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SOME COMPUTATIONS IN THE HEART OF THE HOMOTOPY
T-STRUCTURE ON LOGARITHMIC MOTIVES

ALBERTO MERICI

ABSTRACT. In this note we will illustrate a method for computing the o of the effective
log motive of a smooth and proper variety over a perfect field k and show that it is
Al-invariant. We will apply this to compute the first homotopy groups of P! to show
that the stripping functor from log motivic sheaves to (usual) Nisnevich sheaves with
transfers is fully faithful.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since their introduction in [BP?22], log motives have proved to be very useful to com-
pute non-A -invariant cohomologies using methods from motivic homotopy theory. The
main motivic technique is the analogue of Morel-Voevodsky purity of [BP?23, Theorem
3.2.21], which we now recall. Let S € Sch and X = (X,0X) a log scheme log smooth
over S with X smooth over S and 9X supported on a simple normal crossing divisor
Di1+...D,. Let Z be a smooth closed subscheme of X having strict normal crossing with
D1+ ...D,. Then there is a cofiber sequence functorial in Z C X

M(Bly(X),E) - M (X) = Th(NzX),

where Th(NzX) is the Thom space of the normal bundle of Z C X, with an appropriate
log structure.

If X = (X, triv) is affine and with trivial log structure and we choose Z = D; a smooth
divisor, the sequence above gives

ME(X, D) — ME(X, triv) 2% M (Z x P, triv) /ME(Z, triv),

and the terms in the middle and on the right have trivial log structure: this raises the
question on whether one can compute recursively M°f(X) using only data coming from
classical (non-logarithmic) schemes. The obstacle to this is that the map Gys above is
induced by a zig-zag of maps of log schemes with non-trivial log structures (as in [BP()23,
Theorem 3.2.21]).

Let k be a perfect field. In [BM21] it was shown that the categories of effective logarith-
mic motives over a field logD M (k, Z) and logD. A" (k, Z) admit a homotopy t-structure,
whose hearts are the category of strictly O-invariant Nisnevich sheaves with and with-
out transfers, respectively, i.e. sheaves such that the projection induces an equivalence
Hi (X, F) =2 Hi (X x O, F) fo all ¢ > 0. The lifting problem above in this situation
is more treatable, indeed if wy denotes the functor that sends a sheaf F' on log schemes to
the sheaf on (usual) schemes

X € Smy, — F(X, triv),

then this restriction to the hearts of the t-structure is faithful and exact, and in [Mer25,
Theorem 3.26] the precise obstruction to its fullness has been computed (see Theorem 2.7
for the explicit condition).

This project was supported by the RCN project 313472 EMOHO - Equations in Motivic Homotopy,
the MSCA-PF project 101103309 MIPAC' - Motivic Integral p-adic Cohomologies and the CRC/TRR 326
GAUS.
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In this note we show that in the heart of the homotopy t-structure logCIltr(k,Z) =
logD M (k, Z)?, the obstruction is an empty condition (see Theorem 4.3):

Theorem 1.1. Let F, G € logCI"" (k,Z), and let p: wyF — wyG be a map in Shvi (k,Z).
Then ¢ lifts uniquely to a map F — G in logCI'¥(k,Z). In particular the functor

logCI'* (k, Z) RN Shvi..(k,7Z) is fully faithful and exact.

This result was first announced in in [BM21, Section 7] assuming resolutions of singu-
larities, but the proof contained a gap pointed out in [BM22]: then this was formulated
as a conjecture in [BM22, Conjecture 0.2].

The main input of this is a method to compute hE (X, D) with X smooth and proper
over k, and we deduce (without any assumption on resolution of singularities) that it is
Al invariant. With this assumption, this was proved in a more general version in [BP?22,
Proposition 8.2.8]. We use this to compute w1 M off (P!), which will be crucial to show that
in the case with transfers the obstruction is an empty condition, and so deduce [BM22,
Conjecture 0.2] from [Mer25, Theorem 3.26]. This corrects the gap in [BM21, Section 7].

In the P'-stable situation, we expect this result to be useful in the comparison of log
motivic spectra with the Pl-spectra of Annala—Hoyois-Iwasa [AHI25]: in this context the
Gysin maps are contained in a work in progress by Longke Tang (see [AHI24]).
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length and independent interest we decided to separate the two parts. The author would
like to thank the anonymous referees of [Mer25] and of this paper for their meticulous
analysis, providing helpful comments which filled some gaps in the arguments and led to
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was settled with the support of the MSCA-PF MIPAC carried out at the University of
Milan, and the CRC/TRR GAUS, at Universitat Heidelberg. The author is very thankful

for the hospitality and the great work environment.

