arXiv:2209.11086v3 [math.AG] 2 Oct 2023

COHOMOLOGICAL MILNOR FORMULA AND SAITO’S CONJECTURE ON CHARACTERISTIC CLASSES

ENLIN YANG^: AND YIGENG ZHAO^;

Abstract. We confirm the quasi-projective case of Saito’s conjecture [Invent.Math.207,597–695 (2017)], namely that the cohomological characteristic classes defined by Abbes and Saito can be computed in terms of the characteristic cycles.

We construct a cohomological characteristic class supported on the non-acyclicity locus of a separated morphism relatively to a constructible sheaf. As applications of the functorial properties of this class, we prove cohomological analogs of the Milnor formula and the conductor formula for constructible sheaves on (not necessarily smooth) varieties.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Transversality condition 6 3. Cohomological characteristic class 14 4. Non-acyclicity class 26 5. Fibration formula 34 6. Applications: Milnor formula, conductor formula and Saito’s conjecture 47 References 52

1. Introduction

1.1. Let h : X Ñ Speck be a separated morphism of finite type over a perfect field k. Let Λ be a finite local ring such that the characteristic of the residue field is invertible in k. Let K_{X{k} “ Rh^!Λ. For a constructible complex F of Λ-modules of finite tor-dimension on X, the cohomological characteristic class C_{X{k}pFq P H^0pX, K_{X{k}q is introduced by Abbes and Saito in [1] by using Verdier pairing (cf. [11])^1. Using ramification theory, Abbes and Saito calculate the cohomological characteristic classes for rank 1 sheaves under certain ramification conditions in [1]. However, the calculation for general constructible étale sheaves remains an outstanding question in ramification theory. Later, using the singular support defined by Beilinson [4], Saito [20] constructs the characteristic cycles of constructible étale sheaves and further proposes the following conjecture.

Date: October 30, 2023.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 14F20; Secondary 14C17, 11S15. Key words and phrases. characteristic class, Milnor formula, conductor formula, locally acyclic, transversality. :Enlin Yang is the corresponding author. :yangenlin@math.pku.edu.cn.

:School of Mathematical Sciences, Peking University, No.5 Yiheyuan Road Haidian District., Beijing, 100871, P.R. China._;

zhaoyigeng@westlake.edu.cn.

;School of Science, Westlake University, No.600 Dunyu Road, Xihu District, Hangzhou, Zhejiang, 310024, P.R. China.

1See also [14] for the transcendental setting. 1

Conjecture 1.2 (Saito, [20, Conjecture 6.8.1]). Let X be a closed sub-scheme of a smooth scheme over a perfect field k. Let F be a constructible complex of Λ-modules of finite tor-dimension on X. Let cc_{X,0}pFq P CH_0pXq be the characteristic class defined in [20, Definition 6.7.2] via the characteristic cycle of F. In this paper, we put cc_X pFq :“ cc_{X,0}pFq. Then we have

C_{X{k}pFq “ clpcc_X pFqq in H^0pX, K_{X{k}q,

(1.2.1)

where cl : CH_0pXq Ñ H^0pX, K_{X{k}q is the cycle class map.

Saito’s conjecture says that the cohomological characteristic class can be computed in terms of the characteristic cycle. Note that the two involved ramification invariants in Conjecture 1.2 are defined in quite different ways. The characteristic cycle is characterized by the Milnor formula [20, Theorem 5.9], while the cohomological characteristic class in some sense is defined via the categorical trace (cf. Section 3). In the characteristic zero case, the equality (1.2.1) on a complex manifold is the microlocal index formula proved by Kashiwara and Schapira [14, 9.5.1]. However, we don’t know such a microlocal description for characteristic cycles in positive characteristic^2. One of our main goals of this paper is to show the quasi-projective case of Saito’s conjecture.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 6.13). Conjecture 1.2 holds for any smooth and quasi-projective scheme X over a perfect field k of characteristic p ą 0.

When X is projective and smooth over a finite field k of characteristic p, the cohomology group H^0pX, K_{X{k}q is highly non-trivial. For example, if Λ “ Z{ℓ^m with ℓ ‰ p, then we have H^0pX, K_{X{k}q » H^1pX, Z{ℓ^mq^_ » π^{ab}_1 pXq{ℓ^m (cf. [19, Theorem 1.12]).

1.4. Our approach to Saito’s conjecture is the fibration method, which leans on the construction of the relative version of cohomological characteristic classes over a general base scheme. To achieve this, it is necessary to impose additional transversality conditions on the structure morphism. Let S be a Noetherian scheme and Sch_S the category of separated schemes of finite type over S. Let Λ be a Noetherian ring such that mΛ “ 0 for some integer m invertible on S. Let h : X Ñ S be a separated morphism of finite type, K_{X{S} “ Rh^!Λ and F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq. In fact, under certain smooth and transversality conditions on h, we introduce the relative (cohomological) characteristic class C_{X{S} pFq P H^0pX, K_{X{S} q in [28, Definition 3.6]. It is further generalized to any separated morphism h : X Ñ S which is (universally) locally acyclic relatively to F by using categorical traces [16, 2.20]. We also define relative characteristic classes in a more general case that only assumes local acyclicity away from small closed subsets. Indeed, if Z Ď X is a closed subscheme such that H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q “ H^1pZ, K_{Z{S} q “ 0, and if XzZ Ñ S is (universally) locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} , then the relative characteristic class C_{X{S}pFq P H^0pX, K_{X{S} q remains well-defined (cf. Definition 3.5). We prove the following fibration formula for cohomological characteristic classes.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 6.5). Let Y be a smooth curve over a perfect field k of characteristic p ą 0. Let Λ be a finite local ring such that the characteristic of the residue field is invertible in k. Let f : X Ñ Y be a separated morphism of finite type and Z Ď |X| be a finite set of closed points. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that f|_{XzZ} is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} . Then we have

C_{X{k}pFq “ c_1pf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{X{Y} pFq´ ÿ xPZ dimtotRΦ_{x̄}pF, fq ¨ rxs in H^0pX, K_{X{k}q,

(1.5.1)

where RΦpF, fq is the complex of vanishing cycles and dimtot “ dim ` Sw is the total dimension.

As a consequence, we have the following cohomological version of Grothendieck-Ogg-Shafarevich formula:

2Abe [2] obtains certain microlocal descriptions for characteristic cycles using 8-categories.

Corollary 1.6 (Corollary 6.6). Let X be a smooth and connected curve over a perfect field k of characteristic p ą 0. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq and Z Ď X a finite set of closed points such that the cohomology sheaves of F|_{XzZ} are locally constant. Then we have

C_{X{k}pFq “ rankF ¨ c_1pΩ^{1,_}_{X{k}q´ ÿ xPZ a_xpFq ¨ rxs in H^0pX, K_{X{k}q,

(1.6.1)

where a_xpFq “ rankF|_{η̄} ´ rankF_{x̄} ` Sw_xF is the Artin conductor and η is the generic point of X.

Corollary 1.6 confirms Saito’s conjecture 1.2 in the curve case. The quasi-projective case of Saito’s conjecture 1.2 follows from Theorem 1.5 by using the fibration method.

1.7. For the proof of Theorem 1.5, the key observation is that C_{X{k}pFq ´ c_1pf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{X{Y} pFq is zero on XzZ (cf. Theorem 3.13). Hence the difference comes from a cohomology class in H^0pZ, K_{Z{k}q. In this paper we construct a canonical lifting of C_{X{k}pFq ´ c_1pf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{X{Y} pFq in H^0pZ, K_{Z{k}q, where Z contains the non-acyclicity locus of f : X Ñ Y relatively to F. Later for proving a cohomological version of the Milnor formula [20, Theorem 5.9], we need this lifting in a relative version in the following.

1.8. Consider a commutative diagram in Sch_S : Z Ø ¨_τ //

X^f //

h ØØ@ @@ @@ @@ @ Y g ¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ S

, (1.8.1)

where τ : Z Ñ X is a closed immersion and g is a smooth morphism of relative dimension r. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that XzZ Ñ Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} and that X Ñ S is universally locally acyclic relatively to F. We define an object K_{X{Y {S} on X sitting in a distinguished triangle (cf. (4.2.5))

K_{X{Y} Ñ K_{X{S} Ñ K_{X{Y {S}^{`1}ÝÝÑ .

(1.8.2)

We introduce a new cohomological characteristic class rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq P H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q supported on Z in Definition 4.6, which measures the difference C_{X{S}pFq ´ c_rpf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {S}q X C_{X{Y} pFq. If H^0pZ, K_{Z{Y} q “ H^1pZ, K_{Z{Y} q “ 0, then H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q » H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q and rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq defines a class in H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q, which is denoted by C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq. We have the following formula:

Theorem 1.9 (Fibration formula, Theorem 5.1). If H^0pZ, K_{Z{Y} q “ H^1pZ, K_{Z{Y} q “ 0, then we have

C_{X{S} pFq “ c_rpf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {S}q X C_{X{Y} pFq ` C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq in H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(1.9.1)

We call C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq (resp. rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq) the non-acyclicity class of F. We expect that this class on (not necessarily smooth) varieties could play a role as the characteristic cycles on smooth varieties.

If Z is empty, we prove (1.9.1) in Theorem 3.13. In the case where f “ id and S “ Speck, the cohomology sheaves of F|_{XzZ} are locally constant on XzZ since id : XzZ Ñ XzZ is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} . Then (1.9.1) is just the Abbes-Saito’s localization formula [1, Proposition 5.2.3].

1.10. Now we summarize the functorial properties for the non-acyclicity classes. For simplicity, let us denote such a diagram (1.8.1) simply by Δ “ Δ^Z_{X{Y {S} and rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq by C_ΔpFq.

Proposition 1.11 (Proposition 4.11 and Proposition 4.14). Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq. Assume that Y Ñ S is smooth, XzZ Ñ Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} and that X Ñ S is universally locally acyclic relatively to F.

(1) Let b : S^1 Ñ S be a morphism of Noetherian schemes. Let Δ^1 “ Δ^{Z1}_{X1{Y 1{S1} be the base change of Δ “ Δ^Z_{X{Y {S} by b : S^1 Ñ S. Let b_X : X^1 “ X ^_S S^1 Ñ X be the base change of b by X Ñ S. Then we have b^˚_X C_ΔpFq “ C_Δ1 pb^˚_X Fq in H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1 q,

(1.11.1)

where b^˚_X : H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1 q is the induced pull-back morphism. (2) Consider a diagram Δ^1 “ Δ^{Z1}_{X1{Y {S} . Let s : X Ñ X^1 be a proper morphism over Y such that Z Ď s^{´1}pZ^1q. Then we have

s_˚pC_ΔpFqq “ C_Δ1 pRs_˚Fq in H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y {S}q,

(1.11.2)

where s_˚ : H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y {S}q is the induced push-forward morphism.

If Z is a finite set of closed points, the non-acyclicity class can be calculated as follows.

Theorem 1.12 (Theorem 6.2). Let Y be a smooth curve over a perfect field k of characteristic p ą 0. Let Λ be a finite local ring such that the characteristic of the residue field is invertible in k. Let f : X Ñ Y be a separated morphism of finite type and x P |X| a closed point. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that f|_{Xztxu} is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{Xztxu}. Then we have

C^{txu}_{X{Y {k}pFq “ ´dimtotRΦ_{x̄}pF, fq in Λ “ H^0_xpX, K_{X{k}q.

(1.12.1)

The above theorem gives a cohomological analog of the Milnor formula proved by Saito in [20, Theorem 5.9], and does not involve the smoothness assumption on X. Its proof is based on the pull-back property of the non-acyclicity classes (cf. Proposition 1.11.(1)) together with the method in [3]. Theorem 1.5 follows from (1.9.1) together with the cohomological Milnor formula (1.12.1). The construction of non-acyclicity classes in this paper can be applied to motivic categories with six-functor formalism. If there is a generalization argument as [3] to the p-adic cohomology theory (cf. [3, 3.2]), we could expect that the construction will lead to a solution of Deligne’s conjecture on the Milnor formula in the mixed characteristic case [7, Conjecture 1.9].

1.13. As an application of Proposition 1.11.(2), we prove a cohomological version of the conductor formula [23, Theorem 2.2.3] (also of Bloch’s conjecture on the conductor formula for constant sheaves [5]).

Theorem 1.14 (Theorem 6.7). Let Y be a smooth connected curve over a perfect field k of characteristic p ą 0. Let Λ be a finite local ring such that the characteristic of the residue field is invertible in k. Let f : X Ñ Y be a proper morphism over k and y P |Y | a closed point. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq. Assume that f|_{Xzf} ´1_{pyq} is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{Xzf} ´1_{pyq}. Then we have

f_˚ rC^{f ´1pyq} X{Y {k pFq “ ´aypRf˚Fq in Λ “ H 0 y pY, K_{Y {k}q. (1.14.1)

In [23, Theorem 2.2.3], Saito assumes that f is projective since the global index formula for the characteristic cycle is only known for projective schemes^3. However, using the proper push-forward

3Recently, Abe [2] proves the index formula for proper schemes by using 8-categories.

property for cohomological characteristic classes, we could drop this assumption in Theorem 1.14. This is one of the advantages by using cohomological arguments.

