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GERSTEN CONJECTURE FOR K-THEORY ON HENSELIAN SCHEMES

AND ¢-MOTIVIC LOCALISATION

ANDREI E. DRUZHININ

ABSTRACT. A key triviality result for support extension maps for motivic A'-homotopies of
cellular motivic spaces S over a DVR spectrum B is proven. Combining with earlier known
results on the K-theory Gersten complex and the K-theory motivic spectrum we achieve a proof
of the Gersten Conjecture on essentially smooth local Henselian B-schemes. Additionally, we
outline generalisations for Cousin complexes associated to motivic A'- and [J-homotopies of
cellular B-spectra.

The proof is based on two ingredients:

(1) A new “motivic localisation” over B, called ¢-motivic, giving rise to the ¢-motivic homo-
topy category such that the triviality of the support extension maps and the acyclicity of
Cousin complexes hold for all objects S, not necessarily cellular.

(2) An interpretation of some classes in the motivic Al-homotopies with support defined with
respect to the Morel-Voevodsky motivic homotopy category of smooth B-schemes in terms
of the construction of ¢-motivic homotopy category mentioned in Point (1).
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1. INTRODCTION
1.1. Gersten Conjecture for K-theory.

1.1.1. Claim and Results. The Gersten Conjecture [18], [39, Conjecture 5.10] claims the acyclic-
ity of the complex

K, (U) = P Ku(u) == @ Kue(u) > ... (1.1)
uel©) uel(©)
for a local regular scheme U [|fi[}, where K, is the algebraic K-theory. The claim is proven
e by Gersten in |18|, for DVR spectra U with finite residue fields,
e cxtended to finite fields algebraic extensions in [42] by Sherman,
e by Quillen in [38], for local schemes U = Spec(Ox_), X € Smy, over a field £,
e extended to all local regular equi-characteristic schemes U in [34] by Panin.
Our article proves the claim
o for essentially smooth local Henselian B-schemes U over a DVR spectrum B.

Remark 1. We remark unpublished preprints by Mochizuki referring to the survey [30]. We do
not have a consultation with specialists to comment the status and perspectives.

1.1.2. Generalisations over k and obstructions over B. The pioneer article [38] gave rise to a
list of arguments that recover and generalise the result as the acyclicity of Cousin complexes
associated with some classes of cohomology theories over base fields, which includes

e [5] by Bloch and Ogus concerned cohomology theories that got their names,

e [46] by Voevodsky on pretheories with transfers over perfect k H,

e [31,132] by Morel for SH®' (k)-representable coh. th7

e [22] by Panin for coh. th. is sense of [35, Def. 2.1] for any k.
Summarising,
the Al-invariance and Nisnevich excision of a cohomology theory A on Smy are
enough for the acyclicity of the associated Cousin complex over any base field k.

Remark 2 (Stable Connectivity over B). The acyclicity of the Cousin complexes for all SH(B)-
representable theories on the schemes U = X" X € Smp, would imply the statement of
Connectivity Theorem for SH(B) by the arguments of [32] for any noetherian separated base
scheme B of finite Kull dimension. The latter claim got name Connectivity Conjecture and
was disproven in [2] by Ayoub.

Remark 3 (Counter-example over B). The acyclcity fails for the cohomology theory represented
by X3 (B — z) for any closed point z of positive codimension of any B € Sch, [7]. So

the Al-invariance and Nisnevich excision, and even SH(B)-representability, are not
enough for the acyclcity of the Cousin complex over B, whenever dim B > 0,

and the proof for ([1.1)) should use other structures/poperties on/of the K-theory.

1.1.3. Results for “parts or modifications” of K-theory. The acyclicity of (1.1)) is proven for

e K-theory with finite coefficients K.(—,Z/n) [19] by Gillet out of the characteristic, and
[17] by Geisser and Levine at the characteristic,
e Milnor K-theory KM(—) 28] by Liiders and Morrow,

Remark 4 (Surjectivity Property). For any coh. th. A defined by

Lelaimed after Gersten’s result, and formulated publically in such generality by Quillen.

2[27] by Kundu discusses generalisation of the initial morphism injectivity in for valuation rings.
3The acyclicity holds for n = 0, n = 1 and for n = 2, [36] by Panin.

4extended later to K-transfers [26] and framed transfers [15], and extended to arbitrary base fields in [12]
Susing Gabber’s Presentation Lemma [14, [23] for infinite k, proven later for finite fields in [21]
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+ functors (X, X — Z) — A*(X, X — Z) =: A}(X) for X € Schp, and

+ differentials 9: A*(X — Z) — AFH(X),
and equipped additionally with

+ a module structure over the Milnor-Witt K-theory compatible with the differentials,

+ Gysin isomorphisms A*(z) = A*(X), x € X, compatible with the previous points,
the acycliclty of the Gersten complex for A on any DVR spectrum U € Schg can be deduced
from the surjectivity of the restriction homomorphism

A*(U) —» A*(z), zeUW, (1.2)

which holds (0) for U equipped with a retraction to x for any A, and (1) for any local U for

o KM(—) by lifting of the generators, and

e K,(—), n <2, because of the isomorphism KM(z) — K, (),
and (2) for Henselian local U for

e K.(—,Z/n) by the Rigidity Theorem [13| 44] by Suslin and Gabber, and

e K,(—) for such U that the residue field at x being an algebraic extension of a finite field

because of the computation of K-theory of finite fields [40] by Quillen,

and it would follow for
e K3(—) for any Henselian local U from the Rigidity Conjecture |29, Conjecture 11.7]. H
Nevertheless,

it is unknown do the surjectivity (|1.2)) hold for higher groups K,(—, Q) for Henselian
DVR spectra U of a characteristic (0, p), p > 0, with an infinite residue field at x.

1.1.4. Reduction to one-dimensional schemes. The acyclicity of for essentially smooth
one-dimensional schemes U over Z implies the acyclicity of

e for all schemes of the form U = X, [20] by Gillet and Levine, and

e for all regular unramified local rings [43] by Skalit.

1.1.5. Reduction to the injectivity claim. [4] by Bloch provides a quasi-isomorphism of the
complex (|I.1)) and the 3-term complex

Ko (U) = Ko(U=U xpz) = Ko 1(U x5 2) (1.3)

where z € B is the image of the closed point x € U, for any essentially smooth local U scheme
over a DVR/][] Consequently,

- the complex (1.1 is acyclic except the terms K, (U) and &,y K. ﬂl and
- the acyclicity of (1.1]) reduces to the injectivity K,(U) — K,(U — U >< B %)

1.2. Proof for essentially smooth local Henselian schemes. Constructing of Nisnevich
squares and A'-homotopies over netherian separated schemes B of finite Krull dimension allowed
in 6} |11}, 41] proving of the triviality of the support extension morphisms

Aw (U) = A(U) (1.4)

for any closed immersion W — U = X" of positive relative codimension for all pointed functors
A: Hpi nio(B) — Set®. A novel instrument allows us to prove the claim for the closed fibre
immersion

W=Uxgz—U=X" (1.5)
where z € B is the image of z € X € Smp, for motivic homotopies of cellular motivic B-spaces.

5The latter two points are mentioned to the author by A. Ananyevsky.

"Generalised by [43] by Skalit to geometrically regular U over DVR.

8Generalised by [7, 12| to SH(B)-representable coh. th. for any B € Sch, dim B < oc.

9The bounded acyclicity is proven also in [43] for geometrically regular Henselian U over B € Sch.

10The acyclicity except the mentioned terms is proven also in [36] by Panin for semi-local schemes U of
smooth schemes and coh. th. in sense of [35, Def. 2.1] over a DVR.
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Theorem (Theorems . Let B € Sch be regular of Krull dimension one. Let U be an
essentially smooth local henselian scheme over B. Let p denote a regular function on B that
vanishing locus equals a closed point in B as well as its inverse image on U.

For any non-negative integer n, the morphism of the pointed sets

E:: MapH;LT(B)(U+/(U —Z(p))+ NS",5) = MaPH;AlYNiS(B)(UJr AS",S) (1.6)

is trivial for any S € Hy, _(B) generated by PA for all | € Zsq via colimits and extensions, and
T = Zar.

Though the result holds for the Nisnevich topology, which follows from Remark 23] for
simplicity, in Sections [3] and [, we present the proof for

T = Zar.