2. RECOLLECTIONS ON LOG MOTIVES

We recall the construction of logarithmic motives over a perfect field of [BP©)22] and
some properties. The standard reference for log schemes is [Ogul8]. For a log scheme X,
we denote by X the underlying scheme of X, by 0X the log structure and by |0X| its
support, seen as a reduced closed subscheme of X.

We denote by SmlSm(k) the category of fs log smooth log schemes over the log scheme
(Spec(k), triv) such that X is smooth over k. By e.g. [BP?22, Lemma A.5.10], then in
this case X is supported on a strict normal crossing divisor on X and 09X is isomorphic
to the compactifying log structure associated to the open embedding X —|0X| — X. If D
is a strict normal crossing divisor on X, we will often write (X, D) € SmlSm(k) meaning
the log scheme with compactifying log structure associated to X — |D| — X.

Following [BP¥22], we denote by 1Cor(k) the category of finite log correspondences
over k. It is a variant of the Suslin—Voevodsky category of finite correspondences Cor (k).
It has the same objects as Sm1Sm(k)', and morphisms are given by the free abelian group
generated by elementary correspondences V° C (X —0X) x (Y —9Y') such that the closure
V € X x Y is finite and surjective over (a component of) X and such that there exists
a morphism of log schemes VIV — Y, where V¥ is the fs log scheme whose underlying
scheme is the normalization of V' and whose log structure is given by the inverse image log
structure along the composition V¥ — X x Y — X. See [BP?)22, 2.1] for more details,
and for the proof that this definition gives indeed a category.

INotice that this notation conflicts with the notation of [BPQ22] where the objects were the same as
ISm(k), although the categories of sheaves are the same in light of [BP(?22, Lemma 4.7.2]
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This category is equipped with a Grothendieck topology, called the dividing Nisnevich
topology, generated as a cd-topology by the following:
U1 Xx UQ E— U1
e strict Nisnevich squares, i.e. pullbacks l l such that {U; — X'}

Uy —— X
is a Nisnevich square and oU; = 90Xy,
) — X
e dividing squares, i.e. pullbacks l l where f is a surjective proper log

) — Y
étale monomorphism.
See [BP023, Remark 2.2.4] for more details on this.

We denote by PSh''" (k, Z) the category of abelian presheaves on 1Cor(k): such presheaves
are called presheaves with log transfers, and we denote by Zy(X) the representable object.
We let Shviit. (k,Z) C PSh'"(k,Z) the category of dividing Nisnevich sheaves with log
transfers, and for U € SmlSm(k) we let Zy,(U) be the representable sheaf. Analogously
to the case of Voevodsky’s finite correspondences, it has the structure of a Grothendieck
abelian category [BP?22, Theorem 4.5.7 and §4.2], so we let D(Shv'i. (k,Z)), be its
derived category.

Finally (see [BP022, §5.2]), let O := (P, 00). We denote logD M (k, Z) the localiza-
tion of D(Shv'i. (k,Z))) with respect to the class of maps

Z1x (O x X)[n] = Zi (X)) (]
for all X' € SmISm(k) and n € Z. We let L 4y;m)) be the localization functor and for
X € SmlSm(k), we will let MT(X) = L, 7 (Zine(X))).
We recall the following result [BM21, Theorem 5.7]:

Theorem 2.1. The standard t-structure of D(Shv'if..(k,Z)) induces an accessible t-
structure on logDM®® (k, Z) compatible with filtered colimits in the sense of [Lurl7, Defi-
nition 1.3.5.20], called the homotopy t-structure.

We denote by logCI'¥ (k, Z) its heart, which is then identified with the full subcategory
of Shviil. (k,Z) of sheaves F such that for all X € SmlSm, the projection induces an
isomorphism RT'(X, F) ~ RI'(X x 0, F) and it is a Grothendieck abelian category. The
inclusion

v: logCI¥ (k, Z) — Shv'it. (k,7Z)
admits a left adjoint A5, given by the formula F — 7 (L anis) (F10])), and a right adjoint
h% (see [BM21, Proposition 5.8]), in particular ¢ preserves all limits and colimits. In
general, we let hD(F) := mi(L qyis ) (F[0))) € logCI' (k, ).