Let us show how to use functorial properties to prove (1.14.1). Taking Δ “ Δ^{f ´1pyq}_{X{Y {k}, Δ^1 “

Δ^{tyu}_{Y {Y {k} and s “ f, we have f_˚C_ΔpFq “ C_Δ1 pRf_˚Fq by the proper push-forward (1.11.2). Since f|_{Xzf} ´1_{pyq} is proper and universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{Xzf} ´1_{pyq}, the cohomology sheaves of Rf_˚F are locally constant on Y ztyu. By the curve case of Theorem 1.12, we have C_Δ1 pRf_˚Fq “ ´dimtotRΦ_ypRf_˚F, idq “ ´a_ypRf_˚Fq. This proves (1.14.1).

1.15. We derive the cohomological Milnor formula from the pull-back property and a deformation property of constructible étale sheaves together with a simple fact that C^{txu}_{X{X{k}pG_xq “ rankG_x for any smooth scheme X of dimension ě 1 and any constructible sheaf G_x supported on a closed point x P |X|. The cohomological conductor formula follows from the proper push-forward property. It would be interesting to see whether the non-acyclicity classes are characterized by Proposition 1.11 and the above formula for skyscraper constructible sheaves.

1.16. This article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the definition of transversality conditions, which is crucial for defining the non-acyclicity classes. In Section 3, we review the construction of the relative characteristic class and its functorial properties. Then we prove (1.9.1) under the condition Z “ H in Theorem 3.13. In Section 4, we construct the non-acyclicity classes and study their functorial properties. Then we prove the fibration formula (1.9.1) in Section 5. In Section 6, we show the cohomological Milnor formula (1.12.1) and deduce the cohomological conductor formula (1.14.1). As an application of the cohomological Milnor formula, we establish an induction formula for the cohomological characteristic classes and then prove the quasi-projective case of Saito’s conjecture in Theorem 6.13.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to express their sincere gratitude to Professor Takeshi Saito for his careful reading and many improvement suggestions and thank him for suggesting the terminology “non-acyclicity class”. The authors would like to thank Professor Tomoyuki Abe for the helpful discussion on the cohomological Milnor formula (1.12.1), which was stated as a conjecture in a draft version of this paper. He kindly suggests the authors to study the pull-back formula for non-acyclicity classes and then use a similar argument [3] to conclude. The authors would like to thank Professor Georg Tamme for the helpful discussion and suggestions on 8-categories. The authors thank Jiangnan Xiong, Haoyu Hu, Fangzhou Jin and Weizhe Zheng for their comments. The authors appreciate the anonymous referee for careful reading and numerous valuable comments and suggestions, which have greatly improved the manuscript. This work was partially supported by the National Key R&D Program of China (Grant No.2021YFA1001400), NSFC Grant No.11901008 and NSFC Grant No.12271006.

Notation and Conventions.

(1) Let S be a Noetherian scheme and Sch_S the category of separated schemes of finite type over S.

(2) Let Λ be a Noetherian ring such that mΛ “ 0 for some integer m invertible on S unless otherwise stated explicitly.

(3) For any scheme X P Sch_S , we denote by D_{ctf} pX, Λq the derived category of complexes of Λ-modules of finite tor-dimension with constructible cohomology groups on X.

(4) For any morphism f : X Ñ Y in Sch_S , we denote by D_{ctf} pX{Y, Λq Ď D_{ctf} pX, Λq the full subcategory consisting of objects F such that f is universally locally acyclic relatively to F (also say F is universally locally acyclic over Y ). We define K_0pX{Y, Λq to be the Grothendieck group of D_{ctf} pX{Y, Λq.

(5) For any separated morphism f : X Ñ Y in Sch_S , we use the following notation K_{X{Y} “ Rf^!Λ, D_{X{Y} p´q “ RHomp´, K_{X{Y} q.

(6) For F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pY, Λq on S-schemes X and Y respectively, F b^L_S G denotes pr^˚_1 F b^L pr^˚_2 G on X ^_S Y .

(7) To simplify our notation, we omit to write R or L to denote the derived functors unless otherwise stated explicitly or for RHom. 2. Transversality condition 2.1. In this section, we introduce a generalized version of the transversality condition studied in [20] and investigate its relation with universal local acyclicity. This generalized version is crucial for defining the non-acyclicity classes. Consider the following cartesian diagram in Sch_S : X l p fflffl i // Y f fflffl W^δ // T.

(2.1.1)

Let F P D_{ctf} pY, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pT, Λq. Recall that there is a base change morphism (2.1.2) p^˚δ^!G ÝÑ i^!f^˚G, which is adjoint to i_!p^˚δ^!G^{b.c}ÝÝÑ_» f^˚δ_!δ^!G^{adj}ÝÝÑ f^˚G. We define a morphism c_{δ,f,F,G} to be the composition c_{δ,f,F,G} : i^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!G^{idb(2.1.2)}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ i^˚F b^L i^!f^˚G^{paq}ÝÝÑ i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq,

(2.1.3) where paq is adjoint to the following composition (cf. [20, (8.8)]) (2.1.4) i_!pi^˚F b^L i^!f^˚Gq^{proj.formula}ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ_» F b^L i_!i^!f^˚G^{adj}ÝÝÑ F b^L f^˚G. We also put c_{δ,f,F} :“ c_{δ,f,F,Λ} : i^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ Ñ i^!F. If c_{δ,f,F} is an isomorphism, then we say the cartesian diagram (2.1.1) is F-transversal (and also say that the morphism δ is F-transversal). For the special case where f “ id in (2.1.1), it agrees with Saito’s definition [20, Definition 8.5]. The basic properties of c_{δ,f,F,G} are summarized in the following two lemmas. Lemma 2.2. Consider the following commutative diagram in Sch_S : X^1

p^1 fflffl s // l X p fflffl i // l Y f fflffl W^{1 r} // W^δ // T,

(2.2.1)

where squares are cartesian. For any F P D_{ctf} pY, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pT, Λq, we have a commutative diagram pisq^˚F b^L p^{1˚}pδrq^!G^{cδr,f,F,G} // pisq^!pF b^L f^˚Gq

s^˚i^˚F b^L p^{1˚}r^!δ^!G » OO c_{r,p,i˚F,δ!G} // s^!pi^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Gq^{s!pcδ,f,F,G q} // s^!i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq, » OO (2.2.2)

where the vertical arrows are canonical isomorphisms by [6, (3.1.13.1)].

Proof. By the definition of c_{δ,f,F,G}, it suffices to show the following diagram is commutative:

pisq^˚F b^L p^{1˚}pδrq^!G^{idb(2.1.2)} // pisq^˚F b^L pisq^!f^˚G^{cis,id,F,f ˚G} //

p1q

pisq^!pF b^L f^˚Gq

s^˚i^˚F b^L p^{1˚}pδrq^!G » OO idb(2.1.2) //

p3q

s^˚i^˚F b^L pisq^!f^˚G » OO

s^!i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq » OO

s^˚i^˚F b^L s^!i^!f^˚G » OO c_{s,id,i˚F,i!f ˚G} // p2q s^!pi^˚F b^L i^!f^˚Gq s^!pc_{i,id,F,f} ˚_G q OO

s^˚i^˚F b^L p^{1˚}r^!δ^!G^{idb(2.1.2)} //

»

OO

s^˚i^˚F b^L s^!p^˚δ^!G

idbs^!(2.1.2) OO c_{s,id,i˚F,p˚δ!G} // s^!pi^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Gq.

s^!pidb(2.1.2)q OO (2.2.3)

By [24, Lemma 1.1.2.(2)] (and its proof), the diagram (1) in (2.2.3) is commutative. Applying the functor c_{s,id,i}˚_{F,´} to the base change morphism p^˚δ^!G Ñ i^!f^˚G, we get the commutativity of the diagram (2) in (2.2.3). The diagram (3) in (2.2.3) is commutative by the functoriality of the base change morphism (2.1.2). □ Lemma 2.3. Consider the following commutative diagram in Sch_S :

X^1 h fflffl

i^1 // l Y^1 g fflffl X^i // p fflffl^l Y f fflffl W^δ // T,

(2.3.1)

where squares are cartesian.

(1) For any F P D_{ctf} pY^1, Λq and any G P D_{ctf} pT, Λq, we have a commutative diagram

i^{1˚}F b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!G^{cδ,f g,F,G} //

idbh^˚(2.1.2) fflffl i^{1!}pF b^L g^˚f^˚Gq

i^{1˚}F b^L h^˚i^!f^˚G^{ci,g,F,f ˚G} // i^{1!}pF b^L g^˚f^˚Gq.

(2.3.2)

(2) For any H P D_{ctf} pY, Λq and any G P D_{ctf} pT, Λq, we have a commutative diagram

h^˚pi^˚H b^L p^˚δ^!Gq » fflffl

h^˚c_{δ,f,H,G} // h^˚i^!pH b^L f^˚Gq

(2.1.2) fflffl i^{1˚}g^˚H b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!G^{cδ,f g,g˚H,G} // i^{1!}g^˚pH b^L f^˚Gq.

(2.3.3)

(3) For any F P D_{ctf} pY^1, Λq and any G P D_{ctf} pT, Λq, we have a commutative diagram

i^˚g_˚F b^L p^˚δ^!G fflffl

c_{δ,f,g˚F} // i^!pg_˚F b^L f^˚Gq

fflffl h_˚pi^{1˚}F b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!Gq^{h˚pcδ,f g,F q} // h_˚i^{1!}pF b^L g^˚f^˚Gq,

(2.3.4) where the left vertical map is the composition of i^˚g_˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ^{pb.cqbid}ÝÝÝÝÝÑ h_˚i^{1˚}F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ with the morphism (cf. [24, (1-1)]) h_˚i^{1˚}F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ Ñ h_˚pi^{1˚}F b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!Λq

(2.3.5)

induced by the adjunction h^˚h_˚i^{1˚}F Ñ i^{1˚}F, and the right vertical map of (2.3.4) is the composition

i^!pg_˚F b^L f^˚Gq^{(2.3.5)}ÝÝÝÝÑ i^!g_˚pF b^L g^˚f^˚Gq^{b.c}ÝÝÑ_» h_˚i^{1!}pF b^L g^˚f^˚Gq.

(2.3.6) Proof. (1) This follows from the following commutative diagram

i^{1˚}F b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!G^{idb(2.1.2)} //

idbh^˚(2.1.2) fflffl i^{1˚}F b^L i^{1!}g^˚f^˚G^{ci1,id,F,g˚f ˚G} // i^{1!}pF b^L g^˚f^˚Gq

i^{1˚}F b^L h^˚i^!f^˚G^{idb(2.1.2)} // i^{1˚}F b^L i^{1!}g^˚f^˚G^{ci1,id,F,g˚f ˚G} // i^{1!}pF b^L g^˚f^˚Gq.

(2.3.7)

(2) This is a consequence of the following commutative diagram

h^˚i^˚H b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!G » fflffl

idb(2.1.2) //

h^˚i^˚H b^L h^˚i^!f^˚G^h ˚c_{i,id,H,f} ˚_G // c_{i,g,g}˚_{H,f} ˚_G **VVVV

VVVVV

VVVVV

VVVV

idb(2.1.2) fflffl h^˚i^!pH b^L f^˚Gq

(2.1.2) fflffl i^{1˚}g^˚H b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!G^{idb(2.1.2)} // i^{1˚}g^˚H b^L i^{1!}g^˚f^˚G^{ci1,id,g˚H,g˚f ˚G}// i^{1!}g^˚pH b^L f^˚Gq,

(2.3.8)

where the left diagram is commutative by the functoriality of the base change morphism (2.1.2), the right diagram is commutative by (2.3.2).

(3) By taking adjoint, we obtain the assertion from the following commutative diagram

h^˚pi^˚g_˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Gq fflffl

h^˚c_{δ,f,g˚F,G} // h^˚i^!pg_˚F b^L f^˚Gq

fflffl i^{1˚}g^˚g_˚F b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!G^{cδ,f g,g˚g˚F,G} //

g^˚g_˚FÑF fflffl i^{1!}g^˚pg_˚F b^L f^˚Gq fflffl i^{1˚}F b^L h^˚p^˚δ^!G^{cδ,f g,F,G} // i^{1!}pF b^L g^˚f^˚Gq,

(2.3.9)

where the upper diagram is commutative by applying (2.3.3) to H “ g_˚F, the lower diagram is commutative by applying c_{δ,fg,´,G} to g^˚g_˚F Ñ F. □ The following proposition generalizes [20, Lemma 8.6.1 and Corollary 8.10].

Proposition 2.4. Consider the cartesian diagram (2.1.1). Let F P D_{ctf} pY, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pT, Λq.

(1) Assume that δ is a smooth morphism of relative dimension d. Consider the following canonical isomorphism t_{i,F} : i^˚F b^L Λpdqr2ds Ñ i^!F

(2.4.1) defined by the Poincaré duality [6, Théorème 3.2.5] pcf. [20, (8.3)]q. Then we have a commutative diagram

i^˚F b^L i^˚f^˚G b^L Λpdqr2ds_»^{ti,FbLf ˚G} // » fflffl i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq

i^˚F b^L p^˚δ^˚G b^L Λpdqr2ds_»^{idbp} ˚t_{δ,G} // i^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!G^{cδ,f,F,G} // i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq.

(2.4.2)

It implies that c_{δ,f,F,G} is an isomorphism. In particular, δ is F-transversal. (2) Assume that f : Y Ñ T is universally locally acyclic relatively to F. Then c_{δ,f,F,G} is an isomorphism. In particular, δ is F-transversal.