This is enough for the triviality of (1.4) for K-theory proven in Section because by
[1] presheaves of vector bundles on affine schemes are represented by Grassmanians in both

H;\l,Zar(B) and H;\17NiS(B). Then the acyclicity of the 3-term complex follows. Since as
mentioned above the complexes and are quasi-isomorphic [4], and also [7] 12, 43|,
(1.1)) is acyclic.

The method for the triviality of in Theorem in our article is the lifting of the

elements of
MapSHii (B)(U+/(U - Z(p))-i- A Snv S)

along the closed immersion of open pairs
Map
(V.U = Z(p) 25 (WY AY = Z(t0)) oo

where pMaP: U — A}, is the morphism defined by p, Theorem , which reduces the claim on
(L.6) to the mentioned above one on (L.4)) for codimy,g W > 0, cited as Theorem [4.2]
The proof of the latter lifting in Section [4.1] Theorem [4.1], uses two ingredients:

(1) a new type of motivic equivalences called ¢-motivic equivalences defined as morphisms
in a certain co-category denoted Op in Section [2| based on [8, 9],

(2) an interpretation of the morphisms U/(U — Z(p)) A S* — P5" in Hy, (B) in terms of
the category of presheaves Spc(Op) = Func(O%’, Spc) in Section [3| based on [10].

1.2.1. ¢-motivic localisation and homotopy category. The localisation of the oo-category
Spc(Op) with respect to the ¢-motivic equivalences gives rise further to the ¢-motivic homo-
topy category over B, Definition . The triviality like for holds for any pointed presheaf
defined on the ¢-motivic homotopy category over B, Remark [23] and the acyclicity of the
Cousin complexe hold for any ¢-motivic prehseaf of spectra.

Remark 5. To continue the discussion from Remark [3, we note that following further the
arguments of [32] we can deduce Stable Connectivity and Strict Homotopy Invariance Theorems
for the S'— and Pl-stable ¢-motivic categories from the acyclcity of the Cousin complexes.

The role played by the category Smpg in the Morel-Voevodsky construction is played by the
oo-category Op, which definition in Sections [2.2] to [2.4] starts with the category Ap of data

(X, (0, (9,5, 5))), (1.7)

where X € Schp, p is some set of sections of line bundles, 0, ¢ are p-monomials, and [ is some
set of sets of p-monomials. The interpretation is as follows:

e X is the underlying scheme of a compacitification,

e O relates to the “infinitely remote subscheme” called boundary of the compactification,
e ¢ relates to the support of cohomologies,

e [ define centres of some blow-ups on X,
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e p are parameters on X that control 0, ¢ and .

Then we define Op as certain full subcategory of the oco-category Spch of copresheaves on
the category of arrows Ap = (AB)AI, Definition . The conditions on the objects

X=(X—>X)e0p X — X eSpc's, (1.8)
in sense of functor Op — Spch ~ (SpCAB)Al, imply the diagram in the oo-category of co-
presheaves on Schp
HPg‘*:PﬁB@sz

where

e b is a limit of blow-ups that centres are intersections of coordinate divisors and excep-

tional divisors,
e ¢ is a limit of affine étale morphisms,
The ¢-motivic homotopy category is the localisation Spc, |, ;& Bz,,(OB) of the co-category of

presheaves Spc(Opg) with respect to

T-equivalences, where 7 is the topology on Ap induced by a topology 7 on Schp,

¢-equivalences equivalence X with cofib((X, (p, (0 -, 1,5))) = (X, (p,(0,1,5))))

-

l-equivalences defined by the counit of the adjunction Ag ~ (A B)Al = Ag,
r-equivalences, which allow modifying p on X in (1.§]),

Bl -equivalences, which are limit morphisms of certain blow-ups controlled by p, Sec-
tion [2.5.1]

Al-equivalences, which are like O-equivalences in [3, 24],

e ¢-equivalences, which are the main ingredient for the proof of the lifting property of
elements in motivic homotopy groups w.r.t. closed immersions of essentially smooth
local henselian B-schemes.

Remark 6 (Illuminating (1, r, ¢)-equivalences and the data p). The ¢-motivic homotopy category
can be constructed equivalently skipping the data p and ¢ and the arrows category Ap in the
definitions of Ag and Op, Equation . Nevertheless, all of this is useful for the proof of the
triviality of support extension maps and acyclcity of Cousin complexes discussed in the article.

Remark 7 (Continuous presheaves without ¢-invariance condition). There is a relation of the
subcategory of continuous objects in the category of (7, 1,7, A, Bl,)-invariant objects, i.e. with-
out ¢-invariance condition, to the [J-homotopy motivic categories form [3} 24]. A difference of
the localisation procedures, nevertheless, is the type of blow-ups. Resolution of singularities
over B could help to illuminate this difference.

1.2.2. Interpretation of Morel-Voevodsky A'-homotopies in the oo-category Op. The Part (2)
interprets elements of

Mapg., ZM(B)(U-‘F/(U —Z(p))+ N K, Py") (1.9)
as morphisms in Spc Bl,,,r<OB> from the object in Op defined by

(U7 (pa 17 p)) € AB

to the motivic sphere P in Ap. The construction starts with coding of the element in
by sets of sections of line bundles on the compactified geometric realisation |K|z x U of K
over U. The latter sections are replaced by sections on certain blow-up of |K |g x U using
Theorem from Section based on the study of blow-ups of schemes with relation to the
data p, Definition [2.8 applied to blow-ups in the category Op.

1.3. Awknowlagement. The author is thankful to I. Panin, who involved the author to the
theme. The author is thankful to A. Kuznetsov for a set of series of consultations during the
research. The author thanks also M. Temkin and A. Ananyevsky.
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1.4. Notation.

(1) codimy(Z) is the codimension of Z in X. codimy(()) = co.

(2) codimy,p W is the relative codimension of W in U over B.

(3) Mapg(—, —), MapeX®(—, —) and MapgP'(—, —) denote respectively the mapping set or
the mapping space, or the mapping spectrum in a category or an oo-category C, or a
stable oco-category C.

(4) Sy~ AL JOAL, Sk~ (Sa)M

(5) Let ShifColim¢e(—) denote the subcategory of C' generated via shifts and colimits.

(6) Subsets(.S) is the set of subsets of a set S.

(7) Let X be a scheme.

X(© is the set of points on codimension c.

X, and X" are the local and Henselian local schemes of a scheme X at z € X.
Given set of sections of line bundles I on X, Z(I) = Zx(I) is the vanishing locus.
Given closed subscheme Z in X, I(Z) is the sheaf of vanishing ideals.

Given divisor D on X, I(D) = Ix(D) is the sheaf of ideals defined by D. Let

ZX(D) = Zx(lx(D))

(8) A-B={a-be Mon|a € A,b € B} € Subsets(Mon) for some A, B € Subsets(Mon).
(9) 29 is a set of subsets of a given set S.
(10) Mon(S) = SM°n is the monoid of monomials of a given set S.

(11) We use the identification of Mon(2%) = (25)M°" and the submonoid is the monoid of
subsets of SM°" generated by subsets of S, Notation .

(12) A U-closed set is a set 8 such that for each gy, 8 € 3, 1 U By € 5. 7 is the minimal
U-closed subset containing given subset .

(13) Spc denotes the oo-category of pointed spaces.

(14) 8¢ = Func(C, S), S(C) = Func(C??, 5).

(15) Sch and Schp are the categories of Noetherian separated schemes and B-schemes.

(16) Spc, Spt are oo-categories of spaces and spetra.

(17) Spcar ,(Schp) and Sptai .(Schp) are the subcategories of Al-invariant Nisnevich exci-
sive presheaves of spaces and spectra on Schp, and similarly for Smp. Spta ,(B) =
Sptai ,(Schp).

(18) Given oo-category C, a presheaf F' € Spc(Spc®) is continuous, if for any X ~ l'LnXa in
C, the canonical morphism F(X) - lim F(X,) is an equivalence.

(19) For any presheaf F' € Spc(C) on an oo-category C, the same symbol F' denotes
the associated continuous presheaf on the oo-category of copresheaves C°P¢, Notation
def:continuous.

(20) A*® denotes the category of finite linearly ordered sets with objects {0,...n} = [n] = A™.
A*<! is the subcategory spanned by A", n <.

AX® = (A.g)zzo.
(21) A cubical setS is a functor

S (AX*)°P 5 Set.