We have the following purity result [BM21, Theorem 5.10]:

Theorem 2.2. Let X € SmISm(k) and let U C X, OU := 0Xy and U := (U,0U). Then
for all F € 1ogCI'¥" (k, Z) the restriction F(X) — F(U) is injective.

Recall from [BP©22, (4.3.4)] that the functor w : X +— X° induces an adjunction
wy

(2.2.1) Shvip (k. Z) ¢+ Shvis(k, Z)

where the right hand side is Voevodsky’s category of Nisnevich sheaves with transfers.
These functors are very explicit: for Y € SmISm(k), wyF(Y) = F(Y,triv) and for X €
Sm(k), w*F(X) = F(X —|0X]|). Since w is monoidal by construction, wy is monoidal,
and it has a left adjoint w? given by the formula w!Z(X) = Z, (X, triv) and extended
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by colimits. By construction, the functors w? and wy are exact so we will also call denote
their derived functor w® and wy without confusion.

Let F € logCI"(k,Z): by purity, Theorem 2.2, the unit of the adjunction gives an
injective map

(2.2.2) LF = wrwp F

By construction, the map above is an isomorphism if and only if wyeF' is (strictly) Al
invatiant in the sense of Voevodsky. In particular, let HI(k,Z) be the category of (strictly)
Al-invariant Nisnevich sheaves with transfers: we have that if F' € HI(k, Z) if and only if
w*F € logCI'* (k, 7).

Combining all these properties, we obtain that (see [BM22, Proposition 0.1]:

Theorem 2.3. The functor wye: logCI'* (k,Z) — Shv'(k,Z) is faithful and exact, in
particular it is conservative.

We will use several time the following immediate corollary of the theorem above:

Corollary 2.4. Let f: F — G be a map in logCI''(k,Z). Then wy f is injective (resp.
surjective) if and only if f is injective (resp. surjective)

Proof. Let @ be the kernel (resp. cokernel) of f: then @ is in the essential image of ¢ as
logCIltr(k,Z) is closed under kernels and cokernels. Since wy is exact, wy(@ is the kernel
(resp. cokernel) of wyf. Then f is injective (resp. surjective) if and only if wy@ = 0. Since
wyt is conservative, we conclude that w;@ = 0 if and only if @ = 0, which concludes the
proof.

The goal of this paper is to improve Theorem 2.3 and prove that wy: is indeed fully
faithful. To do so, we will use some techniques from [Mer25, §3], that we now recall. The
first useful result is the following (see [Mer25, Lemma 3.1}):

Lemma 2.5. Let F € logCI'¥"(k,Z), K a function field over k and U C Al open. Then
HY(U,F) =0 forq> 0.

As recalled in the introduction, logD M (k, Z) has Gysin triangles. For K a function
field over k, U C P}< affine open containing 0, the following commutative square

Zngr(U,0) —— agnisZage (U, triv)

(2.5.1) lj lg

thr(P}(, 0) —_— thr(P}(, triv),

becomes cartesian in logDMT(k,Z) after applying L(dNiS 5) by [BP®23, Proposition
2.4.8], hence the Gysin map for 0 C U is equivalent (after applying Lanis E)) to the
composition

(2.5.2) Zig (U, triv) = Zuge (U, triv) /Zigr (U, 0) = Zige (P, triv) /Za (P, 0).

From the construction of [Mer25, (3.16)], the Gysin maps above equip F € logCI'* (k, Z)
with residue maps F(n,) — F(A}C(x)) J/F(k(z)) for every trait essentially smooth over k
with generic point 7, and residue field k(x) (see the proof of Proposition 3.2 where the
construction is recalled and used), then the obstruction is the encoded by these residue
maps (see [Mer25, Proposition 3.19]):

Proposition 2.6. For F,G € logCIltr(k‘,Z), any map ¢: wgF — wyG that respects the
residues lifts uniquely to a map of log sheaves ¢: F — G.
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Let F € logCI'"(k,Z) and K a function field over k. By [Mer25, Lemma 3.1], we have
that HgNiS(U, F)=0forg>0and U C A}< dense open. The Gysin map above gives for
all U C A}( open containing 0 a map

map(Zi (P, triv) /Zy (P, 0)[-1], F) —— map(Zy, (U, triv)[—1], F)
(2.6.1) H ‘

HY (P, wy F) F(U, triv)[1]
compatible with open embeddings V C U. Let i: {0} < AL: then the map (2.6.1) gives
a map in D(Shv((AL)za),Z)
Gysg : i H' (P, wyF) — Fay [1],
where H'(PL.,w;F) on the left hand side is seen as a (constant) sheaf on the small site

of {0}. As an element of EXtéhv((Al ) )(i*Hl(P}(,WﬁF),FA}(), the map Cys) above
K/)Zar
corresponds to the extension:

(2.6.2) 0= wiFa1 = Fay o) = el (P, w3 F) = 0
We have the following theorem (see [Mer25, Theorem 3.26]):

Theorem 2.7. Let F,G € logCI'*(k,Z), and let p: wiF' — wyG be a map of sheaves with
transfers. If the Gysin maps defined above induce a commutative diagram in D(Shv((AL)zar))

- rlpl Gysg
i« H (PK,WﬁF) E— FA}KD]

1 gl )| [
LHLU(PL, w, @) 0 G (]
bk Ko Wi AL LMD

for all function fields K/k, then ¢ respects the residues, and so there is a (unique) map
©: F = G that lifts ¢.
The proof of Theorem 1.1 will reduce to show that the map Gysg agrees with the map
induced by the composition in D(Shv¥, (k,Z))
J
Zo(U)[-1] = Zp(PH[-1] & Gy,

where the first map is the open immersion and the second map corresponds to the map
given by the tautological bundle in Pic(P!) (see Lemma 4.2): this is indeed a map in
D(Shvi(k,Z)), so it is functorial for maps wyF — wyG in Shvi(k,Z).

3. A COMPUTATION OF MOTIVIC LOCALIZATION

In this section, we will show a general method to compute hoi(—) and we will apply it
to compute hiD(Pl,tI'iV) for ¢ = 0,1, without any assumption on the perfect field k.

Construction 3.1. Let S € Shvii, (k,Z) and let T € logCI'""(k,Z) with f: S — T
such that wy(f) is surjective. Then we have a commutative diagram

wyS wyT

| H

g wih§(f) g

In particular wﬁhoi( f) is surjective, so by Corollary 2.4 the map hoi( f) is surjective.



6 ALBERTO MERICI

Let L: S — hoi(S) be the localization map, given by the unit of the adjunction hoi e,

and let E (resp. E’) be the kernel of f (resp. hoi( f)). We fix the notation in the following
commutative diagram, where the rows are by definition exact sequences:

0 E —1
(3.1.1) JLO H
0 fo hoi( WOy

Let K be a function field and for each ¢t € K consider i;: (K, triv) — O given by the
inclusion of [1 : t] in PL. Notice that for all F € logCI'"(k,Z) and t € K, the map
if: F(Og) — F(K,triv) is an isomorphism inverse of FI(K,triv) — F(Og) given by the
structural map, so for ¢,t' € K, if =1ij,. We have the following commutative diagram:

Ker(Lg)

s@ )' i S(K, triv)
| [
Is(@x) 1 RS (K, triv)

In the same way, if S € Shvii%. (k,Z), T € logCI'"(k,Z) and f preserves transfers, we
have a diagram

(3.1.2)

0 E—% st 71
N
;4B M)
0 E hg(S) —= T —— 0
and a diagram
Ker(Lk)
Y
(3.1.3) s@ ) ’0 5 S(K, triv)
| o
nIs(@x) 5 RS (K, triv)
Let us consider the following condition:
(%) g (E(K,triv)) C Im(ig —i7)

Proposition 3.2. In the situation of Construction 3.1, if (%) is satisfied for every function
field K, then hg(S) = T.

Proof. We need to show that for all g: S — C with C € logCI'"(k,Z) there is a unique
map g: T — C that factors g via f. Notice that if g, g’ such that go f = g’ o f, by the
universal property of hi(S) we have go hi'(f) = g o hi(f), and since h5(f) is surjective
we get g = ¢g’. We are then left to show that such g exists: to do so, we will show that
there exists a map 7' — hy(S) that factors S — h§(S). The condition () implies that
for all function fields K

L (311 NS A 3.1.2
dhe o (Lo) e (B(K, triv)) ®ZY L o g B(K, triv) C Lic((i% — i8)(S@x))) ®=” 0.
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Since ¢} is injective by definition (see (3.1.1)), we have that the map (Lo)x is the zero
map.