Proof. (1) By the proof of [20, Lemma 8.6.1], we have a commutative diagram

i^˚F b^L Λpdqr2ds_»^{ti,F} // » idbt_{i,Λ} fflffl i^!F

i^˚F b^L i^!Λ^{ci,id,F} // i^!F.

(2.4.3)

By (2.4.3) and the definition of c_{δ,f,F,G} (cf. (2.1.3)), the assertion follows from the following commutative diagram

i^˚F b^L i^˚f^˚G b^L Λpdqr2ds » idbp^˚t_{δ,Λ} fflffl^{paq} i^˚F b^L i^˚f^˚G b^L Λpdqr2ds_»^{ti,FbLf ˚G} // » idbt_{i,Λ} fflffl^{pbq} i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq

i^˚F b^L p^˚pδ^˚G b^L δ^!Λq idbp^˚c_{δ,id,G} fflffl

idb(2.1.2) //

pcq i^˚F b^L i^˚f^˚G b^L i^!Λ idbc_{i,id,f} ˚_G fflffl

c_{i,id,FbLf ˚G} // pdq i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq

i^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!G^{idb(2.1.2)} // i^˚F b^L i^!f^˚G^{ci,id,F,f ˚G} // i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq,

(2.4.4)

where paq is the base change for the trace map, pbq is commutative by (2.4.3), pcq is commutative by Lemma 2.3.(3) and the fact that c_{i,id,f} ˚_G ˝ (2.1.2) “ c_{δ,f,f} ˚_G , pdq is commutative by [24, Lemma 1.1.2.(1)].

(2) By (1) and Lemma 2.2, we may assume that δ is a closed immersion. We put V “ T zW .

Consider the following cartesian diagram X l p fflffl i // Y f fflffl^l U j^1oo f_V fflffl W^δ // T V.^joo

(2.4.5)

Since f is universally locally acyclic relatively to F, f is also strongly locally acyclic relatively to F. By [20, Proposition 8.9], we obtain an isomorphism F b^L f^˚j_˚j^˚G^»ÝÑ j^1_˚j^{1˚}pF b^L f^˚Gq. Note that i_˚pi^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Gq » F b^L i_˚p^˚δ^!G » F b^L f^˚δ_˚δ^!G. Now we consider the following diagram between distinguished triangles:

i_˚i^!pF b^L f^˚Gq // F b^L f^˚G // j^1_˚j^{1˚}pF b^L f^˚Gq^{`1} //

i_˚pi^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Gq i_˚pc_{δ,f,F,G} q OO

F b^L f^˚δ_˚δ^!G // » OO

F b^L f^˚G // F b^L f^˚j_˚j^˚G^{`1} //

»

OO

.

(2.4.6)

The commutativity of the above diagram can be verified by using the proof of [24, Lemma 1.1.3]. Thus i_˚pc_{δ,f,F,G}q is an isomorphism. Since i is a closed immersion, the morphism c_{δ,f,F,G} is also an isomorphism. □ The following proposition gives a converse of Proposition 2.4, which will not be used in this paper.

Proposition 2.5 (Saito, [20, Proposition 8.11]). Let f : Y Ñ T be a morphism of schemes of finite type over a field k of characteristic p and let F P D_{ctf} pY, Λq. The morphism f is locally acyclic relatively to F if the following condition is satisfied:

Let T^1 and W be smooth schemes over a finite extension of k, and X l p fflffl i // Y^1

f^1 fflffl

b^1 // Y f fflffl W^δ // T^{1 b} // T

(2.5.1)

be a cartesian diagram of schemes where b : T^1 Ñ T is proper and generically finite and δ : W Ñ T^1 is a closed immersion. Then δ is b^{1˚}F-transversal.

2.6. For any separated morphism g : Y Ñ S of finite type, we consider the following diagram Y HHH HHH HHH H HHH HHH HHH H Ø ¨ δ // Y ^_S Y^{pr1} //

pr_2

fflffl^l Y g fflffl Y^g // S.

(2.6.1)

There is a canonical morphism K_{Y {S} b^L δ^!Λ Ñ Λ

(2.6.2) defined by the following composition: K_{Y {S} b^L δ^!Λ “ δ^˚pr^˚_1 g^!Λ b δ^!Λ

c_{δ,id,pr}˚_{1 g!Λ}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ δ^!ppr^˚_1 g^!Λq^{δ!p(2.1.2)q}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ δ^!ppr^!_2g^˚Λq “ Λ.

(2.6.3) If g is a smooth morphism, then K_{Y {S} b^L δ^!Λ Ñ Λ is an isomorphism by the pr^˚_1 K_{Y {S}-transversality of δ (cf. [20, Lemma 8.6.2]).

Proposition 2.7. Consider a commutative diagram in Sch_S : X^f //

h ØØ@ @@ @@ @@ @ Y. g ¨¨~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ S (2.7.1)

Let i : X ^_Y X Ñ X ^_S X be the base change of the diagonal morphism δ : Y Ñ Y ^_S Y : X

f ØØ

˙¨ δ_1

fflffl^l id Ẋ̈

δ_0 fflffl X ^_Y X^i // p fflffl // X ^_S X f^f fflffl Y^δ // Y ^_S Y, l (2.7.2)

where δ_0 and δ_1 are the diagonal morphisms. Assume that K_{Y {S} “ g^!Λ is locally constant and that K_{Y {S} b^L δ^!Λ » Λ (cf. (2.6.2)). Then we have

(1) The morphism f is K_{Y {S}-transversal, i.e., K_{X{Y} b^L f^˚K_{Y {S} “ f^!Λ b^L f^˚K_{Y {S}^»ÝÑ f^!K_{Y {S} “ K_{X{S} is an isomorphism.

(2) The composition

K_{X{S} b^L f^˚δ^!Λ “ f^!K_{Y {S} b^L f^˚δ^!Λ c_{f,id,δ!Λ,KY {S} ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ

» f^!pK_{Y {S} b^L δ^!Λq^{(2.6.2)}ÝÝÝÝÑ_» f^!Λ “ K_{X{Y}

(2.7.3)

is an isomorphism.

(3) If F P D_{ctf} pX{Y, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pX{Y, Λq, then δ is F b^L_S D_{X{S} pGq-transversal, i.e.,

F b^L_Y D_{X{Y} pGq^{paq}» i^˚pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pGqq b^L p^˚δ^!Λ Ñ i^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pGqq

(2.7.4)

is an isomorphism, where paq is induced by the following composition:

D_{X{Y} pGq “ RHompG, K_{X{Y} q^{(2.7.3)}ÐÝÝÝÝ_» RHompG, K_{X{S} b f^˚δ^!Λq

» RHompG, K_{X{S} q b f^˚δ^!Λ “ D_{X{S} pGq b^L f^˚δ^!Λ.

(2.7.5)

Proof. Since K_{Y {S} is locally constant, the assertion (1) follows from [20, Lemma 8.6.2]. The second claim follows from the fact that δ^!Λ is locally constant. Now we prove (3). Since G P D_{ctf} pX{Y, Λq, we have D_{X{Y} pGq P D_{ctf} pX{Y, Λq by [16, Corollary 2.18]. Since D_{X{S} pGq » D_{X{Y} pGq b^L f^˚K_{Y {S}, the morphism f : X Ñ Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to D_{X{S} pGq. By [13, Corollary 2.5], the morphism f ^ f : X ^_S X Ñ Y ^_S Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to F b^L_S D_{X{S} pGq. By Proposition 2.4.(2), δ is F b^L_S D_{X{S} pGq-transversal. □

2.8. Now we compare the morphism induced by c_{δ,f,F} on cohomology groups with the Gysin map. Before that, let us briefly recall the cycle class defined by a regular immersion. Let η : P ãÑ Q be a regular immersion of codimension c in Sch_S . By [9, Definition 1.1.2] and [12, Exposé XVI, Définition 2.3.1], there is a cycle class Cl_η P H^{2c}_P pQ, Λpcqq which refines the c-th Chern class c_cpN^__{P {Q}q P H^{2c}pP, Λpcqq, where N_{P {Q} is the conormal sheaf associated to the closed immersion η. We view the cycle class Cl_η as a morphism Cl_η : Λ Ñ η^!Λpcqr2cs.

2.9. Consider a cartesian diagram in Sch_S X p fflffl^l X f fflffl W^δ // T,

(2.9.1) where δ : W Ñ T is a regular immersion of codimension r. For any F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq, the map c_{δ,f,F} : F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ Ñ F induces a morphism δ^! : H^0pX, F b^L p^˚δ^!Λq Ñ H^0pX, Fq.

(2.9.2) Now assume that Cl_δ : Λ Ñ δ^!Λprqr2rs is an isomorphism. We view the top Chern class c_rpp^˚N^__{W {T} q as an element of H^{2r}pX, Λprqq (cf. [12, Exposé XVI, Théorème 1.3]). The cup product with this element induces a map H^0pX, F b^L p^˚δ^!Λq^{crpp}

˚N^__{W {T} q

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ H^0pX, F b^L p^˚δ^!Λprqr2rsq^{idbp˚Cl} ´1 δ ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ » H^0pX, Fq, (2.9.3) which is still denoted by c_rpp^˚N^__{W {T} q.

Lemma 2.10. Consider the cartesian diagram (2.9.1).

(1) For any F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq, we have a commutative diagram F idbp^˚Cl_δ fflffl

idbc_r pp^˚N^__{W {T} q

// F b^L Λprqr2rs

F b^L p^˚δ^!Λprqr2rs^{idb(2.1.2)}_{cδ,f,F} // F b^L f^˚Λprqr2rs.

(2.10.1)

(2) Assume that Cl_δ : Λ Ñ δ^!Λprqr2rs is an isomorphism. Then the two maps (2.9.2) and (2.9.3) are the same, i.e., δ^! “ c_rpp^˚N^__{W {T} q : H^0pX, F b^L p^˚δ^!Λq Ñ H^0pX, Fq.

(2.10.2) Proof. (1) Note that the excess normal sheaf of the cartesian diagram (2.9.1) equals to p^˚N^__{W {T} . By [12, Exposé XVI, Proposition 2.3.2], the image of Cl_δ : Λ Ñ δ^!Λprqr2rs under the map H^{2r}_W pT, Λprqq^{p˚}ÝÑ H^{2r}_X pX, Λprqq “ H^{2r}pX, Λprqq

(2.10.3) equals to c_rpp^˚N^__{W {T} q P H^{2r}pX, Λprqq. By definition of (2.10.3), the class c_rpp^˚N^__{W {T} q equals to the composition Λ “ p^˚Λ^{p˚Clδ}ÝÝÝÑ_» p^˚δ^!Λprqr2rs^{(2.1.2)}ÝÝÝÝÑ f^˚Λprqr2rs “ Λprqr2rs.

(2.10.4) This proves the commutativity of (2.10.1).

(2) For any α P H^0pX, F b^L p^˚δ^!Λq, we write it as α : Λ Ñ F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ. The image of α under the map (2.9.3) equals to Λ^αÝÑ F b p^˚δ^!Λ^{idbcr pp}

˚N^__{W {T} q

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ F b p^˚δ^!Λprqr2rs^{idbp˚Cl} ´1 δ ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ F.

(2.10.5) By definition, the class δ^!pαq is the composition Λ^αÝÑ F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ^{idb(2.1.2)}ÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ F. We need to show the following diagram

F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ^{idbcrpp}

˚N^__{W {T} q // idb(2.1.2) **UUUUUU

UUUUU

UUUUU UU F b^L p^˚δ^!Λprqr2rs

F b^L Λ.

idbp^˚Cl_δ OO (2.10.6) is commutative. By (2.10.1), the result follows from the following commutative diagram

F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ b^L Λ^{idbidbp˚Clδ} //

idb(2.1.2) fflffl F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ b p^˚δ^!Λprqr2rs

idb(2.1.2)bid fflffl F b^L Λ^{idbp˚Clδ} // F b^L p^˚δ^!Λprqr2rs.

(2.10.7)

□ 2.11. Consider the notation in 2.1. If δ is a closed immersion, we can imitate the constructions of [1, 5.1] and [25, Lemma 3.5] to define a functor δ^Δ : D_{ctf} pY, Λq Ñ D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that for any F P D_{ctf} pY, Λq, we have a distinguished triangle i^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ^{cδ,f,F}ÝÝÝÑ i^!F Ñ δ^ΔF^{`1}ÝÝÑ .

(2.11.1) Indeed, we put δ^ΔF :“ i^!pF b^L f^˚j_˚Λq,

(2.11.2) where j : T zW Ñ T is the open immersion. Applying i^!pF b^L ´q to the following distinguished triangle f^˚δ_!δ^!Λ^{adj}ÝÝÑ Λ Ñ f^˚j_˚Λ^{`1}ÝÝÑ,

(2.11.3) we get the required distinguished triangle (2.11.1) by the following commutative diagram i^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ c_{δ,f,F} fflffl » // i^!i_!pi^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Λq^{proj.formula}_» // i^!pF b^L i_!p^˚δ^!Λq^{b.c}_» // i^!pF b^L f^˚δ_!δ^!Λq adj (2.11.3) fflffl i^!F // i^!pF b^L Λq,

(2.11.4)

which is adjoint to the following commutative diagram (considering the definition of c_{δ,f,F} (2.1.3))

i_!pi^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Λq

(2.1.2) b.c fflffl

proj.formula » // F b^L i_!p^˚δ^!Λ^{b.c} //

(2.1.2) b.c fflffl F b^L f^˚δ_!δ^!Λ adj fflffl i_!pi^˚F b^L i^!f^˚Λq^{proj.formula}// F b^L i_!i^!f^˚Λ^{adj} // F b^L Λ.