(22) Let p be a subset in a monoid N, Mon(p) denotes the submonoid generated by p.
(23) Sch is the category of noetherian separates schemes.

Schg is the category of B-schemes of such type.

Smp is the category of smooth B-schemes.

(24) Let ¢: X — Y, f: F — G be morphisms of an co-category. The morphism ¢ satisfies
LLP w.r.t. the morphism f or f satisfies RLP w.r.t. c if for any morphisms X — F
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and from Y — G such that the outer square in the diagram is commutative

X —F
7
v
v
Y —G

the space of dashed arrows that fit into the commutative diagram is non empty.

(25) Let ¢: X — Y, f: F — G be morphisms of an co-category. The morphism ¢ satisfies
uLLP w.r.t. the morphism f or f satisfies uRLP w.r.t. ¢ if for any morphisms X — F
and from Y — G such that the outer square in the diagram is commutative

X —F
7
v
v
Y —G

the space of dashed arrows that fit into the commutative diagram is contractible, i.e.
the morphism

Map(Y, F)) = Map(X, F') Xumap(x,c) Map(Y, G).

(26) Given a morphism of schemes X — X', and closed subscheme Z’ in X', X%, := Xh,XX,X.

(27) S\10)(X) = S(X) | {0} = S(X) — 0.
28) Given f: X — X’ in Sch, f*: (§ —{0})(X’) --» (S — {0})(X) is a partly defined map
induced by f*: S(X’) = S(X) and immersion S0y — S.

2. ¢-MOTIVIC LOCALISATION

2.1. Schemes category preparations.

2.1.1. Line bundles and sections.

Definition 2.1. Define the morphism of presheaves on Sch
S—L; (s,L)— L, (2.1)

where £ denotes the presheaf of line bundles on Sch, and S is the presheaf of line bundles
sections, i.e.

S(X) ={(s € L(X),L € L(X))}.

Remark 8. The presheaf of sets S(X) has the monoid structure with respect to the tensor
products of line bundles and products of sections.

Remark 9. Each submomoid of S(X) contains all invertible sections, i.e. elements (s, L) such
that Zx(s) = ), because the set S(X) is the set of isomorphicm classes of the pairs (s, L).

Definition 2.2. Given X € Sch, an element s € S(X) is irreducible if the scheme Zx(s) is
irreducible.

2.1.2. Subpresheaves of S*'.

Definition 2.3. We use notation Sﬁxl for powers of S over £ w.r.t. the morphism (2.1]), and
SZP - HSZGXE{Z}
lee

for a given morphism of sets p: & — £.
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Definition 2.4. The category sL% is a full subcategory in Set(Sch) that objects are presheaves
F of the form

F(X)={s €S8 Nyer, Z(sy) C Z(da),x € A} (2.2)
for a morphism of finite sets p: & — £ and a set A with subsets I', C & and sections d,, € S(X)
for each o € A.

Definition 2.5. The category sL? is a full subcategory in Set(Sch) that objects are presheaves
F of the form

F(X)={s€ S8 | Nyer, Z(s,) C 0, € A} (2.3)
for a morphism of finite sets p: & — £ and a set A with subsets I', C & for each a € A.

2.1.3. Retract closed immersions.

Definition 2.6. An morphism c: X — X in Ap is a retract-closed immersion if it is a closed
immersion and there is a morphism X — X such that the composite

X5X =X
equals idx.
2.1.4. Equational morphisms.
Definition 2.7. A morphism X — Y in Sch is equational if it is isomorphic to the composite
X = Zpy(V) = Zpy(C) = AY =Y

for some sets of regular functions V' and C on AY.
2.2. oo-category JIB.
2.2.1. Category Ag.
Definition 2.8. An A-object over B is the data

X =X, (p(0,5,8))), (2.4)

where

(ol) X € Schg,
(02) p € Subsets(S(X)\{03), Notation , such that for each finite subset pSuPst C p,
_ codimx(Z(pS“bset)) > #pSubset7
— connected components of the scheme Zx(p
moreover,
— the scheme Zx(p5®™°) is irreducible if #p%%t = 1, ie. for each p® € p, the
scheme Zx(p) is irreducible,
(03) 9,5 € pMon, where pMo® = Mon(p) is the submonoid of S(X) generated by p, Remark [§]
(04) B is a U-closed set of finite subsets of p°", Notation [12] [11]

Subset) are irreducible and reduced, and

Notation 1. Denote by SM°" the submonoid in the monoid of subsets of the monoid of mono-
mials pM°" generated by f.

Definition 2.9. An A-morphism over B

z: X = (X, (p,(0,5,0)) = X = (X (p, (2,5 0))) (2.5)
is defined by

(m1) a morphism of B-schemes
x: X —= X (2.6)
such that
(m2) pMon o x* (EMOH)’
(m3) 0 <x*(2), s <x*(),
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(m4) BMon o x* (ﬁMon)’

Remark 10. For any morphism (2.5) in Apg, the set of subschemes Zx(p) for all p € S(X)
contains the set of irreducible components of the subschemes Z(x*(p)) for all p € S(X).

Definition 2.10. Ap is the category that objects and morphisms are A-objects and A-
morphisms over B, Definitions [2.8 and 2.9] and the composition of morphisms of the form z
(2.5)) is induced by the composition of the respective morphisms x ([2.6]) in Sch.

2.2.2. Category Ap.

Definition 2.11. Ay is the category of arrows of Ag, i.e. the morphisms of the category Ag,
ie.

Ap = (Ap)™.
Notation 2. We use notation
X: X = (X, (p,(95,8)) = X = (X, (p, (25, ) (2.7)
for objects of Ag.

Definition 2.12. Let a be a class of morphisms in A closed with respect to base changes along
arbitrary morphisms in Ag. We define the class of morphisms a in Ap as the class generated
by the classes a, and a” via the composition. Here a, and a” denote the classes of morphisms
in Ag defined respectively by the commutative squares in Ag of the form

X=X XX (2.8)
X—-X, X—X,

where the vertical arrows define the objects in Ap and the horizontal ones define the morphisms,

e the left bottom arrow is an isomorphism, and the right square is a pullback, and
e all the horizontal arrows morphisms belong to a.

2.2.3. Monoidal structure.
Definition 2.13. Given X1, X5 € Ap,

X1 x Xo = (Xq, p1, 01,61, B1) X (X, p2, 02, 52, ) =
(X1 X Xo, p1 U pa, 01 + 02,61 + 2, 51 U Ba),
where py, O, Sa, Ba, @ = 1,2, at the right side stand for the inverse images along the projections
X1 X Xy = X,
2.2.4. Functors to schemes.
Definition 2.14. SchY is the functor

Sch? = 0% — Schp (2.9)
(z: X = X) —» X '

where X, X, and 0 are from ([2.5).

Notation 3. For any F' € Spc(Schpg), the same symbol denotes the inverse image of F' along
the functor ([2.9)).

Definition 2.15. Sch" is the functor
Sch” 0% — Schp
(z: X - X) > X-—2(0), (2.10)

where X, X, and 0 are from ([2.5]).
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Definition 2.16. Sch€ is the functor
Sch? : 0% — Spc(Schp)

(02 X = X) = (X 20)/(X~ 2(2) - Z(s)). 21
where X, X, and 0 are from ([2.5).
The natural morphism in Spe(Schp)
(X—=2(9)) = (X=2(9))/(X=2(0) - Z(<))
defines the morphism of functors
Sch" — Sch€. (2.12)

2.2.5. oo-category .%TB.

- - Spc
Definition 2.17. The oo-category Ap is the oo-category (Ap) P of co-presheaves on the

category of Ap.

Notation 4. For any F € Spc(Spc®®#), the same symbol denotes both the inverse image along
the functor
(Sch)%P¢: (Ap)®P¢ — (Schp)®P*
induced by (2.9) and the inverse image along the composite with the functor
(Sch)SPe: (Ap)SPe — (Ap)SPe

induced by the functor
AB — AB,

(x: X - X') —» X. (2.13)

Remark 11. In view of the Grothendieck correspondence objects in Ap are defined by diagrams
in the category Apg, which are diagrams in Ag of the form

D x A' = Ap, (2.14)
where D is an oo-category indexing the diagram in Ap.

