 10]. For an example

H∗,∗′(Ma;Z/2) ∼= H∗,∗′(χa;Z/p) for∗ < 2(pn−2 − 1)/(p− 1).

9. The motivic cohomology of quadrics over R with
coefficients Z/2

Let X be a smooth variety over the field R of real numbers, and we
consider the cohomologies of Z/2 coefficients. In this paper the mod(2)
étale cohomology means the motivic cohomology of the same first and
the second degrees H∗

ét(X ;Z/2) ∼= H∗,∗(X.Z/2).
It is well known ([Vo1], [Vo2])

H∗
ét(Spec(C);Z/2)

∼= Z/2, H∗,∗′(Spec(C);Z/2) ∼= Z/2[τ ],

H∗
ét(Spec(R);Z/2)

∼= Z/2[ρ], H∗,∗′(Spec(R);Z/2) ∼= Z/2[τ, ρ]

where 0 6= τ ∈ H0,1(Spec(R);Z/2) ∼= Z/2 and where

ρ = −1 ∈ R
∗/(R∗)2 ∼= KM

1 (R)/2 ∼= H1
ét(Spec(R);Z/2).

We recall the cycle map from the Chow ring to the étale cohomology

cl/2 : CH∗(X)/2 → H2∗
ét (X ;Z/2).

This map is also written as H2∗,∗(X ;Z/2)
×τ∗
→ H2∗,2∗(X ;Z/2).

Let X = Qd be an anisotropic quadric of dimension 2n − 1 (i.e. the
norm variety for ρn+1 ∈ KM

n+1(R)/2). Then we have the Rost motive
M ⊂ Qd [Ro]. It is known ( the remark in page 575 in [Ya2])

H∗
ét(M ;Z/2) ∼= Z/2[ρ]/(ρ2

n+1−1) ∼= Z/2{1, ρ, ρ2, ..., ρ2
n+1−2}.

The Chow ring is also known [Ro]

CH∗(M)/2 ∼= Z/2{1, c0, c1...., cn−1}, cl(ci) = ρ2
n+1−2i+1

.
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The cycle map cl/2 is injective. The elements ci is also written as

ci = ρ2
n+1−2i+1

τ−2n+2i in CH∗(M)/2 ⊂ H2∗
ét (M : Z/2)[τ−1].

The mod(2) motivic cohomology is known (Theorem 5.3 in [Ya9]).

Theorem 9.1. (Theorem 5.3 in [Ya9], [Ya3]) The cohomologyH∗,∗′(Mn;Z/2)
is isomorphic to the Z/2[ρ, τ ]-subalgebra of

Z/2[ρ, τ, τ−1]/(ρ2
n+1−1)

generated by a = ρn+1, a′ = aτ−1, and elements in Λ(Q0, ..., Qn−1){a
′}.

Lemma 9.2. We have Q0(τ
−1) = ρτ−2. Hence Q0(a

′) = ρaτ−2, while
Q0(a) = 0. Similarly, we see Q1(τ

−2) = ρ3τ−4, and Q1(a
′) = ρ6τ−3.

Proof. We see the first equation from

0 = Q0(1) = Q0(ττ
−1) = ρτ−1 + τQ0(τ

−1).

�

Example. X = M2. Recall that τ : H∗,∗′(X ;Z/2) → H∗,∗′+1(X ;Z/2)
is injective. The motivic cohomology is given as (Example 5.15 in [Ya9])

H∗,∗′(X ;Z/2) ∼= Z/2[τ ]{1, ρ, ρ2, a′ = ρ3τ−1,

Q0a
′ = ρ4τ−2, ρQ0a

′ = ρ5τ−2, Q1a
′ = ρ6τ−3}.

We consider AHss for s = 1 or 2

E2
∼= H∗,∗′(X ;Z/2)⊗ P (s)∗ =⇒ AP (s)∗,∗

′

(X).

We first consider the case s = 2. The first degree of the differential are
( see Theorem 2.1)

−|v2|+ 1 > 6 = first degree ofH2∗,∗(X : Z/2).

Hence all differentials (to CH∗(X)/2) are zero.
Next, we consider the case s = 1 We note

d3(a
′) = Q1a

′ = ρ6τ−3.

Then we see

Theorem 9.3. Let X = M2.

AP (s)2∗,∗(X) ∼=

{

P (1)∗{1, Q0a
′} ⊕ P (2)∗{Q1a

′} s = 1

P (s)∗{1, Q0a
′, Q1a

′} s ≥ 2.

Recall Q3 is the norm variety M2 ⊂ Q3. We have the decomposition
of the motives M(Q3) ∼= M2 ⊕M1 ⊗ T (see §8 in [Ya9]). The Chow ring
is written

CH∗(Q3) ∼= Z2{1, h, h
2, h3} ⊕ Z/2{c}.

Here h ∈ CH1(T), h2 ∈ CH2(M1), h
3 = Q1a

′ and c = Q0a
′. Hence
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Corollary 9.4. For the norm variety Q3 over R, we have

AP (1)2∗,∗(Q3) ∼= P (1)∗{1, h, h2, Q0(a
′)} ⊕ P (2)∗{h3}.

AK(1)2∗,∗(Q3) ∼= K(1)∗{1, h, h2, Q0(a
′)}.

Remark that (Lemma 6.2 in [Ya9])) we know Q1(τ
2) = ρ3. However

this element does note related elements of w(x) = 0 (In fact w(τ) = 2).

Theorem 9.5. Let X = Mn.

AP (s)2∗,∗(X)

{

⊃ P (n)∗{Q1...Qn−1a
′} s = n− 1

∼= P (s)∗ ⊗ CH∗(X)∗} s ≥ n

Recall a = ρn+1. a′ = aτ−1. So w(a′) = n− 1. In fact, we have

CH∗(X)/2 ∼= H2∗,∗(X ;Z/2) ∼= Z/2{Q0...Q̂i...Qn−1(a
′)|0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1}.
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