(2.11.5)

Consider the cartesian diagram (2.4.5). There is a canonical morphism δ^ΔF “ i^!pF b^L f^˚j_˚Λq^{b.c}ÝÝÑ i^!pF b^L j^1_˚f^˚_V Λq “ i^ΔF,

(2.11.6) which induces a commutative diagram i^˚F b^L p^˚δ^!Λ^{cδ,f,F} //

(2.1.2) fflffl i^!F // δ^ΔF

(2.11.6) fflffl ` //

i^˚F b^L i^!Λ^{ci,id,F} // i^!F // i^ΔF^` // .

(2.11.7)

For a general δ, one could use 8-enhancement of the étale cohomology theory and define δ^Δ to be the cofiber of i^˚p´q b^L p^˚δ^!Λ Ñ i^!p´q. Then δ^Δ : D_{ctf} pY, Λq Ñ D_{ctf} pX, Λq is a functor fitting in the distinguished triangle (2.11.1). In this paper, we essentially only need the case where δ is a closed immersion.

Lemma 2.12. Consider the cartesian diagram (2.1.1). For any F P D_{ctf} pY, Λq, the morphism δ is F-transversal if and only if the complex δ^ΔF is acyclic on X.

Proof. It follows from the definition of F-transversality and the distinguished triangle (2.11.1). □ 3. Cohomological characteristic class 3.1. In this section, we summarize the construction and functorial properties of relative cohomological characteristic classes. Consider the following cartesian diagram in Sch_S X ^_S Y pr_2 fflffl

pr_1 //

l X h fflffl Y^g // S,

(3.1.1)

where pr_1 and pr_2 are the projections. For any F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pY, Λq, we have canonical morphisms F b^L_S K_{Y {S} “ pr^˚_1 F b^L pr^˚_2 g^!Λ^{cg,h,F}ÝÝÝÝÑ pr^!_1F,

(3.1.2) F b^L_S D_{Y {S} pGq Ñ RHomppr^˚_2 G, pr^!_1Fq,

(3.1.3) where (3.1.3) is adjoint to F b^L_S pD_{Y {S}pGq b^L Gq^{idbev}ÝÝÝÑ F b^L_S K_{Y {S}^{(3.1.2)}ÝÝÝÝÑ pr^!_1F.

(3.1.4) Note that (3.1.2) is a special case of (3.1.3) by taking G “ Λ. If moreover F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq, then (3.1.3) is an isomorphism by [16, Proposition 2.5](see also [28, Corollary 3.1.5]).

Recall that a correspondence over S is a pair of morphisms X^{c1}ÐÝ C^{c2}ÝÑ Y over S (or equivalently, a morphism c “ pc_1, c_2q : C Ñ X ^_S Y ). For such a c, we have a canonical isomorphism by [6, Corollaire 3.1.12.2] RHompc^˚_2 G, c^!_1Fq^»ÝÑ c^!RHomppr^˚_2 G, pr^!_1Fq,

(3.1.5) which is adjoint to the composition (cf. [1, 1.5]) pr^˚_2 G b^L c_!RHompc^˚_2 G, c^!_1Fq Ñ c_!pc^˚pr^˚_2 G b^L RHompc^˚_2 G, c^!_1Fqq » c_!pc^˚_2 G b^L RHompc^˚_2 G, c^!_1Fqq evÝÑ c_!c^!_1F » c_!c^!pr^!_1F^{adj}ÝÝÑ pr^!_1F.

(3.1.6)

Now we take X “ Y and define P to be the pull-back of C along the diagonal map δ : X Ñ X^_S X: P^i // p fflffl // C c fflffl X^δ // X ^_S X. l (3.1.7)

For any F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pX, Λq, we have canonical isomorphisms c^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pGqq^{(3.1.3)}ÝÝÝÝÑ_» c^!RHomppr^˚_2 G, pr^!_1Fq^{(3.1.5)}ÐÝÝÝÝ_» RHompc^˚_2 G, c^!_1Fq.

(3.1.8) Combining the inverse of (3.1.8) with the canonical map (3.1.9) c^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{idÑδ˚δ˚}ÝÝÝÝÝÑ c^!δ_˚pF b^L D_{X{S} pFqq^{ev}ÝÑ c^!δ_˚K_{X{S}^{b.c}ÝÝÑ_» i_˚K_{P {S} , we obtain RHompc^˚_2 F, c^!_1Fq Ñ i_˚K_{P {S} ,

(3.1.10) Tr : Hompc^˚_2 F, c^!_1Fq Ñ HompΛ_C , i_˚K_{P {S} q “ H^0pP, K_{P {S} q.

(3.1.11) In particular, taking the special correspondence C “ X and c “ δ, we have canonical morphisms RHompF, Fq Ñ K_{X{S} , (3.1.12) Tr : HompF, Fq Ñ H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(3.1.13) The relative (cohomological) characteristic class of F is defined to be (cf. [28, Definition 3.6] and [16, 2.20]) C_{X{S} pFq – Trpid_F q in H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(3.1.14) The map F ÞÑ C_{X{S} pFq defines a group homomorphism C_{X{S} : K_0pX{S, Λq Ñ H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(3.1.15) Note that if S is the spectrum of a field k, then C_{X{k}pFq is the characteristic class introduced by Abbes and Saito (cf. [1, Definition 2.1.1]). The following lemma computes the characteristic classes of locally constant sheaves.

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a connected scheme in Sch_S and L a locally constant constructible flat sheaf of Λ-modules on X. Then for any F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq, we have C_{X{S} pF b Lq “ rankL ¨ C_{X{S} pFq.

(3.2.1) In particular, C_{X{S} pLq “ rankL ¨ C_{X{S} pΛq.

Proof. In the following, we put L^_ “ RHompL, Λq “ D_{X{X} pLq. By definition, the class C_{X{X} pLq “ rankL P H^0pX, K_{X{X} q “ Λ is the composition Λ^{1L}ÝÑ RHompL, Lq » L b L^{_ ev}ÝÑ Λ,

(3.2.2) where ev is the evaluation map. We have a commutative diagram Λ^{1FbL} // RHompF b L, F b Lq » fflffl

(3.1.8)&(3.1.9)//

pF b Lq b^L D_{X{S} pF b Lq^{ev} // » fflffl K_{X{S}

RHompF, Fq b L b L^{_(3.1.8)&(3.1.9)}// F b^L D_{X{S} pFq b L b L^{_ evbev} // K_{X{S} b Λ

Λ^{1F} // RHompF, Fq idb1_L OO (3.1.8)&(3.1.9) //

F b^L D_{X{S} pFq

idb1_L OO evbC_{X{X} pLq //

K_{X{S} b Λ.

(3.2.3)

The composition of the first row is C_{X{S}pF bLq, while the bottom row gives rankL¨C_{X{S}pFq. Thus C_{X{S}pF b Lq “ rankL ¨ C_{X{S} pFq. □ We could also define relative characteristic classes in a more general case that only assumes local acyclicity away from small closed subsets. We first note the following lemma. Lemma 3.3. Let X P Sch_S and Z Ď X a closed subscheme. Let U “ XzZ. Assume that H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q “ 0 and H^1pZ, K_{Z{S} q “ 0. Then we have H^0pX, K_{X{S} q » H^0pU, K_{U{S} q.

(3.3.1)

Proof. Let τ : Z ãÑ X be the closed immersion and j : U ãÑ X the open immersion. The assertion follows from the following long exact sequence H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q Ñ H^0pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0pU, K_{U{S} q Ñ H^1pZ, K_{Z{S} q,

(3.3.2) which is induced from the distinguished triangle τ_˚K_{Z{S} “ τ_˚τ^!K_{X{S} Ñ K_{X{S} Ñ j_˚K_{U{S}^{`1}ÝÝÑ. □ Remark 3.4. Assume that X and S are smooth schemes over a field and that X Ñ S is of relative dimension r. If Z ãÑ X is a closed immersion of codimension ą r, then we have H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q “ 0 and H^1pZ, K_{Z{S} q “ 0 by semi-purity (cf. [9, §8]).

Definition 3.5. Under the assumptions in Lemma 3.3. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that F|_U P D_{ctf} pU{S, Λq. We define the relative (cohomological) characteristic class of F to be C_{X{S} pFq :“ C_{U{S} pF|_U q in H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(3.5.1) 3.6. For any F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pX, Λq, we call elements of Hompc^˚_2 G, c^!_1Fq cohomological correspondences from G to F. By the isomorphism (3.1.8), a cohomological correspondence u : c^˚_2 G Ñ c^!_1F is equivalent to a map Λ Ñ c^!RHomppr^˚_2 G, pr^!_1Fq (resp. Λ Ñ c^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq). By adjunction, this is also equivalent to a map c_!Λ Ñ RHomppr^˚_2 G, pr^!_1Fq (resp. c_!Λ Ñ F b^L_S D_{X{S} pFq). In the following, we will identify these descriptions freely.

3.7. We give an equivalent description of the relative (cohomological) characteristic classes. Let X P Sch_S and δ : X Ñ X ^_S X the diagonal morphism. Let F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq. The canonical isomorphism RHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq^»ÐÝ F b^L_S D_{X{S} pFq induces an isomorphism δ^˚RHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq^»ÐÝ F b^L D_{X{S} pFq.

Thus the evaluation map F b^L D_{X{S} pFq Ñ K_{X{S} induces a map v_F : δ^˚RHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq Ñ K_{X{S} .

(3.7.1) Let u : δ_!Λ Ñ RHomppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq be a cohomological correspondence. Then Trpuq P H^0pX, K_{X{S} q equals the cohomology class of the following composition Λ “ δ^˚δ_!Λ^{δ˚puq}ÝÝÝÑ δ^˚RHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq^{vF}ÝÝÑ K_{X{S} .

(3.7.2) We also write the class Trpuq in the form δ_!Λ^uÝÑ RHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq^{vF}ÝÝÑ δ_˚K_{X{S} .

(3.7.3) Taking u “ id_F to be the cohomological correspondence defined by the identity of F, we get that C_{X{S}pFq “ Trpid_F q equals the cohomology class of the composition δ_!Λ^{idF}ÝÝÑ RHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq^{vF}ÝÝÑ δ_˚K_{X{S} .

(3.7.4) 3.8. We first review the pull-back property of the relative characteristic classes. Consider a cartesian diagram of schemes X^1

f^1 fflffl

b_X // X f fflffl S^{1 b} // S, l (3.8.1) where f is a separated morphism of finite type, and b : S^1 Ñ S is a morphism between Noetherian schemes. For any F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq, the object b^˚_X F on X^1 is also universally locally acyclic over S^1. Thus we have b^˚_X F P D_{ctf} pX^1{S^1, Λq. This gives a well-defined functor b^˚_X : D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq Ñ D_{ctf} pX^1{S^1, Λq,

(3.8.2) and a well-defined map b^˚_X : K_0pX{S, Λq Ñ K_0pX^1{S^1, Λq.

(3.8.3) Note that the following base change morphism (3.8.4) b^˚_X K_{X{S} “ b^˚_X f^!Λ^{b.c}ÝÝÑ f^{1!}b^˚Λ “ K_X1_{{S}1 induces a pull-back morphism on cohomology groups (3.8.5) b^˚_X : H^0pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0pX^1, K_X1_{{S}1 q. Proposition 3.9. Given the cartesian diagram (3.8.1), the following diagram commutes

K_0pX{S, Λq

b^˚_X (3.8.3) fflffl

C_{X{S} // H^0pX, K_{X{S} q

b^˚_X (3.8.5) fflffl K_0pX^1{S^1, Λq^{CX1{S1} // H^0pX^1, K_X1_{{S}1 q.

(3.9.1)

In a previous version of this paper, Proposition 3.9 is proved by verifying certain commutative diagrams. Weizhe Zheng remarked that the categorical method in [16] could also be used here in an email to the authors and Tomoyuki Abe. We refer to [3, 1.3] for the proof of this proposition by using the categorical method.