Definition 2.18. Given class of morphisms a in /YB, the same symbol a denotes the class of

morphisms in Ap that are defined by term-wise a-morphisms of diagrams in Ag according to
Remark [11]

2.3. Types of morphisms in XB.

2.3.1. Types of morphisms with respect to p.
Definition 2.19. A morphism z: X — X given by (2.5) is called

e v-morphism if x: X — X induces a well defined map

p—p,

e n-morphism if

0= X*(Q>7 S = X*(S)v
e pi-morphism if for any p® € p there is p? € p such that Zx(p*') C Zx(x*(p?)),

and 0 = x*(0), ¢ = x*(s), B =x*(F).
e m-morphism if there is a map r: p — p such that
x(r(p™) = o, Vo € p,
9=r0), <=r(),
gMon — {r(6e1)|6e1 c ,BMOH},
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e 7-morphism if it is a m-morphism such that x: X — X induces a bijection
p—p-

Lemma 2.1. For any X € A given by (2.4) and morphism x: X' — X in Schp, the set of
p-morphisms x: X' — X in Ap given by (2.5) that image along the functor (2.10) equals x is
either empty or consists of unique element.

Proof. The inverse image along the morphism x uniquely defines the data (p, 9, supp, 8). If the
latter data satisfies conditions form Definition 2.8 it defines the unique morphism z: X’ — X,
otherwise the set is empty. U

Remark 12. Any m-morphism is a g-morphism.
Remark 13. Any 7-morphism is a v-morphism.
2.3.2. Closed immersions.

Definition 2.20. A morphism c: X — X in Agp is a p-ci-closed immersion if

e the morphism Sch¥(c) is a closed immersion in Sch,
e there is a subset e of pM°*(X) such that

X = Zx(e).
Lemma 2.2. Let ¢: X — X given by be a mw-p-ci-closed immersion in Ag. Then
p=r(p) e,
where v and e are form Definitions|[2.19 and [2.20,
Proof. Let p € p, then ¢*(p) € S(X) is either 0 or in p. Define

el _ 0, C(B)_OGS(X)a
Tl et

Since

£((e U ™)) = codimg((e U p)) = codimg({p} U (e U p)) = #({p"} U (e U p™)),
pe (e p™). B
Remark 14. p-ci-closed immersions in Ap and in Ap are defined by Definition and Defi-
nitions 2.12 and 218

Definition 2.21. A morphism ¢: X — X in Ap is a retract-closed immersion if Sch(c) from
(2.9) is a retract-closed immersion in Sch, Definition [2.6]

Remark 15. Deﬁmtlon and Definition [2.12) “ define retract-closed immersions in Ag. Then
Definition [2.18 “ defines retract closed immersions in Ag.

2.3.3. Blow-ups.

Definition 2.22 (Blow-up in Ag). Given X € Ap (2.4) and a closed subscheme Z of the
scheme X, a blow-up of X w.r.t. Z is an n-morphism

Blz(X) = X (2.15)
that image along the functor (2.9)) is isomorphic to the morphism Blz(X) — X in Sch.

Definition 2.23 (Blow-up in /TB). Given z € Ap (12.5)),

(1) A blow-up of x w.r.t. a closed subscheme Z in X and
(2) a blow-up of z w.r.t. a closed subscheme Z" in X'
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are morphisms defined by the commutative squares in Apg

Blz(X) —>X BlXxX/Z’(X)éX (216)
l (1) L L )
X dy 1 Blz(X) —— X,

where the vertical arrows define objects in Ap and the horizontal arrows define morphisms.

Definition 2.24 (p-blow-up). An elementary p-blow-up-morphism in Apg is a morphism equiv-
alent to a bow-up morphism ([2.15)) for some X € Ap given by (2.4, and

7 — Z(pSubset)’ pSubset C p.

A p-blow-up-morphism in Ag is a composite of a sequence of elementary p-blow-up-morphisms.

Definition 2.25. Given X € Ap (2.4), denote by p™ the set of subsets p*”*¢* of pM°m such that
Bl jsubset (X) — X is a p-blow-up.

Definition 2.26. A closed subscheme C' of a scheme X is good w.r.t a closed subset Z of X,
if either C' C Z or codimy(C' N Z) > codimyx C + codimy Z.

A morphism of schemes X — X is a good blow-up w.r.t. a closed subset Z of X, if it is
isomorphic to the blow-up Blo(X) — X for closed subscheme Z of X goodw.r.t. C.

Definition 2.27 (5-blow-up). An elementary B-blow-up-morphism in Ag is a morphism equiv-
alent to a bow-up morphism ([2.15)) for some X € Ap given by (2.4, and

7 = Z(ﬁ'ﬂ), ﬁel c 6
that is a good blow-up w.r.t. the vanishing locus of each element of 3, Definition [2.26] and a
p-morphism, Definition [2.19|
A B-blow-up-morphism in Apg is a composite of a sequence of elementary S-blow-up-morphisms.

Remark 16. p-blow-up-morphisms and [-blow-up-morphisms in fTB and Spch are defined by
Definitions 2.12] and 2.18 w.r.t Definition 2.24] and Definition .27

Definition 2.28 (.Z-object). An .Z-object in Ap is an object X (2.4) such that 8 C p".
Lemma 2.3. A 3-blow-up of an .F -object is an % -object.
Proof. bl*(8%) = bl*,,...(8%) - eP O

proper

Lemma 2.4. Given X € Ap, for any finite set of finite subsets p°¢ in pM°" and any set of
finite subsets p°F in pM°", there is a finite sequence of elementary p-blow-ups

X:XOF:XJ%BZZ(IBel)(XJ):XJJrl(—:Xl (217)

such that each Z(ﬁjl) is good w.r.t inverse images of Z(p%) for all p© € p3¢ and for each
p¢ € p°¢, the blow-up Bl (pcy)(X1) — X1 admits a section, where bl is the composite of
E17).

Proof. The proof is by a cascade induction with respect to parameters

(P1) #p°,

(P2) (X ,cepsc #Z(p°), 3 0epse dim Z(p7)),

(P3) Epcepsc ZpMon—elepC deg PMOH_EI-

(P1 Base) Suppose #p°¢ = 0. Then the claim holds.

(P1 Step) Suppose the claim holds for any #p°¢ less then the given one.

(

(

P2 Base) Suppose Z(p®) = () for each p© € p°¢. Then the claim holds.
P2 Step) Suppose the claim holds if (P2) is less than for the given p3¢.



GERSTEN CONJECTURE FOR K-THEORY ON HENSELIAN SCHEMES AND ¢-MOTIVIC LOCALISATION3

(P3 Base) Suppose p°¢ is a set of subsets of p. Let p? € p3°.
By induction assumption on (P2) there is a sequences of elementary p-blow-ups that trivialise
blow-ups with centres of the forms

Z(p5 up), p© e pC % € p,
and
Z(p5 up®), p°ep®
that are not equal to Z (p?), and are goodw.r.t. each element of p°¢ and p°¢. Composing with
the blow-up with respect to p§ reduces the claim to the claim for a smaller (P1).

(P3 Step) Suppose the claim would hold if (P3) would be less than the given one. Let
C - ,SC
Py €p7.

and suppose
p? = (ﬁ?,a -b), a,bepMr—{1}.

By the induction assumption on (P3) there is a sequence of elementary p-blow-ups bl that
trivialises blow-up with the centre Z(5%, a) and is good w.r.t. p° and (5%, a). Then the claim
reduces to the claim for the data

(5, p5C) = (b1 (), B (5°)), bi* (656)
which is equivalent to the one with

b (6) = (b1° (45 bI* ()b1* (1)
substituted by

(Wroper (77 ) Dlpsoper ()01 (D)), (2.18)
because bl is good w.r.t. (5%,a). The claim for (2.18) is equivalent to the one for
(Wlioper (A5, (D)), (2.19)
because Z (b5 ,per (55 ): Oliroper (@) = 0, since b trivialises blow-up with the centre Z(5$, a). The
claim for (2.19) holds by the induction assumption on (P3). O
Lemma 2.5. Given X € Ag, for any finite subset 3 in 3 let
/ma — H /Bel (220)
BCIEBU
there is a finite sequence of elementary [3-blow-ups
X:X()%"':Xj FBlz(ﬂ]e.lﬂXj):XjH <—:Xl

such that the morphism X; <= Blz(gey(X) Xx X; adimts a section.
Proof. Denote by (3, the set of subsets of p formed by unions of #3 — n different elements in g

ﬁn _ {U ﬁSubset|#ﬁSubset _ B _ n}

621 _ H Bel
Beleﬂn
Then inverse image of the ideal of 3¢ along the blow-up

Blﬁelil(X) — X
equals the product of a product of exceptional divisors ideals and the product of the vanishing

ideals of the inverse images of Zx(8%") for all 5%t such that #35"™¢ = 3 — n and the
latter inverse images have empty intersection in Blga (X). So the blow-up of Blga (X) defined

Let

by the inverse image of 3¢ is a S-blow-up. O
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2.3.4. Etale morphisms and infinitesimal neighbourhoods.