By purity, Theorem 2.2, for all X € SmlISm(k) with fraction field K, hoi(S)(X) —
hoi(S)(K, triv), so E'(X) < FE’(K,triv), which implies that L is the zero map. So, we
have that E = ker(L), hence the map L factors through a map p: S/E — hoi(S). By the
universal property of L, for all C' € logCI'(k,Z) and g: S — C, we have a unique map
¢’ such that g = ¢’ o L, so the following diagram commutes:

S 9 s C

AN 7

S/E —2— h§(S)

Moreover, the map u: (S/E) — T induces an isomorphism wy(S/E) = wyT since wyf is
surjective by assumption and wyS/E = wyS/ker(wy f), so we get a map
(3.2.1) ¢ =wypo (wyu) T wT — wﬁhoﬁ(S).

Let X € Sm(k) and let 2 € X of codimension one, X" its henselization with generic

point 7? and residue field k(z). Since (S/E>A}€( = TA}Q( ;) we have by Lemma 2.5 that

RT(A} (), S/E) = RU(A},), T) = S/E(Ay(,))[0].

Recall (see [BM21, Theorem 4.1, (ii)]) that there is a formally étale map e: Xl — P}C(x)

inducing a strict (pro-)Nisnevich square:
(nl, triv) —— (ﬁv triv)
(3.2.2) J(eo) lg

(A,lc(x), triv) —— (P}C(x), triv)

giving for all F' € Shvlif. (kZ) a map
F()[(0)] = F()[(0)]/RT(Xy, F) = RU(Aj ), F)/RU (P, F).

functorial in F', therefore the maps v and p defined above give a commutative diagram
(we omit the “triv”)

T(1) < e S/E(1) hg(S)(n.)

! | !

T(A}))/ BT (P, T) = S/E(Aj,))/RT(P),). S/E) —— hi(S)(A},))/RL(P} ), h5(S))
By composing with the maps Spec(k) LN o N (P!, triv), the maps u and p give a
commutative diagram
T(AL,)/RT(PL, . T) «=— S/E(Al,)/RI(PL, S/E) — WJ(S)(AL,)/RT(PL, . K5 (S))
T(A}))/RT ), T) < S/E(AL )/ RTChays S/E) —— WF(S)(AL )/ RT Thays hE(S))
l: Ai(z)/uk(z) . J ;DA}C(Z /pk(z) g ) lﬁl:l
T(A},)/T(k(z)) «——— S/E(AL,))/S/E(k(x)) ——— h§(S)(AL,)/h5(S)(k()).
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where the vertical isomorphisms come from the fact that hoi(S) and T are strictly [J-
invariant and the horizontal isomorphism from the fact that wyu is an isomorphism.
By taking inverses of u,, and u Al )/uk(m) as above, we conclude that the map ¢ of

(3.2.1) induces a commutative diagram

T(1,) » h3(S) (1)

l Pal I)/%k@) l

T(AL)/T(k()) : B () (AL ) /B (S) (k).

which implies that ¢ respects the residues, so by Proposition 2.6, it lifts uniquely to a
map ¢ : T — hoi(S). We need to show that ¢’ o f = L: let X € SmlISm(k) and let
X° := X — |0X| be the open with trivial log structure. Since the map hoi(S)(X) —
hOE(S)(XO,triV) is injective by purity, Theorem 2.2, (see [Mer25, (3.20) and (3.21)] for a
similar argument) it is enough to check the commutativity on (X°,triv), which follows
automatically by the commutativity of

S/E(X°) X2 hi(S)(X°)

—1
~lu
J/ X0 ©Yxo

O

Remark 3.3. The proof works verbatim for the heart of the t-structure of logDAT (k, Z)
(see [BM21]).

For X € SmlISm(k), we let X° := X — |0X| € Sm(k) and hf‘l(Xo) the i-th Suslin
homology sheaf. We also write h(X) for hP(Zy,(X)). We apply the proposition above
to prove the following:

Proposition 3.4. Let X € SmISm(k) such that X is proper. Then hg(X) = w*hoAl (X°).
Proof. The map f: Zj,(X) — w*h(‘?l(X °) induced by adjunction from the map
Wilee(X) = Zeo(X°) — Wi (X°)

satisfies the fact that wy f is surjective, hence by Proposition 3.2, it is enough to show that
(%) holds in this case. Notice that we have the following commutative diagram

ICOI‘(EK, X) ﬂ) Ty (X)(K)
(3.4.1) | |
Cor(Al, X°) L (X°)(K)