Proof. Here we give a sketched proof. Let F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq and F^1 “ b^˚_X F. We put H_S “ RHom_{X^SX} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq, T_S “ F b^L_S D_{X{S} pFq, H_S1 “ RHom_X1_{^S1 X}1 ppr^˚_2 F^1, pr^!_1F^1q and T_S1 “ F^1 b^L_S1 D_X1_{{S}1 pF^1q. Consider the following cartesian diagram

X^1

δ^1 fflffl

b_X //

l X δ fflffl X^1 ^_S1 X^{1 bX ^bX} // X ^_S X,

(3.9.2)

where δ and δ^1 are the diagonal morphisms. The characteristic class C_{X{S} pFq is given by the composition Λ ÝÑ δ^!H_S^{(3.1.3)}ÐÝÝÝÝ_» δ^!T_S ÝÑ δ^˚T_S^{ev}ÝÑ K_{X{S} (cf. (3.1.9)-(3.1.14)). Similar for C_X1_{{S}1 pF^1q. There is a commutative diagram Λ // δ^{1!}H_S1 δ^{1!}T_S1 » oo // δ^{1˚}T_{S1}^{ev} // K_{X1{S1}

b^˚_X Λ //

OO

b^˚_X δ^!H_S paq OO

b^˚_X δ^!T_S // pbq OO

»oo b^˚_X δ^˚T_S^{ev} // pcq OO

b^˚_X K_{X{S} ,

(3.8.4) OO (3.9.3)

where paq is given by b^˚_X δ^!H_S^{b.c}ÝÝÝÝÑ_{(2.1.2)} δ^{1!}pb_X ^ b_X q^˚H_S^{b.c}ÝÝÑ δ^{1!}H_S1 , the morphism pbq is given by b^˚_X δ^!T_S^{b.c}ÝÝÝÝÑ

(2.1.2)

δ^{1!}pb_X ^b_X q^˚T_S^{b.c}ÝÝÑ δ^{1!}T_S1 , and pcq is given by b^˚_X δ^˚T_S^»ÝÑ δ^{1˚}pb_X ^b_X q^˚T_S^{b.c}ÝÝÑ δ^{1˚}T_S1 . By the above commutative diagram (3.9.3), we get b^˚_X C_{X{S} pFq “ C_X1_{{S}1 pb^˚_X Fq. □

3.10. Now we recall the proper push-forward property of the relative characteristic classes. Let s : X Ñ X^1 be a proper morphism in Sch_S . For any F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq, then s_˚F is universally locally acyclic over S by [16, Theorem 2.16 and Proposition 2.23]. Thus we have a well-defined functor s_˚ : D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq Ñ D_{ctf} pX^1{S, Λq,

(3.10.1) and a well-defined map s_˚ : K_0pX{S, Λq Ñ K_0pX^1{S, Λq.

(3.10.2) Proposition 3.11. If s: X Ñ X^1 is a proper morphism in Sch_S, then the following diagram commutes K_0pX{S, Λq

s_˚ fflffl

C_{X{S} // H^0pX, K_{X{S} q

s_˚ fflffl K_0pX^1{S, Λq^{CX1{S} // H^0pX^1, K_X1_{{S}q,

(3.11.1)

where s_˚ : H^0pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0pX^1, K_X1_{{S}q is induced by s_˚K_{X{S} “ s_!s^!K_X1_{{S}^{adj}ÝÝÑ K_X1_{{S}. Proof. For a proof of the proposition, we refer to [16, Corollary 2.22] (see also [28, Corollary 3.3.4]). Here we give a sketched proof. Let F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq and F^1 “ s_˚F. Consider the following commutative diagram X s ++ δ_0 //

δ &&NN NNN NNN NNN NN X ^^{X1} X β fflffl α // l X^1

δ^1 fflffl X ^_S X^{s^s} // X^1 ^_S X^1,

(3.11.2)

where δ, δ_0 and δ^1 are the diagonal morphisms. There is a commutative diagram Λ // δ^{1˚}pF^1 b^L_S D_X1_{{S}pF^1qq^» // F^1 b^L D_X1_{{S}pF^1q^{ev} // K_X1_{{S}

s_˚Λ //

OO

s_˚δ^˚pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^» // paq OO

s_˚pF b^L D_{X{S} pFqq^{ev} // s_˚K_{X{S} ,

OO (3.11.3)

where paq is given by

s_˚δ^˚pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq » α_˚δ_{0˚}δ^˚_0 β^˚pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{adj}ÝÝÑ α_˚β^˚pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq

proper b.c

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ

» δ^{1˚}ps ^ sq_˚pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq Ñ δ^{1˚}pF^1 b^L_S D_X1_{{S}pF^1qq.

(3.11.4)

By the commutativity of (3.11.3) and an equivalent description (3.7.4) of the characteristic classes, we get s_˚C_{X{S} pFq “ C_X1_{{S} ps_˚Fq. □ 3.12. We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.9 under the condition Z “ H. Consider a commutative diagram in Sch_S :

X^f //

h ØØ@ @@ @@ @@ @ Y. g ¨¨~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ S (3.12.1)

Assume that K_{Y {S} “ g^!Λ is locally constant and that K_{Y {S} b^L δ^!Λ » Λ (cf. (2.6.2)). Consider the commutative diagram (2.7.2). By Lemma 2.3.(2), we get a commutative diagram

K_{X{Y} K_{X{S} b^L f^˚δ^!Λ c_{δ,pf ^f qδ0,KX{S} // » Prop.2.7.p2q oo K_{X{S}

δ^˚_1 pi^˚δ_{0˚}K_{X{S} b p^˚δ^!Λq δ^˚_1 pc_{δ,f ^f,δ0˚KX{S} q // » OO

δ^˚_1 i^!δ_{0˚}K_{X{S} . » OO (3.12.2)

When g : Y Ñ S is a smooth morphism, for any F P D_{ctf} pX{Y, Λq, we have F P D_{ctf} pX{S, Λq by [8, Appendice to Th.finitude, Corollaire 2.7]. In this case, there is a canonical homomorphism K_0pX{Y, Λq Ñ K_0pX{S, Λq.

(3.12.3) F ÞÑ F Theorem 3.13 (Fibration formula: transversal case). Consider the notation and assumptions in 3.12. Let δ^! : H^0pX, K_{X{Y} q ÝÑ H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(3.13.1) be the homomorphism induced by the morphism (3.12.2). For any F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that X Ñ Y and X Ñ S are universally locally acyclic relatively to F, we have a commutative diagram

(3.13.2)

HompF, Fq^{Tr} // H^0pX, K_{X{Y} q

δ^! (3.13.1) fflffl HompF, Fq^{Tr} // H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

In particular, if g : Y Ñ S is smooth of relative dimension r, then the following diagram commutes (cf. Lemma 2.10.(2))

(3.13.3)

K_0pX{Y, Λq^{CX{Y} //

(3.12.3) fflffl H^0pX, K_{X{Y} q

c_rpf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {S} q fflffl K_0pX{S, Λq^{CX{S} // H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

If X “ Y is smooth over S and connected, then any F P D_{ctf} pX{X, Λq has locally constant cohomology sheaves and C_{X{S}pFq “ rankF ¨ c_rpΩ^{1,_}_{X{S} q.

Proof. First note that for any closed immersion d, there is a canonical morphism d^! Ñ d^˚ defined by d^{! adj}ÝÝÑ d^!d_˚d^˚ » d^˚. Consider the commutative diagram (2.7.2). In the following, we put H_S “ RHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq, T_S “ F b^L_S D_{X{S} pFq,

(3.13.4) H_Y “ RHom_{X^Y X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq, T_Y “ F b^L_Y D_{X{Y} pFq.

(3.13.5) For any α : F Ñ F which is given by a morphism Λ Ñ RHompF, Fq “ δ^!_0H_S, the trace C_{X{S} pαq :“ Trpαq P H^0pX, K_{X{S} q is given by the composition (cf. (3.1.9)-(3.1.14))

Λ^αÝÑ δ^!_0H_S^{(3.1.3)}ÐÝÝÝÝ_» δ^!_0T_S ÝÑ δ^˚_0 T_S^{ev}ÝÑ K_{X{S} ,

(3.13.6) and the trace C_{X{Y} pαq :“ Trpαq P H^0pX, K_{X{Y} q is given by the composition

Λ^αÝÑ δ^!_1H_Y^{(3.1.3)}ÐÝÝÝÝ_» δ^!_1T_Y ÝÑ δ^˚_1 T_Y^{ev}ÝÑ K_{X{Y} .

(3.13.7)

The morphism K_{X{Y} Ñ K_{X{S} in (3.12.2) induces a map T_Y Ñ i^˚T_S. There is a commutative diagram H_Y

(3.1.5) » fflffl

T_Y

(2.7.4) » fflffl

(3.1.3) » oo^{(3.12.2)}

’’ i^˚T_S b^L p^˚δ^!Λ^{(2.1.2)}_{b.c} //

(2.7.3) » iiRRRR

RRRR

RRRR RRR

(2.1.3) » vvllll llll llll lll i^˚T_S,

i^!H_S i^!T_S

(3.1.3) » oo_{i!Ñi˚}

77 (3.13.8)

where the left pentagon is commutative by Lemma 3.14 below, the upper right triangle is commutative by the definition of T_Y Ñ i^˚T_S induced by (3.12.2), and the lower right triangle is commutative by (2.11.7). Applying δ^!_1 to (3.13.8) and noting that δ^!_0 “ δ^!_1i^!, we get a commutative diagram

δ^!_1H_Y

(3.1.5) » fflffl δ^!_1T_Y

(3.1.3) » oo^{δ!1Ñδ˚1} //

(2.7.4) » fflffl δ^˚_1 T_Y

(2.7.4) » fflffl (3.12.2)

&&MM MMM MMM MMM M ev // K_{X{Y}

(3.12.2) fflffl δ^!_0H_S δ^!_0T_S “ δ^!_1i^!T_S

(3.1.3) » oo δ^!_1Ñδ^˚_1

// δ^˚_1 i^!T_S

i^!Ñi^˚

// δ^˚_1 i^˚T_S “ δ^˚_0 T_S^{ev} // K_{X{S} .

(3.13.9)

From this we get C_{X{S} pαq “ δ^!pC_{X{Y} pαqq, which shows the commutativity of (3.13.2). □ Lemma 3.14. Consider the following commutative diagrams in Sch_S

X^1

f^1 fflffl h^1 ØØ@ @@ @@ @@ @ X^1

f^1 //

l Y

X^f // h 77 Y^g // S X ^_Y X^1 l q_1 ** q_2 OO

i // p fflffl X ^_S X^1_{p1} //

f^f^1

fflffl^{p2} $$HH HHH HHH HH l X f OO

h ØØ@ @@ @@ @@ @

Y^δ // Y ^_S Y X^{1 h1} // S,

(3.14.1)

where δ is the diagonal morphism, i is the base change of δ, p_i “ pr_i and q_j “ pr_j are the projections, and p “ f^1q_2. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq and G P D_{ctf} pX^1, Λq. Assume that K_{Y {S} “ g^!Λ is locally constant and that K_{Y {S} b^L δ^!Λ » Λ (cf. (2.6.2)). Then we have a commutative diagram

i^˚pF b^L_S D_X 1_{{S} pGqq b p^˚δ^!Λ_»^{(2.7.3)} // c_{δ,f ^f 1 ,FbLS DX1 {S pGq} **UUU

UUUU

UUUU

UUUU U F b^L_Y D_X 1_{{Y} pGq^{(3.1.3)} // fflffl RHom_{X^Y X} 1 pq^˚_2 G, q^!_1Fq

(3.1.5) fflffl i^!pF b^L_S D_X 1_{{S} pGqq^i

!(3.1.3)//

i^!RHom_{X^S X} 1 pp^˚_2 G, p^!_1Fq.

(3.14.2)

Proof. In the following, we identify K_X1_{{Y} with K_X1_{{S} b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λ by using the isomorphism (2.7.3). The composition F b^L_Y D_X1_{{Y} pGq^{(3.1.3)}ÝÝÝÝÑ RHompq^˚_2 G, q^!_1Fq ÝÑ i^!RHompp^˚_2 G, p^!_1Fq is adjoint to the following composition (cf. (3.1.4) and (3.1.6)) i_!pF b^L_Y D_X1_{{Y} pGq b^L q^˚_2 Gq^{ev}ÝÑ i_!pF b^L_Y K_X1_{{Y} q^{cf 1,f,F}ÝÝÝÝÑ i_!q^!_1F » i_!i^!p^!_1F^{adj}ÝÝÑ p^!_1F,

(3.14.3) and F b^L_Y D_X1_{{Y} pGq^{cδ,f ^f 1}ÝÝÝÝÑ i^!pF b^L_S D_X1_{{S} pGqq ÝÑ i^!RHompp^˚_2 G, p^!_1Fq is adjoint to i_!pF b^L_Y D_X1_{{Y} pGq b q^˚_2 Gq^{cδ,f ^f 1}ÝÝÝÝÑ F b^L_S D_X1_{{S}pGq b q^˚_2 G^{ev}ÝÑ F b^L_S K_X1_{{S}^{ch1,h,F}ÝÝÝÝÑ p^!_1F.

(3.14.4) Now the result follows from the following commutative diagram F b^L_Y D_X1_{{Y} pGq b^L q^˚_2 G^{ev} // c_{δ,f ^f 1,FbLS DX1{S pGq} fflffl F b^L_Y K_X1_{{Y}^{cf 1,f,F} // c_{δ,f ^f 1,FbLKX1{S} fflffl q^!_1F » fflffl i^!pF b^L_S D_X1_{{S} pGq b^L p^˚_2 Gq^{ev} // i^!pF b^L_S K_X1_{{S}q^i !c_h1_{,h,F} // i^!p^!_1F,

(3.14.5)

where the left diagram is commutative by applying c_{δ,f^f} 1_{,´} to the map F b^L_S D_X1_{{S}pGq^{ev}ÝÑ F b^L_S K_X1_{{Y} , the right diagram is commutative since the two compositions are both adjoint to q_{1!}pq^˚_1 F b^L q^˚_2 K_X1_{{Y} q^{proj.formula}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ F b^L q_{1!}q^˚_2 K_X1_{{Y} “ F b^L q_{1!}q^˚_2 f^{1!}Λ

(2.1.2)

ÝÝÝÝÑ F b^L q_{1!}q^!_1f^˚Λ^{adj}ÝÝÑ F b^L f^˚Λ “ F.