Definition 2.29 (Etale in Az). A morphism e in Ag is called étale if SchY(e) is étale, where
Sch is from (2.9). The class of étale morphisms is denoted Et.

Remark 17 (Etale in ./IB). Then the classes Et called étale morphisms in Ap and Ap are defined
by Definitions and w.r.t Definition [2.29

Definition 2.30 (Infinitesimal étale neighbourhoods). The class of morphisms
InfEtNeigh = uLLP(Et),
Notation , is called infinitesimal étale neighbourhoods in Ap.
Definition 2.31 (Etale in Spc(Ap)). The class of étale morphisms in Spc(Ap) is the class
uRLP (InfEtNeigh),
Notation 25
2.3.5. Etale—equational—morphisms.

Definition 2.32 (EtEq-morphisms in Ag). A morphism in Ap is called étale-equational if the
image along the functor Sch%: Ag — Sch from ([2.9) is equational and étale, Definition .

Definition 2.33 (EtEq,-morphisms in Ap). EtEq,-morphisms in Ap are étale-equational 7-
morphisms, Definition [2.19]

Remark 18 (EtEqp—morphisms in .ATB). The class of morphisms EtEq, in Ap is defined by
Definitions and with respect to Definition [2.33]

2.3.6. Morphisms 7 .
Definition 2.34. JZ denotes the class of morphisms in Ap that is the image along the functor
Ap — Ap; X = idy,
of the class of p-ci-closed immersions in Ag of the form
c: X - X
such that U(c) is a closed immersion of essentially smooth local henselian B-schemes.

2.4. oo-category Op.

2.4.1. Regularity.

Definition 2.35. A, p is the subcategory of Ap spanned by objects of the form (2.4) such
that strata of the filtration formed by schemes Z(p5'**!) for all subsets p>®"*¢* C p are regular.

Definition 2.36. ffrs’ g and ./frs, p are the subcategories of A g and JIB formed by the objects
defined by diagrams in Ap that belong to A, p of the respective type, Remark .

2.4.2. P-objects.

Definition 2.37. An object X € Ap is a Z-object if there is an element in pM°*(X) that is a
section of a very ample line bundle on X.

Definition 2.38. Z-objects in Ap and Ay are such objects that are defined by diagrams of
P-objects in Ap of the respective type, Remark [T1]
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2.4.3. [B-objects.

Definition 2.39. An object X € Ag is a 3-object if for any 35t C 3 there is a filtration
D=co C- - Ce; C--+ Ccpoq CUBP)

where n = # U (85"%) such that #c; = i for each i = 0,...,n — 1, and there are retractions
ri: Zx(cic1) = Zx(c¢;), Yi=1,...,n—1.

Definition 2.40. A [-object in Ap is an object given by a diagram of S-objects in Ag, Re-
mark [TT]
2.4.4. P-object.
Definition 2.41. A P-morphism in Ap is a morphism X — X that image along the functor
SchY, is isomorphic to

X~ JJ(PY) x X & X

acA

for some set A and integers N,, a € A, and p is the union of p*(p) and a subset

pp C U {tii, . tN,intooi ) C S(X)
acA
of the set of inverse images of the coordinate sections ¢1;,...,tn, st € S (PYe) on the mul-
tiplicands P™Ne.

Definition 2.42. A P-object in Ap is an object defined by a diagram, Remark , in subcat-
egory of the comma-category Ag/(B, (0,,,0)) that objects are P-morphisms.

2.4.5. oo-category Op.

Definition 2.43 (oco-category Op). The oo-category Op is the full subcategory of Ap formed
by objects of the form X such that there is a diagram in A,s 5, Definition [2.36]

XEBLX)EBEE~X
such that
(01) X is a P-F-S-P-object in Ag, Definitions [2.28] 2.38 [2.40| and [2.42|
(O2) b is a composite of a finite set of elementary p-blow-up morphisms, b is a u-p-blow-up

morphism, Remark [16]
(03) e is an EtEq,-morphism, Remark .

2.5. Localisations and endo-functors.

2.5.1. Blg-localisation and Bl,~localisation. In this subsection, we define two types of localisa-
tions on Spc(Op) called Blg-localisation and Bl,-localisation. The definitions and results for
the first type, Blg, are written below. The definitions and results for Bl, are the same where
the role of the set [ is played by the set of subsets of p.

Definition 2.44. An elementary (§-blow-up-equivalence in Apisa [-blow-up-morphism given

by (2.16]) such that
Z C Zx((?), 7' C Zx/(al).

Let Blg denote the classes of morphisms in Ap and Op generated by elementary S-blow-
up-equivalences and called -blow-up-equivalences. Let Spcy; B(OB) denote the subcategory of

Blg-invariant objects in Spc(Op). Let
Lpi,: Spe(Op) — Spcpy, (Op)

denote the localisation functor.
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Definition 2.45. For any X € Op, D,pleq(X) is the subcategory of the comma co-category
Op/X formed by p-blow-up-equivalences, and Dg p.eq(X) is the subcategory formed by p-blow-
up-equivalences that are defined by elements of gMen.

Lemma 2.6. (1) The subcategory of the comma oo-category Op/X formed by p-blow-up-
equivalences is cofinal in D,y eo(X). (2) The subcategory of the comma oo-category Op/X
formed by B-blow-up-equivalences is cofinal in Dg_peq(X).

Proof. The claim for -blow-ups follows from Lemma [2.5| The claim for p-blow-ups follows
from Lemma 2.4 O

Lemma 2.7. For any F € Spc(Og), and any X € Opg, there is a natural equivalence
Ly(F)(X)~ i F(X).
(X—=X)EDg pieg(X)
Proof. Because of Lemma [2.6),
lim F(X) ~ lim F(X)
(X—=X)€Dg pleq(X) (X—=X)EDg pleq(X)

and for any [B-blow-up-equivalence 0': X" = X’ in Ap and morphism X — X’ there s a
[B-blow-up-equivalence b: X — X equipped with a commutative square

X —X

b

X —= X'
Then it follows that the class of S-blow-up-equivalences in Op satisfies similar property. Then
the claim follows. 0

The functor
hmBlﬁ AB — SpCAB
that takes X to
limBlg(X) = lim Dg ppeq(X) (2.21)

induces the functor . B .
limBlg: Ap — Spc?? ~ Ap
and moreover, the functor limBlg: ffB — KB. The latter functor restricts to the functor

Remark 19. By the construction the functor Blg from ([2.22) preserves limits.

Lemma 2.8. The arrow limBlg(X) — X is the initial object of the co-category of pro-objects
of the co-category Dg_peq(X) for any X € Op.

Proof. The claim holés for any X € Ap by the construction of limBls from . Then it

follows for any X € Apg. O

Lemma 2.9. For any continuous F' € Spc(Op), and any X € Op, there is a natural equivalence
Lg(F)(X) ~ F(limBlg(X)).

Proof. The claim follows from Lemmas and O

Lemma 2.10. For any X € Op such that (3 is finite, imBlg(X)) is equivalent to Blgim(X)

form (220).

Proof. The claim follow because blow-up on Blgim(X) defined by the inverse image of each
element 3° € 3 is identity because (2.20)) includes such multiplicant. O
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Remark 20. It follows from the construction that the functor limBls form (2.22) preserves
limits.

2.5.2. (A, Blg)-localisation.
Definition 2.46.

AL = (P ((fo,teo), (toos 1, {{tc} 1)) = (B,0,,,0)) € Ap,
A}Aau = ld(P1 ((to,too);(teo,1,0))) € Ap,

where the morphism in the second row is the identity morphism.