GNP

Recall that by [MVWO06, Theorem 13.8]
B (X%) = mo(C2 (X7,

where C2' (X°) is the normalized Suslin complex of [MVWO06, Definition 2.14], so we have
a right exact sequence
1 o (ioAl)*f(i?l)* o Al °
Cor(A, X°) ———— Zu(X°)(K) — hy (X°)(K) —0
which implies that
arc(B(K, triv) € Tm(i§)" = (i)")
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We will conclude by showing that left the vertical map in (3.4.1) is a bijection: if this holds,
then Im((i(‘)‘l)* - (z‘fl)*) = Im(if — ¢}) and () holds. This map sends a correspondence
Z to the correspondence w(Z), so it is clearly injective. Let Y € Sm(k) with fraction field
K, so that Spec(K) = @ie]yﬁ' with Y; C Y open, so that

1Cor(Uk, X) = lim1Cor(0y,, X) and Cor(Aj, X) = lim Cor(Ay,, X).
iel icl
Let Z € Cor(A%,i,Xo). By e.g. [KMSY2la, Theorem 1.6.2], there is a proper birational
morphism S — P%/Z_ which is an isomorphism on A%,i and a finite correspondence Z': S —
X that restricts to Z. By [Liu02, Corollary 4.4.3(b)], the map S — Py, is an isomorphism
outside a closed subscheme @ C P%/Z_ of codimension 2. Let @ = ooy, N Q: since @
has codimension 2, ooy, — Q' is dense in ocoy;, so there is an open subscheme Y; of Y;
such that § Xp1, P%/j — P%/j is an isomorphism, which implies that the restriction of
7' induces a finite correspondence Z”: P%,j — X that restricts to the pullback of Z to
A%,j . In particular, the pullback of [0X| to Z” is contained in the pullback of ocoy;, so
z" € 1Cor(Oy,, X) that maps to Z in Cor(A%,j,XO), so by passing to the limit this
concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.5. Notice that (%) is a very strong condition to verify, and indeed Proposition
3.4 is false if X = (X, triv) with X affine: indeed in that case the map ¢ is not surjective,
as 1Cor(Ok, X) = Cor(PL, X) = Cor(K, X), therefore i, — i} = 0, but E(K,triv) is in
general not zero (e.g. if X = A!). The correct replacement for this should be coming
from the proper modulus pairs as in [KMSY21b]. In fact, we would like to use the method
explained in Proposition 3.2 to the map considered in [RSY?22]:

G, G = QY (a,b) — a-dlog(b).

We conjecture that this map is an isomorphism, but at the moment we are not able to
verify (x) in this case. We remark that the methods of [RSY22] do not apply here since
Tnee(AY)(Og) = Zyee(AY)(K): in order to make it work we need a replacement for the
modulus pair (P!, 200). This is a work in progress.

We can now compute the first homotopy groups of M eH(Pl, triv) without any assump-
tions on resolutions of singularities. The square

(P',04 00) — (P1,0)

(3.5.1) l l

(Pl 00) ——— (P}, triv),
induces a cartesian square in logDM®(k,Z) (see [BP®23, Proposition 2.4.9]) giving a
long exact sequence

hZ(P1,0) hg (P1,0)
(&) &)

— WD(P triv) — b (P',0+ 00) — — WP triv) = 0

h(P1,00) h5(P1,00)
Since the inclusion of the point [1 : 1] in P! induces equivalences in logD M (k, Z):
Z[0] ~ M*¥(Spec(k)) ~ M*T (P!, 0) ~ M*T (P!, o)

we conclude that hoi(Pl,triv) o~ hoi(Spec(k)) = 7. Consider the map 7: Z¢(PY)[—1] —
G,, given by the tautological bundle in Pic(P'): by applying w? it gives a composition in
D(Shv s (k, Z)):

#
(3.5.2) 7 i (PY triv)[—1] <5 WGy = W Gy,



10 ALBERTO MERICI

Since w*G,, € logCI'™ (k, Z), the map factors through a map M (P!, triv)[—1] = w*G,,,
and by taking my we get a map

(3.5.3) KPP triv) = w* Gy,

Proposition 3.6. The map (3.5.3) is an isomorphism.

Proof. By e.g. [BM21, Proposition 5.12], the map above factors through w*h‘fl(Pl) —
w*Gyy,, which is an isomorphism by [MVWO06, Lecture 4], hence it is enough to prove that

hli(Pl,triv) = w"‘hf‘1 (P!). By the long exact sequences induced by Mayer—Vietoris we
have a commutative diagram where the rows are exact sequences:

0 —— hP(PL, triv) — AF(P,0 4+ 00) —— hF(0)*2

Jo o |

0 —— WA (P —— w*hd (AL — {0}) —— w*h' (A1)<2.