(3.14.6) □ For later convenience, we note the following blow-up formula for characteristic classes.

Lemma 3.15. Let X and Y be smooth connected schemes over a perfect field k and let i: Y ãÑ X be a closed immersion of codimension r ě 1. Let π : rX Ñ X be the blow-up of X along Y and F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq. Then we have:

π_˚pC_{rX{k}pπ^˚Fqq “ C_{X{k}pFq ` pr ´ 1q ¨ i_˚pC_{Y {k}pi^˚Fqq in H^0pX, K_{X{k}q,

(3.15.1) π_˚pcc_{rX} pπ^˚Fqq “ cc_X pFq ` pr ´ 1q ¨ i_˚pcc_Y pi^˚Fqq in CH_0pXq,

(3.15.2) where cc_X : K_0pX, Λq Ñ CH_0pXq is the morphism defined in [20, Definition 6.7.2] via the characteristic cycles of constructible étale sheaves.

In this paper, we only need the case where r “ 2.

Proof. The equality (3.15.2) follows from [26, Lemma 3.3.2 and Remark 3.3.3]. We prove (3.15.1). By [12, Exposé XVI, Proposition 2.2.2.1], we have an isomorphism on X:

(3.15.3) Rπ_˚Λ » Λ ‘ r´1à t“1 pi_˚Λqp´tqr´2ts.

By the projection formula, we have (3.15.4) Rπ_˚Λ b^L F » Rπ_˚pΛ b^L π^˚Fq “ Rπ_˚π^˚F and i_˚Λ b^L F » i_˚i^˚F. By (3.15.3) and (3.15.4), we get

(3.15.5) Rπ_˚π^˚F » F ‘ r´1à t“1 pi_˚i^˚Fqp´tqr´2ts.

Now the required formula (3.15.1) follows from Lemma 3.2, Proposition 3.11 and (3.15.5). □

3.16. Now we show that the relative cohomological characteristic class is compatible with the specialization map. Before that, let us recall the nearby cycles functor over a general base. Let h : X Ñ S be a morphism of finite type between Noetherian schemes. Let s Ð t be a specialization map of geometric points of S, i.e., a geometric point t Ñ S_{psq} of the strict henselization of S at s. Consider the cartesian diagram X_s fflffl l i // X ^_S S_{psq} l fflffl X_t joo

fflffl s // S_{psq} t. oo (3.16.1)

Then we define Ψ_{h,sÐt} :“ i^˚Rj_˚ : D^`pX_t, Λq Ñ D^`pX_s, Λq.

(3.16.2) In this paper, we denote Ψ_{h,sÐt} by Ψ_h for simplicity. 3.17. Consider a commutative diagram in Sch_S : X^f //

h ØØ? ?? ?? ?? ? Y, g ¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ S (3.17.1)

with g smooth. Let η be a geometric point S above a point η P S. Let s Ð η be a specialization map of geometric points of S. Let Ψ_{X{S} : D^`pX_η , Λq Ñ D^`pX_η, Λq^{Ψh,sÐη}ÝÝÝÝÑ D^`pX_s, Λq be the composition. Since g is smooth, we have Ψ_{Y {S}pΛq » Λ_{Ys} . There is a canonical morphism Ψ_{X{S} pK_{Xη {Yη} q Ñ K_{Xs{Ys} , (3.17.2) which is the composition Ψ_{X{S} pK_{Xη {Yη} q “ Ψ_{X{S}pf^!_ηΛq^{b.c}ÝÝÑ f^!_sΨ_{Y {S} pΛq » f^!_sΛ “ K_{Xs{Ys} . The specialization map sp “ sp_s : H^0pX_η , K_{Xη {Yη} q Ñ H^0pX_s, K_{Xs{Ys} q

(3.17.3) is the following composition H^0pX_η , K_{Xη {Yη} q “ RHompΛ, K_{Xη {Yη} q^{ΨX{S}ÝÝÝÑ RHompΨ_{X{S} pΛq, Ψ_{X{S} pK_{Xη {Yη} qq

ΛÑΨ_{X{S} pΛq

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ RHompΛ, Ψ_{X{S} pK_{Xη {Yη} qq

(3.17.2) ÝÝÝÝÑ RHompΛ, K_{Xs{Ys} q “ H^0pX_s, K_{Xs{Ys} q. (3.17.4)

3.18. For any (geometric) point t of S, we denote by i_t : X_t ^_{Yt} X_t Ñ X_t ^_t X_t the closed immersion. For any F P D_{ctf} pX_η , Λq and G P D_{ctf} pX_η, Λq, we have canonical morphisms Ψ_{X{S}pFq b^L_s Ψ_{X{S} pGq Ñ Ψ_{X^S X{S}pF b^L_η Gq,

(3.18.1) Ψ_{X{S} pFq b^L_{Ys} Ψ_{X{S} pGq Ñ Ψ_{X^Y X{S} pF b^L_{Yη} Gq,

(3.18.2) Ψ_{X{S}pRHompF, Gqq Ñ RHompΨ_{X{S}pFq, Ψ_{X{S} pGqq, (3.18.3) Ψ_{X{S}pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq ÝÑ D_{Xs{Ys} pΨ_{X{S} pFqq,

(3.18.4)

Ψ_{X^Y X{S} pRHom_{Xη^Yη Xη} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Gqq ÝÑ RHom_{Xs^Ys Xs} ppr^˚_2 Ψ_{X{S}pFq, pr^!_1Ψ_{X{S}pGqq.

(3.18.5)

The morphism (3.18.1) is induced by [13, (2.1.2)] and (3.18.2) is the following composition Ψ_{X{S} pFq b^L_{Ys} Ψ_{X{S} pGq » i^˚_s pΨ_{X{S}pFq b^L_s Ψ_{X{S}pGqq^{(3.18.1)}ÝÝÝÝÑ i^˚_s Ψ_{X^S X{S} pF b^L_η Gq b.cÝÝÑ Ψ_{X^Y X{S} pi^˚_η pF b^L_η Gqq » Ψ_{X^Y X{S} pF b^L_{Yη} Gq.

(3.18.6)

The morphism (3.18.3) is adjoint to Ψ_{X{S}pRHompF, Gqq b^L Ψ_{X{S} pFq Ñ Ψ_{X{S} pRHompF, Gq b^L Fq^{ev}ÝÑ Ψ_{X{S} pGq,

(3.18.7) and (3.18.4) is the composition Ψ_{X{S} pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq “ Ψ_{X{S}pRHompF, K_{Xη {Yη} qq (3.18.3)

ÝÝÝÝÑ RHompΨ_{X{S}pFq, Ψ_{X{S} pK_{Xη {Yη} qq

(3.17.2) ÝÝÝÝÑ RHompΨ_{X{S}pFq, K_{Xs {Ys} q “ D_{Xs{Ys} pΨ_{X{S}pFqq. (3.18.8)

The morphism (3.18.5) is the composition

Ψ_{X^Y X{S} pRHom_{Xη ^Yη Xη} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Gqq^{(3.18.3)}ÝÝÝÝÝÑ RHom_{Xs^Ys Xs} pΨ_{X^Y X{S} ppr^˚_2 Fq, Ψ_{X^Y X{S} ppr^!_1 Gqq b.cÝÝÑ RHom_{Xs^Ys Xs} ppr^˚_2 Ψ_{X{S} pFq, Ψ_{X^Y X{S} ppr^!_1Gqq b.cÝÝÑ RHom_{Xs^Ys Xs} ppr^˚_2 Ψ_{X{S} pFq, pr^!_1Ψ_{X{S} pGqq.

(3.18.9)

Remark 3.19. If S is the spectrum of a henselian valuation ring, then (3.18.4) is an isomorphism by [16, Corollary 3.8] and the assumption that Y Ñ S is smooth.

Proposition 3.20. Under the notation and conditions in 3.17. Assume that S is the spectrum of a henselian valuation ring with the generic point η and a geometric closed point s. Let F P D_{ctf} pX_η , Λq. Assume that f_η presp. f_sq is universally locally acyclic relatively to F presp. Ψ_{X{S}pFqq. Then we have sppC_{Xη {Yη} pFqq “ C_{Xs{Ys} pΨ_{X{S}pFqq.

(3.20.1) In particular, if F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that h is universally locally acyclic relatively to F and that f_η presp. f_sq is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{Xη} presp. F|_{Xs} q, then Ψ_{X{S}pF|_{Xη} q » F|_{Xs} and hence sppC_{Xη {Yη} pF|_{Xη} qq “ C_{Xs{Ys} pF|_{Xs} q.

(3.20.2)

In this paper, we only need the special case where Y “ S, which also follows from [16, Corollary 3.10] (see also [27, Proposition 1.3.5]). In fact, this special case is sufficient for us to show the compatibility of non-acyclicity classes and the specialization map in Proposition 4.17. Proof. For simplicity, for any (geometric) point t of S we denote δ_t : X_t Ñ X_t ^_{Yt} X_t the diagonal map. For any G P D_{ctf} pX_t, Λq, we put H_{Yt} pGq “ RHom_{Xt^Yt Xt} ppr^˚_2 G, pr^!_1Gq, T_{Yt} pGq “ G b^L_{Yt} D_{Xt{Yt} pGq.

(3.20.3)

We put Ψ_X “ Ψ_{X{S} and Ψ_{X^Y X} “ Ψ_{X^Y X{S}. By the definition, sppC_{Xη {Yη} pFqq is the following composition:

Λ_{Xs} // Ψ_X pΛ_{Xη} q // Ψ_X pδ^!_η H_{Yη} pFqq Ψ_X pδ^!_ηpT_{Yη} pFqqq »oo

fflffl K_{Xs{Ys} Ψ_X pK_{Xη {Yη} q (3.17.2)

oo Ψ_X pδ^˚_η pT_{Yη} pFqqq ev oo (3.20.4)

and C_{Xs{Ys} pΨ_{X{S}pFqq is given by

Λ_{Xs} // δ^!_sH_{Ys} pΨ_X pFqq δ^!_spT_{Ys} pΨ_X pFqqq

»oo // δ^˚_s pT_{Ys} pΨ_X pFqqq^{ev} // K_{Xs{Ys} . (3.20.5)

The equality (3.20.1) follows once we know the commutativity of the following diagram:

Ψ_X pΛ_{Xη} q // Ψ_X pδ^!_η H_{Yη} pFqq b.c fflffl œ Ψ_X pδ^!_η pT_{Yη} pFqqq » oo // b.c fflffl œ Ψ_X pδ^˚_η pT_{Yη} pFqqq^{ev} // Ψ_X pK_{Xη {Yη} q

fflffl

δ^!_s Ψ_{X^Y X} pH_{Yη} pFqq

(3.18.5) fflffl

δ^!_sΨ_{X^Y X} pT_{Yη} pFqq

»oo // œ δ^˚_s Ψ_{X^Y X} pT_{Yη} pFqq b.c OO

δ^!_spΨ_X pFq b Ψ_X pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq

(3.18.2) OO

(3.18.4) » fflffl // œ δ^˚_s pΨ_X pFq b Ψ_X pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq

(3.18.2) OO

(3.18.4) » fflffl Λ_{Xs}

OO

//_δ^!_{sHYs pΨX pFqq δ}^!_{sTYs pΨX pFqq} » oo //_δ^˚_{s TYs pΨX pFqq}^{ev} //_{KXs{Ys .}

(3.20.6)

Now we show the commutativity of (3.20.6). By the definition of (3.18.4), we have the following commutative diagram

Ψ_X pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq^{(3.18.3)} //

(3.18.4) ++WWWWWWW

WWWWW

WWWWW WWW RHompΨ_X pFq, Ψ_X pK_{Xη {Yη} qq (3.17.2) fflffl RHompΨ_X pFq, K_{Xs {Ys} q “ D_{Xs{Ys} pΨ_X pFqq (3.20.7)

Taking adjoint, we obtain a commutative diagram

Ψ_X pF b^L D_{Xη {Yη} pFqq^{ev} // Ψ_X pK_{Xη {Yη} q

(3.17.2) fflffl Ψ_X pFq b^L Ψ_X pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq

OO

(3.18.4)

// Ψ_X pFq b^L D_{Xs{Ys} pΨ_X pFqq_{ev} // K_{Xs{Ys} .