. L. I — _
Notation 5. Ag = (AIE)X = {IHl}(Ai), and A% = (Ai)xo = (Ai

Definition 2.47. A%Sl, AZ* € Ap are the objects

o<1 : —_

Azt = AR = lim (A=),

A 1€Z51
ZZI -

)><0'

Remark 21. The image of A'<1 AX' is Ag is contained in Og.

Definition 2.48. The oo-category Spcg 5(Op) is the subcategory in Spc(Op) spanned by ob-
jects invariant with respect to morphisms of the form X < X x A%, and (-blow-up-equivalences.
Lz 5: Spc(Op) — Speg g, (Op)

is the localisation functor. An (A, B)-equivalence is a morphism that image along Lz 5 is an
equivalence.

Lemma 2.11. For any F € Spc(Op) and all X € Op, there is a natural equivalence
(LapF)(X) ~ lim (Lg (F))(X x AZ").
AXe
Proof. AX Ao 20d A1 are intervals in Oplw Bzﬁ] where wpy, is the class of Blg-equivalences. []

Corollary 2.12. For any continuous F' € Spc(Op) and all X € Op, there is a natural equiva-
lence

(Lg sF)(X) ~ F(limBlg(X x Ag')).
2.5.3. Endo-functor F — FBU.

Definition 2.49. Let y denote the class of morphisms in Ap that image along the functor

Sch%: Agp — Sch from (2.9) is an isomorphism. Denote by x” the class of arrows in Ap
defined by Definition Denote by the same symbol x" the class of arrows in Ap defined

by Definition [2.18] Denote by the same symbol x the class of arrows in Op that belong to the
class x in Ag.

Lemma 2.13. Let X € Og. For any x"-morphism
f: X" =X
in Ag there is a X" -morphism
flo X" 5 X
in Op equipped with a X" -morphism X" — X" that the composite with f is equivalent to f'.
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Definition 2.50. For any X € Op we consider the category D(X) that objects are x"-
morphisms of the form

X" =X
and morphisms given by commutative triangles of x" in Ogp.
For any F' € Spc(Og), the assertion
FPU(X) = lim Lg,F(X") (2.23)
XreD(X)
defines the object FBlr ¢ Spc(/fB). Moreover, the assertion ([2.23]) defines the endo-functor on
Spc(Op) equipped with the natural transformation form the identity one

F— FPr F— FPr
2.5.4. Endo-functor F — FIERan,

Definition 2.51. Let K be a pointed cubical set, Notation . Then [K|z is the image of K
along the left Kan extension of the functor

(A*=h)Z=  — Spc(Op)

HiEZZO Api = HiEZZO A%

pi

Similarly for |K|g,; and A Rall

For any cubical set K, there is the endo-functor F s F'K&an on Spc(Op) such that there is
a natural equivalence

(FEIzan)(X) ~ MapSP© 0p) (X A K|z an), F) (2.24)

Spe®(

2.5.5. Properties of Lg 5: continuous presheaves and endo-functors.

Lemma 2.14. Let F' € Spc(Op) be continuous, then Lg 4(F') € Spc(Op) is continuous, Item
and definition [2.48
Proof. Since F' is continuous, by Lemma [2.9
(LagF)(X) =~ lim F(limBls(X x AZ")
N AlcAxe -
for all X € Op. By Remark [20] and since F' is continuous,
F(imBlg(X x AX")) =~ lim F(limBlg (X, x AX")).

Then since colimits commute with colimits,
lig F(LimBls(X x AXD)) ~ lim lim F(limBlg(X, x AX®)).
AleAe B a AleAe B

O

Lemma 2.15. Let F € Spc(Op) be continuous, then FY<'5a1 € Spe(Op) is continuous, [tem
and definition |2.51).

Proof. By (12.24]) and since
(lm Xo) % | K g 0 = lim(Xe, % |K]5),

it follows that
F|K|g,an(]'&n Xa) ~ ligFU(E,an (Xa).

(07

Lemma 2.16. Let F' € Spc(Op). Then Lg g(FP'r) ~ Lg 4(F)""r.
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Proof. 1t follows form Definition m that for any X € fTB, the subset
1 1\x1
p(X x AZY) C S(X x (P)™)

equals the inverse image of p(X) along the projection X x A;l — X, the natural morphism is
an equivalence ;

(FAgl)Blr i> (FBZ““)AEXL.

Blr preserve colimits in Spe(Op). O

So the claim follows because (—)
Lemma 2.17. Let F € Spc(Op). Then Lg 4(F'Bar) o (Lg 4(F))"&an,
Proof. The claim follows because

(P 3 o (P48 Kl
and (—)®aa1 preserve colimits in Spe(Op). O
2.5.6. ¢-equivalences.

Definition 2.52. A morphism £ in Op is an ¢-equivalence if

e £ € uLLP(S — L,L£ — ), where x is the terminal object of Spc(Op) and & — L is
from Definition [2.1], and
e ¢ is an infinitesimal étale neighbourhood in Ap, Definition m

2.6. (¢,A, B)-invariant objects. We recollect some results and consequences on ¢-invariant
objects from [8, 9] used in the next section.

Theorem 2.1 ([9]). For any F € sL°, Lg 5(F) is ¢-invariant.

Theorem 2.2 ([9]). Let F be continuous and (¢, A, B)-invariant. Then mo(F) satisfies RLP
w.r.t. F-morphisms, Definition|2.3/).

Theorem 2.3 ([8]). Let F' € Spc(Og) be invariant w.r.t. (¢, A, B)-equivalences. Then FP! is
invariant w.r.t. (¢, A, 5)-equivalences.

Theorem 2.4 ([8]). Let F' € Spc(Op) be invariant w.r.t. (¢, A, B)-equivalences. Then P
is invariant w.r.t. (¢, A, B)-equivalences. where ST = A'/OAL.

3. PRESENTATION OF MORPHISMS IN Hj, (Smp).

Throughout the section B € Sch, and 7 = Zar or 7 = Nis is the Zariski or Nisnevich topology
on Schp or Smp.

3.1. Notation HX. The fully faithful functor Smp — Schp induces the fully faithful functors
E%°: Spe(Smp) — Spe(Schp), EY: Spcai ,(Smp) — Spear - (Schp).
Definition-Notation 1. Given S € Spca: . (Schp) and pointed cubical set K,

HX(S): Spc(Schg) — Spt; W +— MapggEAl sy WA K, S) (3.1)
Notation 6. H,(S) := HE(S) for K = AY. So H.(S)(W) ~ Maupgng1 seng) (W2 5).

Notation 7. We skip S or 7 for HX(S) from ({3.1]), when the context defines any of them.

Notation 8. We use notation HX for the presheaf on Ap and /TB that is the inverse image
long the functor Ag — Ap — Spc(Schp), and for the associated continuous presheaf on Ag,
and its restriction on Op.
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3.2. Intersections of line bundle sections and blow-ups.

Definition 3.1. The category sL< is a full subcategory in Set(Op) that objects are presheaves
of sets F' on the co-category Op defined by presheaves on Ag of the form

F(X)={s €S8 () Z(s,) C Z(ea), [ Z(s,) = 0} (3.2)
Y€l v€l.
for a morphism of finite sets p: & — £, a set A with subsets and elements
[, C6&, ey€(suptm
for each o € A.
Theorem 3.1. For any F € sL<, there is a morphism in Set(Ag)
F' - F
that is an equivalence on Ay p for some F' € Set(Ap) of the form
F' = (p")imBl e s,
Definition [2.)

Proof. Let X € Ap.

Let F' be given by . Let F' € sL% be the subpresheaf of S;* defined by with
conditions like in with the same o and 7, as in for F.

The element f is defined by a set of sections of line bundles s on X. Then inverse images of

s on the limit of blow-ups X of X with centres Z(s,) define an element of F’. By [10] there is
a finite sequence of morphisms

% bn n b % bi— o =
X, 25X, 2 05X 05X, = 5 X, S X =X

in A such that

e cach 0, is a p-blow-up,
e cach r; is a m-morphism such that Sch%(r,) is an isomorphism in Schp and
e the composite decomposes as

X, > X > X,
Hence the inverse images of s defines an element in F”(X,). The latter element defines an
element in F(X). O

Lemma 3.1. For any F € sLY, there is a morphism in Set(Ap)
F' - F
that induces an equivalence on A, g for some F' € Set(Ag) such that F' € sL?, Definition .