By [MVWO06, Lemma 4.1}, we have h{*l (Al —{0}) = 0, so by Proposition 3.4 we conclude
that the map (x2) above is an isomorphism, so (x1) is an isomorphism too. O

Remark 3.7. One would be tempted to generalize the result above to the case without
transfers: we have by [Mor12, Theorem 3.37] that hA" (P!) = KMW | where the right hand
side is the Milnor-Witt K-theory sheaf. On the other hand Z(A' — {0}) — KMW is not
surjective, so the result does not immediately follow in this case. We leave this (apparently
much harder) computation to a future work.

4. PROOF OF [BM22, Conjecture 0.2] IN THE CASE WITH TRANSFERS

In this section, we will deduce the aforementioned conjecture from [Mer25, Theorem
3.26] (see Theorem 2.7). The key point is to show that in this situation the map Gys is
already defined in Shv¥. (k,Z). We fix the map 7: Zy(P1)[-1] — G, induced by the
tautological bundle and the associated map 7: Zy, (P!, triv) — w*Gy,.

Lemma 4.1. Let F € logCI"* (k,Z). The maps T and 7 induce isomorphism
Homgyyu (G, weF) = anisH' (P! x —, w3 F) = wy Homgy, e (w* G, F).
Proof. Let X € Sm(k). Then we have
Homgpytr (G, Wy F)(X) = Homgj,ytr (Gm, MShvgis(Ztr(X)a wy 7))
= Homgp 1 (G, wy Hoimsmldtlins (Zyr (X, triv), F))
and
wy Homgp, e (WG, F)(X) = Homgy i (W*Gpp, Homgy, 1 - (Zyer (X, triv), F)).

Since Homgy e (Zye (X, triv), F) € logCI'(k,Z) (see e.g. [BM21, Lemma 2.10]) and
every map wyl' — wyG induces a map

wy Homgy e (Zyr (X, triv), F) = Homgpt: (Zir(X), wy F')

— Homgptr (Zir(X),wyG) = wy HomSth{qis (Zyr (X, triv), G),
up to replacing F' with HomShvf\? (Zyr (X, triv), F'), we are left to prove that the maps
(4.1.1) Homgpt: (G, wiF) — HY (P wF) «+ Homgy, e (WG, F)

are isomorphisms.
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t
The map 7 is in fact composition Z, (P!, triv)[—1] <5 WG, — w* G, of (3.5.2). For
all F € Shvi%. (k,7Z) it induces a commutative diagram functorial in F:

v Homgpyy (Gon, 0, F)

Homgy e (WG, F)

HY (P wyF)

We first prove that the map (x1) is an isomorphism. Indeed by Proposition 3.6 we have
that the truncation of the map (3.5.2) induces an isomorphism

~ [m] :
¢: Homgp i (WG, F) & HomSthﬁ{]is(hl (P, triv), F).
Moreover, we have the spectral sequence

EY = Ext! KI(PL, triv), F) = HH (P, w,F
2 9 #

Shvii,
that gives the exact sequence
0 — Ext' (h§(P', triv), F) — H'(P',w;F) % Hom(hD (P, triv), F) — Ext?(hf (P, triv), F)
We have that hoi(Pl, triv) = Z and Z[0] = M*%(Spec(k)), so
Ext!(h§ (P!, triv), F)(X) = H'(Spec(k), F) =0  fori>1,

which implies that the map 6 above is an isomorphism given by the truncation, so the
composition §~1 o 1) gives (x1).

This implies that in order to show that (*2) above is an isomorphism it is enough to
check that it is injective.

Let h%w* be the right adjoint of wy: logCI" (k,Z) — Shvii (k,Z) (see Section 2 for

notation): for all F € logCI"* (k, Z) the map F — h%w*wﬁLF is injective, as tF" — w*wytF
is injective, see (2.2.2), h% is left exact and h%b = Id since ¢ is fully faithful. Let
Fy = (hlw*wst)"F.

we have that F' — F,, is injective, so we have a commutative diagram where the vertical
maps are injective:

(+2)

)\ %

Homgy e (WG, F)

HY P wF Homgpyur (G, wi F)

(x4)

hﬂnEN HY (P, wyFy @nEN HomSth\?is (G, wi ).