(3.20.8)

There is a commutative diagram

Ψ_{X^Y X} pF b^L_{Yη} D_{Xη {Yη} pFqq^{(3.1.3)} // Ψ_{X^Y X} pRHomppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fqq

(3.18.5)

fflffl Ψ_X pFq b^L_{Ys} Ψ_X pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq

(3.18.2) OO

(3.18.4) fflffl Ψ_X pFq b^L_{Ys} D_{Xs{Ys} pΨ_X pFqq^{(3.1.3)}// RHomppr^˚_2 Ψ_X pFq, pr^!_1Ψ_X pFqq,

(3.20.9) which is adjoint to the following commutative diagram

Ψ_X pFq b_{Ys} Ψ_X pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq b pr^˚_2 Ψ_X pFq // b.c fflffl Ψ_{X^Y X} pT_{Yη} q b pr^˚_2 Ψ_X pFq

(3.1.3) //

b.c fflffl Ψ_{X^Y X} pH_{Yη} q b pr^˚_2 Ψ_X pFq b.c fflffl Ψ_X pFq b_{Ys} Ψ_X pD_{Xη {Yη} pFqq b Ψ_{X^Y X} ppr^˚_2 Fq // fflffl Ψ_{X^Y X} pT_{Yη} q b Ψ_{X^Y X} ppr^˚_2 Fq // fflffl Ψ_{X^Y X} pH_{Yη} q b Ψ_{X^Y X} ppr^˚_2 Fq fflffl Ψ_{X^Y X} pT_{Yη} b pr^˚_2 Fq Ψ_{X^Y X} pT_{Yη} b pr^˚_2 Fq // Ψ_{X^Y X} pH_{Yη} b pr^˚_2 Fq ev fflffl pr^!_1Ψ_X pFq Ψ_{X^Y X} ppr^!_1 Fq. b.c oo

(3.20.10)

By adjoint, the identity id_F : F Ñ F defines a morphism Λ^{idF}ÝÝÑ RHompF, Fq. We have a commutative diagram

Ψ_X pΛq^{ΨX pidF q} // Ψ_X pRHompF, Fqq

(3.18.3) fflffl Λ

OO id_{ΨXpFq}

// RHompΨ_X pFq, Ψ_X pFqq,

(3.20.11)

which is adjoint to the following commutative diagram

Ψ_X pΛq b^L Ψ_X pFq^{ΨX pidF bidq} //

))SSS

SSSS

SSSS

SSSS

Ψ_X pRHompF, Fqq b^L Ψ_X pFq fflffl Ψ_X pΛ b^L Fq^{ΨX pidF bidq} // Ψ_X pRHompF, Fq b^L Fq

Ψ_X pevq

tthhhhh hhhhh hhhhh hhhhh

Λ b^L Ψ_X pFq

OO

Ψ_X pFq.

(3.20.12)

We also have a commutative diagram

Ψ_X pRHompF, Fqq^»_{(3.1.5)} //

(3.18.3) fflffl

Ψ_X pδ^!_η RHomppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fqq b.c fflffl δ^!_sΨ_{X^Y X} pRHomppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fqq

(3.18.5) fflffl RHompΨ_X pFq, Ψ_X pFqq^»_{(3.1.5)} // δ^!_sRHomppr^˚_2 Ψ_X pFq, pr^!_1Ψ_X pFqq,

(3.20.13) which is adjoint to

Ψ_{X^S X} pδ_{η!}pRHompF, Fq b^L Fqq^{ev} // Ψ_{X^S X} pδ_{η!}Fq^» // Ψ_{X^S X} pδ_{η!} δ^!_η pr^!_1 Fq^{adj} // Ψ_{X^S X} ppr^!_1 Fq b.c fflffl δ_{s!}pΨ_X pRHompF, Fq b^L Fqq^{ev} // b.c OO

δ_{s!}Ψ_X pFq^» // b.c OO

δ_{s!}δ^!_s pr^!_1 Ψ_X pFq^{adj} // pr^!_1 Ψ_X pFq.

δ_{s!}pΨ_X pRHompF, Fqq b^L Ψ_X pFqqq

OO (3.20.14)

By (3.20.8), (3.20.9), (3.20.11) and (3.20.13), we get the commutativity of (3.20.6). This finishes the proof. □

4. Non-acyclicity class 4.1. In this section, we construct the non-acyclicity classes supported on the non-acyclicity locus. Consider a commutative diagram in Sch_S: Z Ø ¨_τ //

X^f //

h ØØ? ?? ?? ?? ? Y, g ¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ S (4.1.1)

where τ : Z Ñ X is a closed immersion. Let δ : Y Ñ Y ^_S Y be the diagonal morphism. Consider the following conditions:

(C1) K_{Y {S} “ g^!Λ is locally constant and that K_{Y {S} b^L δ^!Λ » Λ (cf. (2.6.2)). For example, the conditions hold if g is a smooth morphism.

(C2) The closed subscheme Z Ď X satisfies H^0pZ, K_{Z{Y} q “ 0 and H^1pZ, K_{Z{Y} q “ 0.

(4.1.2)

(C3) Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that XzZ Ñ Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} and that h : X Ñ S is universally locally acyclic relatively to F.

Let us clarify our strategy to define the non-acyclicity classes in the following:

‚ Using (C1), we have a distinguished triangle K_{X{Y} Ñ K_{X{S} Ñ K_{X{Y {S}^{`1}ÝÝÑ (cf. (4.2.5)). ‚ Under the conditions (C1) and (C3), we construct the non-acyclicity class rC^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq P H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q.

‚ When (C2) holds, we show that H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q “ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q is an isomorphism. Thus under the three conditions (C1)-(C3), the class rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq defines the cohomology class C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq P H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q.

In the rest of this section, we always assume that the conditions (C1) and (C3) are satisfied. 4.2. Let i : X ^_Y X Ñ X ^_S X be the base change of the diagonal morphism δ : Y Ñ Y ^_S Y : X

f ØØ

˙¨ δ_1

fflffl^l Ẋ̈ δ_0 fflffl X ^_Y X^i // p fflffl // X ^_S X f^f fflffl Y^δ // Y ^_S Y, l (4.2.1) where δ_0 and δ_1 are the diagonal morphisms. Applying (2.11.1) to K_{X{S} and δ_{0˚}K_{X{S} “ i_˚δ_{1˚}K_{X{S} , we get an isomorphism between distinguished triangles K_{X{S} b^L f^˚δ^!Λ // K_{X{S} // δ^ΔK_{X{S}^{`1} //

δ^˚_1 pi^˚δ_{0˚}K_{X{S} b p^˚δ^!Λq // » OO

δ^˚_1 i^!δ_{0˚}K_{X{S} // » OO

δ^˚_1 δ^Δδ_{0˚}K_{X{S}^{`1} // » OO

. (4.2.2)

By Proposition 2.7.(2), we have an isomorphism K_{X{Y}^»ÐÝ K_{X{S} b^L f^˚δ^!Λ.

(4.2.3) We put K_{X{Y {S} :“ δ^ΔK_{X{S} » δ^˚_1 δ^Δδ_{0˚}K_{X{S} .

(4.2.4) Then we rewrite the first row of (4.2.2) as the following distinguished triangle K_{X{Y} Ñ K_{X{S} Ñ K_{X{Y {S}^{`1}ÝÝÑ .

(4.2.5) It induces an exact sequence H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y} q Ñ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q Ñ H^1_Z pX, K_{X{Y} q.

(4.2.6) If the condition (C2) in 4.1 holds, then the map H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q “ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q^{condition pC2q}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ

» H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q

(4.2.7) is an isomorphism.

Remark 4.3. By (2.11.2), K_{X{Y {S} » K_{X{S} b^L δ^˚_0 pf ^ fq^˚j_{Y ˚}Λ, where j_Y : Y ^_S Y zδpY q Ñ Y ^_S Y is the open immersion.

4.4. Since i^˚pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq b p^˚δ^!Λ » pF b^L_Y D_{X{S} pFqq b p^˚δ^!Λ^{Prop.}

2.7.p2q » F b^L_Y D_{X{Y} pFq, we have distinguished triangles by applying (2.11.1) to F b^L_S D_{X{S} pFq: F b^L_Y D_{X{Y} pFq Ñ i^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq Ñ δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{`1}ÝÝÑ,

(4.4.1) F b^L D_{X{Y} pFq Ñ δ^˚_1 i^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq Ñ δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{`1}ÝÝÑ .

(4.4.2) Since XzZ Ñ Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to F, the morphism F b^L D_{X{Y} pFq Ñ δ^˚_1 i^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq is an isomorphism on XzZ by Proposition 2.7.(3). We deduce that δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{(3.1.3)}» δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpRHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fqq

(4.4.3) is supported on Z.

4.5. Recall that the relative characteristic class C_{X{S} pFq is defined by the composition (cf. (3.7.4)) δ_{0˚}Λ “ δ_{0!}Λ Ñ F b^L_S D_{X{S} pFq Ñ δ_{0˚}K_{X{S} .

(4.5.1) Now we consider δ^˚_1 δ^Δδ_{0˚}Λ Ñ δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq Ñ δ^˚_1 δ^Δδ_{0˚}K_{X{S} .

(4.5.2) By definition of δ^Δ (cf. (2.11.1)), we have morphisms Λ “ δ^˚_1 δ_{1˚}Λ^{base change}» δ^˚_1 i^!δ_{0˚}Λ^{(2.11.1)}ÝÝÝÝÑ δ^˚_1 δ^Δδ_{0˚}Λ.

(4.5.3)

Note that τ : Z ãÑ X denotes the closed immersion. Since the complex δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq » τ_˚τ^˚δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq is supported on Z, the composition of (4.5.3) and (4.5.2) defines a cohomology class τ^˚Λ Ñ τ^˚δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq Ñ τ^!pδ^˚_1 δ^Δδ_{0˚}K_{X{S} q, which we denote by rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq P H^0_Z pX, δ^˚_1 δ^Δδ_{0˚}K_{X{S} q “ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q.

(4.5.4)

If the condition (C2) in 4.1 holds, then the map H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q^{(4.2.7)}ÝÝÝÝÑ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q is an isomorphism. In this case, the class rC^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq P H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q defines an element of H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q, which is denoted by C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq.

Definition 4.6. Under the notation and conditions (C1) and (C3) in 4.1. We define the nonacyclicity class of F to be the class rC^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq P H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q. If moreover the condition (C2) holds, we also call C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq “ rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq P H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q the non-acyclicity class of F.

Remark 4.7. Under the conditions (C1) and (C3) in 4.1. If Z^1 Ď X is another closed subscheme such that Z Ď Z^1, then rC^{Z1}_{X{Y {S} pFq equals the image of rC^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq under the canonical map H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX, K_{X{Y {S} q.

4.8. Now we turn to study functorial properties of the non-acyclicity classes. We first consider the pull-back property. Consider the notation in 4.1 and assume the conditions (C1) and (C3) hold. Let b : S^1 Ñ S be a morphism of Noetherian schemes. Let U “ XzZ. We denote by X^1 :“ X ^_S S^1 the base change of X. Similar to define F^1, Y^1, Z^1, U^1, f^1, g^1, h^1 and τ^1 : Z^1 Ñ X^1. Let b_X and b_Z be the base change of b by X Ñ S and Z Ñ S respectively. We form the following commutative diagrams X^1 bX // ˙¨ δ^1

fflffl QQQ QQQ QQQ QQ QQQ QQQ QQQ QQ Ẋ̈

δ_1

fflffl OOO OOO OOO O OOO OOO OOO O Z^1 bZ // ˙¨ τ^1 fflffl Ż̈ τ fflffl X^1 bX //

δ^1_0

fflffl

X δ_0

fflffl X^1 bX //

h^1

fflffl

f^1 AAA AA X h

fflffl

f ¿¿¿ ØØ¿ ¿ X^1 ^_Y 1 X^1 βY //

i^1

PPPP

’’PPP P p^1

fflffl

X ^_Y X iNNNN

&&NN NN p

fflffl Y^1 bY //

g^1— —— ~~—— Y g¨¨¨ ¨¨¨¨¨

X^1 ^_S1 X^1 βS //

f^1^f^1

fflffl

X ^_S X f ^f

fflffl S^1 b // S Y^1 b //

δ^1 PP ((PP PPP P Y_δNNN

’’NN NNN N Y^1 ^_S1 Y^1 β // Y ^_S Y,

(4.8.1)

where squares and parallelograms are cartesian diagrams (cf. (4.2.1)). By Remark 4.3, the base change morphism (3.8.4) induces a canonical morphism b^˚_X K_{X{Y {S} Ñ K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1 .

(4.8.2) Consider the distinguished triangle (4.2.5). We obtain a commutative diagram

b^˚_X K_{X{Y} //

(3.8.4) fflffl b^˚_X K_{X{S} //

(3.8.4) fflffl b^˚_X K_{X{Y {S}^{`1} //

(4.8.2) fflffl K_X1_{{Y} 1 // K_X1_{{S}1 // K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1^{`1} // .

(4.8.3)

4.9. In the following, we always assume that the following condition pC^11q holds: (C^11) K_Y 1_{{S}1 “ g^{1!}Λ is locally constant and that K_Y 1_{{S}1 b^L δ^{1!}Λ » Λ. Then the class rC^{Z1}_{X1{Y 1{S1} pF^1q is well-defined. If moreover the following condition holds: (C^12) The closed subscheme Z^1 Ď X^1 satisfies H^0pZ^1, K_Z1_{{Y} 1 q “ 0 and H^1pZ^1, K_Z1_{{Y} 1 q “ 0.

(4.9.1) Then the class C^{Z1}_{X1{Y 1{S1} pF^1q is well-defined.

4.10. Applying i^˚p´q b^L p^˚δ^!Λ Ñ i^!p´q Ñ δ^Δp´q^{`1}ÝÝÑ to (4.5.1), we get a commutative diagram f^˚δ^!Λ // fflffl δ^˚_1 pF b^L_Y D_{X{Y} pFqq fflffl

// K_{X{Y}

fflffl Λ // fflffl δ^˚_1 i^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq fflffl

// paq K_{X{S} fflffl δ^˚_1 δ^Δδ_{0˚}Λ // `1 fflffl δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq // `1 fflffl K_{X{Y {S} , `1 fflffl

(4.10.1)

where vertical sequences are distinguished triangles. Note that the diagram paq in (4.10.1) admits a factorization δ^˚_1 i^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{b.c} // fflffl δ^˚_0 pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{vF} // fflffl K_{X{S} fflffl δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{b.c} // δ^Δδ^˚_0 pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq^{vF} // δ^ΔK_{X{S} K_{X{Y {S}.