Proof. Any element f € F(X) for any X € A, p is defined by the set of irreducible multipli-
cands of the sections defining the element f, and conversely, the set of irreducible multiplicands
is defined by f. The latter sets of irreducible multiplicands form elements f' € F!(X) for
presheaves F! € sL? with the required morphism. O

Corollary 3.2. For any F' € sL<, there is a morphism in Set(Ap)
F'—» F
that is an equivalence on Ay p for some F' € Set(Ag) such that
F' = (F")imBl o p e sI?,
Definition [2.5
Proof. The claim follows by the combination of Theorem [3.1] and lemma [3.1] U
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3.3. Presentation.

Definition 3.2. Let (Un((sLC)(Ai) ))COhm denote the subcategory of presheaves generated

Spc(A
by objects of the form
(F/)(Ai)x"c“7 e sIC
via colimits.

Definition 3.3. A Zar-covering of X € Ag is a subset ¢ in §(X) such that there is the equality
Usec()o( —Z(s)) —X of open subschemes in X= Sch"(X) € Sch.

Lemma 3.2. Any Schv*(Zar)—covem'ngs of X € Ag admits a refinement by a Zar-covering.

Definition 3.4. Cov(X) is the diagram of Zar-coverings of X € Ap with morphisms given by
refinements. Cov;(X) is the set of Zar-coverings with #c¢ = [, Definition

Definition 3.5. We define the endo-functor Lz, on Spt(B) such that
Lyl(F)~ lim C.(F) (3.3)
ecCov(X

Let C.(F) denote U — liny, F(X* xx U) and C*'(F) be the Aj:-geometric realisation in
Spe(Schy). Cox(F) = Co(F)(X), CAX(F) = CX (F)(X).
Lemma 3.3. There is an equivalence
L (F)(X) = ling L (F)(X)
!

where

L) X)= ] Cex(F).

e€Cov;(X)

Proof. The claim is provided by the definition of Lz, (3.3), and because (1) the set Cov(X)
is the union of sets Cov;(X) (2) for each [, the subdiagram of Cov(X) formed by Cov;(X) is
discrete. 0

Lemma 3.4. There is a natural equivalence L(ZQ;lLAl(F)(X) ~ [eccon o) C’GAI)((F)

Ai) o ) )Colim

Zar Spc(AB)”

Lemma 3.5. For any F € (sLE)$ Ly Lai (F)(X) s in (U, (L)'
Proof. 1t from Lemma [3.4) and Lemma [3.3] that there are natural equivalences
Lol (F)(X) = lim Ly Lo (F)(X) >l [ Cox(F
!

e€Cov;(X)

Then we note that (X — [] C‘é\lX(F)) € sL-. O

e€Cov;(X)

olim e a Ag)X e olim
Lemma 3.6. For any F € (sLO)go0% ), Lzarm (X) is in (Un((sLC)( s )Seth )

Proof. Since there is an equivalence

LZar,A1 (F> = hﬂ(L(l) LAI)OP(F)7

Zar
p

and HS is in Hence the claim for the endo-functor Ly, a1 reduces to the claim for the endo-

functors L% )LAI provided by Lemma 0

Zar
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Theorem 3.3. Let 7 = Zar. Let S = Py /(P — 0g). Then there is a morphism in Spc(Ag)
F — Sch?"(H),

that is an equivalence and such that F is in (|, ((SLC) ))gg&‘f}lB).

Proof. For any X € Ap, H(X) = Lgaa (HS)(X—Z(0))//(X = Z(0) — Z(s))), where HS =
Map(—, Py/(Pp—05)), and (X—Z(9))//(X—-Z(9 ) Z(5)) = Xllx—z(5) (X~ Z(0)) x (A / B).
Since HS is in sL<, Lz, a(HS) is in (U, ((sLC)(Af) ))ggi”gB by Lemma Then H is in
(Un((sLC)(Ai) - ))ggil(m because sections of line bundles on (X — Z(9))//(X — Z(0) — Z(s))

are defined by sections of line bundles on X x A}, O

Theorem 3.4. Let 7 = Zar. Let S = P /(P —0p), K be a pointed cubical set. Then there is
a morphism in Spc(Ap)

F — Sch?"(H(9)).
that is an equivalence on A,s p and such that F' is generated by objects of the form

((F/)EmBl)(Ai)X"a7 F e SLV)

via colimits.
Proof. The claim follows form Theorem 3.3 Theorem [3.2] O

Theorem 3.5. Let 7 = Zar. Let S = PL /(P —0p), K be a pointed cubical set. Then there is
a morphism in Spc(Ap)
F — Sch?" (HX(9)).

that is an equivalence on Ay p and such that F is in (|, ((SLC) (A )Xna))ggii(ﬁw, in other words
F is generated by objects of the form

(((Fyimen) &8 K Fr g s1f
via colimits.

Proof. The claim follows form Theorem , Equation 1} because the endo-functor (—)|K|Eall
on Spt(Ap) preserves colimits. O
4. INJECTIVITY THEOREM

4.1. Lifting propery and Injectivity.

Theorem 4.1. Let 7 = Zar, and B € Sch be a reqular scheme of a finite Krull dimension.
Let S € Spcpi . (B) belong to the subcategory generated by PA for all 1 € Zsg via colimits and

extensions. Let n € Zsg, and HS" = H%"(S), Notation @
Then

Sch?*(H%") € Spc(Op)
is (¢, AL, Blg)-invariant, and the preshacf
To(Sch®” (H")) € Set(Op)
satisfies RLP w.r.t. -morphisms, Notation[2{, Definition 2.3, and Definition [2.36
Proof. By Theorems and there is an equivalence in Spc(Op)
F' — Sch@ (H") (4.1)
such that F' is generated by objects of the form
F' = (Pt P e ye(s L)
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via colimits and extensions. By Lemmas and

Las(F') = (((Lg (F)mP) 087" aan), (42)
By Theorem Lgs(F") is ¢-invariant. By Theorem and Theorem the right side
presheaf of (4.2)) is ¢-invariant. Thus Lg 5(F") is (¢, AL Bls)-invariant. Then ToLg 5(F") satisfies
RLP w.r.t. #Z-morphisms by Theorem O

Theorem 4.2 ([6, |11}, 32, 41]). Let B € Sch be a reqular scheme of a finite Krull dimension.
Let U be a local henselian essentially smooth scheme over B, and Z be a closed subscheme of
positive relative codimension. Let S € H;l’NiS(B), and K be a pointed cubical set, Notation .
Then the morphism of the pointed sets

Enis: Mapys, (5 (Us/(U = Z)4 A K, S) = Mapgs  5)(Us A K, 5)
15 trivial.

Theorem 4.3. Let B € Sch be reqular of Krull dimension one. Let U be an essentially smooth
local henselian scheme over B. Let p denote a reqular function on B that vanishing locus equals
a closed point in B as well as its inverse image on U.

For any non-negative integer n, the morphism of the pointed sets

Er: Mapys () (Uy /(U = Z(p))+ N S",5) = Mapys, (5 (Uy A 5", 5) (4.3)

is trivial for for any S € Hp, (B) such that mSch@" (H5"(S)) € Set(Op) satisfies RLP w.r.t.
FC-morphisms, and T = Zar.

Proof. The object
U = idw,(p},0,00)) € Op

in /Trs, B, Definition , goes by applying the natural transformation of the functors Sch” —
Sch® from ([2.12)) to the morphism

U/(U—-Z)— U € Spc(Schp).
Then the morphism (4.3]) is equivalent to to the morphisms
E: Sch®" (H")U) — Sch"™ (HZ.)(U)
induced by the natural transformation Sch” — Sch® and morphism HS" — HZ:. defined by

(3-1).
Let pMeP: U — AY be a morphism such that Z(p™M2"(t0)) = Z(p). Let

. h
U = (day (10},(1,t0,0)))) pMar ()

where (—)" stands for the Henselisation defined as the limit of étale neighbourhoods. The
morphism

&U—-U
is in 7, Definition M By assumption moSch®” (H5") satisfies RLP w.r.t. .. Then for any
e € Sch?" (HS")(U), there is a lift & of e, i.e. there an element

¢ € Sch? (HS")U), &(e) =e. (4.4)
Since by Theorem 4.2} the morphism
Sch?” (Hi) (U) — Seh"” (Hgi) (U)
is trivial, for any € as above, there is the equality F(&) = *, where
E: Sch®" (HS")U) — Sch"™ (HZ)(U).
Hence by E(e) = * for any e € Sch®" (H"™)(U). O
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4.2. Acyclicity. Theorem and [7] imply the following consequence.