)

gy om0 G o)

In order to check that (x2) is injective, it is enough to check that the map (x5) above is an
isomorphism: indeed, if (x5) is an isomorphism then (*4) is an isomorphism too, so since
all the vertical arrows are injective we conclude that (*2) is injective too. On the other
hand, we have that the map

I—IOInShv}itl’{Iis (W*Gm’ Fn) — HomShV;’fis (Gma wﬁFn)
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equals by adjunction the composition
HomShvg‘ﬁHs (WG, F) — HomShvgﬁns (WG, h%w*wﬁLFn) = HomShvgis(Gm,qun),

therefore the map is just the boundary map HomShvgﬁ (WG, F) — HomShvgﬁ (WG, Fry1),
which by taking colimits on n is an isomorphism. O

We are now ready to prove our key result:
Lemma 4.2. Let F € logCI'™(k,Z) and U C A}, be a neighborhood of {0}, with x € X €

Sm(k). After the identification of Lemma 4.1, the map Gys : HY (Pl wiF) — wyF(U)[1]
agrees with the map

Hom(Gm & Ztr(K)awﬁF) - map(Gm ®Ztr(K)awﬁF) - map(P'}n,KvwﬁF)[l] - wﬁF(U)[l]

where the first map is the canonical map on co-truncated objects, the second map is induced
by T and the last map by the open immersion j: Zy(U)|—1] C Ze(Py)[—1]. In particular,
Gysy is functorial for maps wyF' — wyG.

Proof. Recall (2.6.1) that for U € A! the map Cys} is defined via the compositions

HY (P, wyF) ~ map(Zy, (P, triv)/Zi, (P, 0) [~ 1], F) =~
map(Zy, (U, triv)/Zy (U, 0)[—1], F) — map(Zy, (U, triv)[—1], F) = FA}K(U)[l].

By the choice of a trivialization of the tautological bundle on P! — {0}, the map 7 factors
through

§: Zi(PY)/Zie (P — {0})[-1] = G,

and we have a commutative diagram

W Zio (PY) ——— wiZ (PY) /b Z (P! — {0})

!

thr(]?l7 tI‘iV) _ Z]tr(Pl, triv)/thr(Pl, 0)

Then the truncated maps together with the isomorphisms of Lemma 4.1 fit in the following
commutative diagram.

Hom (G, wy F) » map (G, wy F)

!

map(Zes (P1)/Zes (P — {0})[~1], )

|

anis H' (P! x —wF) —— wﬁmap(thr(Pl,triv)/thr(Pl,O)[—l],F),
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We have the commutative diagram obtained by applying wﬁwu to (2.5.1) :

wﬂZtr(P}()

| T

Wt Zer (U) Wi (PR) [ e (P — {0})

\ /

Wi Zy (U) JwtZer (U — {0})

thr (P}(, triv)

Zyr (U, triv) Ly (P, triv) [ Zogy (P, 0).

Ly (U, t1iv) [ Zatr (U, 0),

so by putting everything together we conclude that the composition giving Gysg agrees
with the composition
Hom(G, @ Ziy(K),wy F) — map(G, @ Zip(K), wyF) — map(Ze(Pk)/Zi (Pl — {0})[—1], wy F)
— map(Z(U)/Z(U — {0})[-1], wg F') — map(Ze:(U)[-1], wyF") = F(U)[1],
which in turns agrees with the desired composition. Then the functoriality for the maps
wyF' — wyG is then clear, as j and 7 are maps in D(Shvyj,(k,Z)). O
We are ready to settle [BM22, Conjecture 0.2] in the case with transfers:

Theorem 4.3. Let F,G € logCIltr(k,Z), and let ¢: wyF' — wyG be a map in Shvil,..
Then ¢ lifts uniquely to a map F — G in logCI'¥(k,Z). In particular the functor

logCI'* (k, Z) RN Shvi.. is fully faithful and exact and, for all F € logCI'(k,Z),

we have haﬁwﬁLF = F.

Proof. The faithfulness and exactness is [BM22, Proposition 0.1]. By Lemma 4.2, the
maps Gys, are functorial for all maps ¢: wyF" — wyG, therefore by Theorem 2.7 ¢ is in
the image of wy, therefore the functor logCI'" (k,Z) RN Shvil. (k) is fully faithful and

exact. Finally, wye has a left adjoint given by hoiwﬁ, so the last part follows from fully
faithfulness. 0
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