Corollary 4.4. Let B be a DVR spectrum.
Let S € SHp1 z,,(Smp). Suppose that

(1) S satisfies descent with respect to Nisnevich squares.
(2) S belongs to the subcategory of SHat z.,(Smp) generated by suspension spectra of
PL/(PY, — 0p) wvia shifts and colimits.

Then for any essentially smooth local henselian U over B the Cousin complex

SMU)— P SpU) == P SIU) -, (4.5)

uel(0) uel(©)
where
S (U) = moMapsy,, . (5)(U/(U = W), L nis(S)[1]),
15 acyclic on U.
Proof. By Theorem the complex
S"(U) — S, ,(U) — St (U) — ...,

nxgU zx U
where z € B is the image of the closed point of U, and 7 € B be the image of the generic point,
is acyclic. The morphism from the Cousin complex (4.5)) to the complex
S*(U) — S, y(U) =St (U) — ...,

77><BU ZXBU

to the Cosuin complex is a quasi-isomorphism by [7] for U = X’ for any X € Smp, z € X.
Consequently, the morphism is a quasi-isomorphism for any essentially smooth local Henselian
U because the Cousin complex is compatible with affine transition morphisms of schemes.

Hence the (4.5)) is acyclic. O

Further, using [1, 33, 45|, we deduce the claim of the Gersten conjecture for K-theory for
local henselian essentially smooth schemes U over a one-dimensional regular base scheme B.

Theorem 4.5. Let B be a DVR spectrum. Let U be an essentially smooth local henselian
scheme over B. The complez (1.1))is acyclic.

Proof. The K-theory presheaf is isomorphic to the presheaf of homotopies of S'-spectra presheaf
K on Smp associated by Secal’s machine to the co-commutative monoid formed by nerves of
the groupoids of vector bundles Vect = €, Vecty,

The presheaves Vect € Spc(Smp) satisfy Nisnevich descent by |1, Proof of Th 5.2.3]. Hence
K € Spc(Smp) satsfies Nisnevich descent. Since presheaves K, are Al-invariant on smooth
affine B-schemes for all n > 0 by [39, Prop 4.1]and Poincar“e Duality [39, Section 7.1}, the
presheaf K is Al-invariant. Then it follows form by |1, Th 5.1.3] that Lai 7. (K) ~ Lat nis(K)
in Spt(Smp) and

Ko (X) =~ m,(Lat zar(K)) 2~ mn (Lt nis(K))- (4.6)
Because of Bott periodicity, [45, Th 6.8], and by (4.6]), there is a P!-spectum
(Lat zar(K), Lat zar(K), ... ) € Spe(Smp)[P5 ] (4.7)

that represents K-theory. Since by 33, Prop 3.13, 4.14]
Kn(X) >~ Mapy , (X AS", Greeo x B),
the schemes Gry g are cellular for N, L € Zs, the spectrum (§4.7) is generated by P% for

leZ
Then the claim follows for by Theorem applied to (4.7)). O
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5. CONSTRUCTION OF THE ¢-MOTIVIC HOMOTOPY CATEGORY

In this section we present the definition of ¢-motivic homotopy category, and outline its
properties.

5.0.1. Motivic category of “compactified” schemes.

Definition 5.1. Schz™ is the category with objects
(X,9),
where

e X € Schp, and 0 € S(X) invertible at each generic point of X and admits locally a
presentation as a product [], 0, for some J, € S(X) such that for any subset A’ of A,
the connected components of Nac4Z(0,) are irreducible and have codimension #(A’)
in X,

and morphisms
(X,9) = (X', )
defined by

e a morphism f: X — X" in Schg such that

e 0 < f*d).

Definition 5.2. The (7, (P!, c0), Bl)-motivic homotopy category of compactified schemes over
B is the oo-category

Spc;,(Pl,oo),Bl(SCh?mp)
that is the subcategory of Spe(Schiy™), Definition [5.1 spanned by (7, (P!, o), Bl)-invariant
objects. Here
e 7 indicates local equivalences with respect to the inverse image of the topology 7 on
Schp along the functor from Definition [5.5}
e (P! c0) indicates invariance with respect to morphisms
(X,0) + (X,9) x (P*, 00);

e Bl indicates the invariance with respect to the blow-ups of objects (X, d) that centers
C' C X that have locally on X a presentation C' = Z(ecy, ... ec;) for some sections ec,
of § such that codimy C' =1+ 1, and ecy < 0.

Remark 22. The argument of Theorem [4.3] applies to S in Spcy,, p1 o) g (Sch™™P) generated

by P} via shifts and colimits and any
(U,0), ZcCU,
so that U is local henselian and (U, Z([[1(0) - I(Z)) € Schye, ", where I(9) and I(Z) denote

the sheaf of ideals defined by the divisor 0 and the closed subscheme Z, and Schi;™ is the
subcategory of objects (X, ) € Sch®™ such that X is regular, and Z(9) is regular.

5.0.2. (BZP,E, ¢, r, T)-motivic homotopy category.

Definition 5.3. We define the following classes of morphisms in the category Ag, and conse-
quently, Op:
e 7-local equivalences, where 7 is the topology on Ap induced by a topology 7 on Schpg
as the inverse image along the functor Sch%,
e |-equivalences defined by the counit of the adjunction A g~ (A B)AI = Ap, i.e. mor-
phisms Y — x such that the induced morphism Y — X is an equivalence,
e r-equivalences are defined by morphisms x given by in Ap such that Sch%(z) is
an isomorphism and 0 = Sch%(2)*(9"),
and define the following class of morphisms in the oco-category Spc(Op):
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e ¢-equivalences are morphisms cofiber — X, where X € Apg is given by (2.4), and
cofibre = cofib((X, (p, (9 - <, 1, 8))) = (X, (p, (0,1, 8))))-

Definition 5.4. (Bl,,Al ¢,r, |, T)-motivic homotopy category defined as the subcategory
Sper e romm, (05

of (7, 1,7, ¢, AL, Bl,)-invariant objects in Spc(O%5™).

Definition 5.5. Sch®™? is the functor

Sch®™ . 0§ —  Schiz™
@ X = X) = (X,9)

Definition 5.6. (Q°°™P is the functor
Qe 0Of —  Spc(Schy™)
(Xv (pv (aagaﬁ») = (X? a)/(xaag)

Remark 23. The claim of Theorem holds for (Bl,, Al ¢, 7, Nis)-motivic homotopy category,
Definition [5.4], in the sense that the fibre of the map

F((U, (p,1,p))) = F((U, (p, 1,1)))
is trivial for any F' € Speyy, 65 m1, (OB)-

(5.1)

5.1. Sketch for Comparison Theorem. The subcategory of continuous objects in

SpCT,§,$7T’,¢,E,BZP (OB)
is equivalent to the oo-category

SpCT,(F’l,oo),Bl(SChthomp)‘
comp

Here Schs®™ is the intersection Schy™ and the subcategory limSch%™ of Spc®®s ~ defined
by analogous conditions as for Op in Definition 2.43] We outline the proof.

Firstly, we introduce notation O% " for the subcategory of Op spanned by the objects defined
by diagrams in Apg of objects of the form such that ¢ = 1 is the trivial element in S(X),
For any 7 D Zar, the adunction

05! = O
(X, (p,(0,1,8))) = (X, (p.(8,1,8))),
(X, (p,(9,1,8))) = (X, (p, (9,5, 5))).

induces an equivalence

Spcr,{,i,r,qﬁg,BlP (Op) ~ SPCT,l,w,E,BlP (OCBZI)-

Further, there is an equivalence
SPCT,L,T,E,Blp(OgBﬂ) ~ SPC; (p1 o), 5 (1iMSchig ™) (5.2)

of the localisations of the categories of presheaves on Op and limSchy™ with respect to the
equivalences of the types mentioned in the subscripts. Without providing the required defini-
tions, we explain that the arrows category Ap = A%l and the data p can be reduced in the
construction of the left side because |-equivalences equalise Ap and A B, and because (1,r)-
equivalences allow modifying p in arbitrary way.
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