(4.10.2)

We have a similar diagram after taking base change. By Proposition 3.9, (4.10.2) and (4.8.3), there is a commutative diagram Λ //_δ^{1˚}_{1 i}^{1!}_{pF}^1_b^L_{S1 DX1 {S1 pF}^1_{qq}

fflffl

//_{KX1{S1}

fflffl b^˚_X Λ “ Λ //

¡¡y yyy yy yy y_{b˚}

X δ^˚_1 i^!pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq

fflffl

//_b^˚_{X KX{S}

fflffl

;;xx xx xxx x

δ^{1˚}_1 δ^{1Δ}pF^1 b^L_{S1} D_X1_{{S}1 pF^1qq // K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1

b^˚_X δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq // b^˚_X K_{X{Y {S} .

;;xx xx xxx x

(4.10.3)

Consider the pull-back morphisms

b^˚_X : H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1 q and b^˚_X : H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{S}1 q. The above commutative diagram implies the following result:

Proposition 4.11. Under the notation in 4.8, and the condition pC^11q in 4.9, we have

b^˚_X rC^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq “ rC^{Z1}_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1 pF^1q in H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1 q.

(4.11.1)

If moreover the conditions (C2) and pC^12q holds, then we have

b^˚_X C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq “ C^{Z1}_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}1 pF^1q in H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{S}1 q.

(4.11.2)

4.12. Now we study the proper push-forward property for non-acyclicity classes. We consider a morphism between two such diagrams (4.1.1), which is depicted as the following first commutative diagram in Sch_S :

X^1˙¨ δ1

fflffl

X^1˙¨ δ10

fflffl Z

sZ %% Ø ¨^τ0 // qȷ τ ””F FF FF FF FF s^{´1}pZ^1q̇¨ τ1 fflffl s // l Z^1˙¨ τ 1 fflffl X

f

œœ

s 88qq qqq qqq qqq q δ1

fflffl

X s 88rr rrr rrr rrr r δ0

fflffl X^s // f ##G GG GG GG GG

h ßß4 44 44 44 44 44 44 44 X^1 f 1 ~~~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ h1 �ffiffi ffiffi ffiffi ffiffi ffiffi ffiffi ffiffi ffi X^1 ^Y X^1 p1

� � � � � � � � �^{i1}

// X^1 ^_S X^1 p

� � � � � � � � � Y_g fflffl X ^Y X s^sqqq q 88qq qqq

p fflffl i // X ^_S X f ^f fflffl s^sqqq q 88qq qqq

S Y^δ // Y ^S Y,

(4.12.1)

where τ, τ^1, τ_0 and τ_1 are closed immersions. Consider the notation in the diagram (4.2.1). We put the prime symbol^1 on the corresponding diagram for Z^1{X^1{Y {S. Now the first diagram (4.12.1) induces the second one. Assume that the conditions (C1) and (C3) in 4.1 hold. Assume the morphism s : X Ñ X^1 is proper. Then the morphism X^1zZ^1 Ñ Y is also universally locally acyclic relatively to s_˚F|_X1_{zZ}1 by [16, Theorem 2.16 and Proposition 2.23]. Now the non-acyclicity classes

rC^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq P H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S} q and rC^{Z1}_{X1{Y {S}ps_˚Fq P H^0_{Z1} pX^1, K_{X1{Y {S}q (4.12.2)

are well-defined.

4.13. We define proper push-forward maps

s_˚ : H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{S} q,

(4.13.1)

s_˚ : H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y {S}q.

(4.13.2)

First, we have a morphism

s_˚K_{X{Y} “ s_!K_{X{Y} Ñ K_X1_{{Y} “ f^{1!}Λ,

(4.13.3)

which is defined to be the adjunction of the following composition

f^1_! s_!f^!Λ » f_!f^!Λ^{adj}ÝÝÑ Λ.

(4.13.4)

Similarly, there is a canonical morphism

s_˚K_{X{S} Ñ K_X1_{{S}.

(4.13.5)

Therefore the composition

τ^1_! s_{Z˚}τ^!K_{X{S} » s_˚τ_!τ^!K_{X{S}^{adj}ÝÝÑ s_˚K_{X{S}^{(4.13.5)}ÝÝÝÝÑ K_X1_{{S}

(4.13.6) induces a morphism

s_{Z˚}τ^!K_{X{S} Ñ τ^{1!}K_X1_{{S} ,

(4.13.7)

which gives the required morphism (4.13.1). By Remark 4.3, the morphism (4.13.3) induces a canonical morphism

s_˚K_{X{Y {S} Ñ K_X1_{{Y {S}.

(4.13.8)

It further induces the required morphism (4.13.2). Consider the distinguished triangle (4.2.5). We obtain a commutative diagram

s_˚K_{X{Y} //

(4.13.3) fflffl s_˚K_{X{S} //

(4.13.5) fflffl s_˚K_{X{Y {S}^{`1} //

(4.13.8) fflffl K_X1_{{Y} // K_X1_{{S} // K_X1_{{Y {S}^{`1} // .

(4.13.9)

Proposition 4.14. Under the notation and conditions in 4.12, we have

s_˚p rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFqq “ rC^{Z1}_X1_{{Y {S} ps_˚Fq in H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y {S} q,

(4.14.1)

where s_˚ is the morphism (4.13.2). In particular, if H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y} 1 q “ H^1_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y} 1 q “ 0, then we have

s_˚p rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFqq “ C^{Z1}_X1_{{Y {S}ps_˚Fq in H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{S} q.

(4.14.2)

Proof. In the following, we put F^1 “ s_˚F. Consider the commutative diagrams (4.10.1) and (4.10.2). We have a similar diagram for X^1{Y {S. By Proposition 3.11, (4.10.2) and (4.13.9), there is a commutative diagram Λ //_δ^{1˚}_{1 i}^{1!}_{pF}^1_b^L_{S DX1 {S pF}^1_{qq}

fflffl

//_{KX1{S}

fflffl s_˚ Λ //

==— —— —— —— —— s_˚δ^˚_1 i^! pF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq

fflffl

//_{s˚ KX{S}

fflffl

;;ww www www w

δ^{1˚}_1 δ^ΔpF^1 b^L_S D_X1_{{S} pF^1qq // K_X1_{{Y {S}

s_˚ δ^˚_1 δ^ΔpF b^L_S D_{X{S} pFqq // s_˚ K_{X{Y {S} .

;;ww www www w

(4.14.3)

This proves the equality (4.14.1). □

The non-acyclicity classes are also compatible with étale pull-backs.

Proposition 4.15. Consider a commutative diagram in Sch_S

Z^1 l Ø ¨ τ //

fflffl X^1

h^1

˚˚0 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 f^1 //

e_1 fflffl Y^1

e_0 fflffl g^1

�fflffl fflffl fflffl fflffl fflffl fflffl fflffl ffl Z Ø ¨_τ //

X^f //

h @ @@ @@ @@ @ Y, g ¨¨~~ ~~ ~~ ~ S

(4.15.1) where e_1 and e_0 are étale morphisms, Z^1 “ e^{´1}_1 pZq, h^1 “ he_1 and g^1 “ ge_0. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq and F^1 “ e^˚_1 F. Assume that the conditions (C1) and (C3) in 4.1 hold for g and F respectively. Then we have

e^˚_1 rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq “ rC^{Z1}_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}pF^1q “ rC^{Z1}_X1_{{Y {S}pF^1q in H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}q “ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y {S}q,

(4.15.2)

where e^˚_1 : H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S} q “ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{Y {S} q is the pull-back morphism. If moreover the condition (C2) in 4.1 holds for Z{X{Y {S and Z^1{X^1{Y {S, then we have

e^˚_1 C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq “ C^{Z1}_X1_{{Y} 1_{{S}pF^1q “ C^{Z1}_X1_{{Y {S}pF^1q in H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{S}q,

(4.15.3)

where e^˚_1 : H^0_Z pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0_Z1 pX^1, K_X1_{{S} q is the pull-back morphism.

Proof. It is clear that the condition (C1) in 4.1 holds for g^1. Since e_1 is étale, the morphism h^1 (resp. X^1zZ^1 Ñ S) is universally locally acyclic relatively to F^1 (resp. F^1|_X1_{zZ}1 ). Since e_0 is étale, the morphism X^1zZ^1 Ñ Y^1 is also universally locally acyclic relatively to F^1|_X1_{zZ}1 . So the condition (C3) in 4.1 holds for X^1{Y^1{S and X^1{Y {S. Hence rC^{Z1}_{X1{Y 1{S} pF^1q and rC^{Z1}_{X1{Y {S}pF^1q are well-defined. Now we show rC^{Z1}_{X1{Y 1{S} pF^1q “ rC^{Z1}_{X1{Y {S} pF^1q. Consider the following commutative diagram

(4.15.4)

X^1 X^1

X^1

X^1 ^_Y 1 X^1 X^1 ^_S X^1

X^1 ^_Y X^1

Y^1 Y^1 ^_S Y^1

Y^1 ^_Y Y^1 Y ^_S Y, Y δ^1 δ^1_0δ^21i^1 η^1p^1 f^1^f^1 p^2i_2 e_0 δ^1γ^0 e^0^e^0 γ_1 δ

where squares and parallelograms are cartesian. Since e_0 : Y^1 Ñ Y is étale, the diagonal morphism γ_0 : Y^1 Ñ Y^1 ^_Y Y^1 is an open immersion. So is its base change η^1 : X^1 ^_Y 1 X^1 Ñ X^1 ^_Y X^1. For X{Y {S, we have the diagram (4.10.1). Similar for X^1{Y^1{S and X^1{Y {S. Since γ_0 is an open immersion and that e_0 ^ e_0 is étale, we have isomorphisms pf^1e_0q^˚δ^!Λ » f^{1˚}e^˚_0 δ^!Λ » f^{1˚}γ^˚_0 γ_1^!Λ » f^{1˚}δ^{1!}Λ and δ^{1˚}_1 pF^1 b^L_Y 1 D_X1_{{Y} 1 pF^1qq » δ^{2˚}_1 pF^1 b^L_Y D_X1_{{Y} pF^1qq. Similarly, one can check objects in the diagram (4.10.1) for X^1{Y^1{S are isomorphic to that for X^1{Y {S. This proves that rC^{Z1}_{X1{Y 1{S}pF^1q “ rCZ^1_{X1{Y {S} pF 1q.

Consider the diagram (4.10.1). Since its pull-back by e^˚_1 is isomorphic to the diagram for X^1{Y {S, therefore e^˚_1 rC^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq “ rC^{Z1}_{X1{Y {S}pF^1q.

Now assume the condition (C2) in 4.1 holds for Z^1{X^1{Y {S. Since K_Z1_{{Y} 1 “ K_Z1_{{Y} , thus the condition (C2) also holds for Z^1{X^1{Y^1{S and C^{Z1}_{X1{Y 1{S} pF^1q is well-defined. Now (4.15.3) follows from (4.15.2). □

4.16. At last, we show that the non-acyclicity class is compatible with specialization map. Consider a commutative diagram in Sch_S : Z Ø ¨_τ //

X^f //

h ØØ? ?? ?? ?? ? Y, g ¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ S (4.16.1)

where τ is a closed immersion and g is a smooth morphism. Let η be a geometric point of S above a point η P S. Let s Ð η be a specialization map of geometric points of S. Applying Ψ_{X{S} : D^`pX_η, Λq Ñ D^`pX_s, Λq to the distinguished triangle K_{Xs{Ys} Ñ K_{Xs{s} Ñ K_{Xs{Ys{s}^{`1}ÝÝÑ, we obtain a commutative diagram

Ψ_{X{S}pK_{Xη {Yη} q //

(3.17.2) fflffl Ψ_{X{S} pK_{Xη {η}q

(3.17.2) fflffl

// Ψ_{X{S}pK_{Xη {Yη {η}q^{`1} //

fflffl K_{Xs{Ys} // K_{Xs{s} // K_{Xs{Ys{s}^{`1} // . (4.16.2)

The morphism Ψ_{X{S} pK_{Xη {Yη{η}q Ñ K_{Xs{Ys{s} induces the following specialization maps H^0_{Zη} pX_η, K_{Xη {Yη {η}q fflffl sp // H^0_{Zs} pX_s, K_{Xs{Ys{s}q

fflffl H^0pX_η , K_{Xη {Yη {η}q^{sp} // H^0pX_s, K_{Xs{Ys{s}q.

(4.16.3)

Proposition 4.17. Under the notation and assumptions in 4.16. Assume that S is the spectrum of a henselian valuation ring with the generic point η and a geometric closed point s. Let F P D_{ctf} pX_η , Λq such that f_η presp. f_sq is universally locally acyclic relatively to F presp. Ψ_{X{S} pFqq outside Z_η presp. Z_sq. Then we have spp rC^{Zη}_{Xη {Yη{η}pFqq “ rC^{Zs}_{Xs{Ys{s}pΨ_{X{S} pFqq. (4.17.1)

If moreover H^0pZ_t, K_{Zt{Yt} q “ 0 and H^1pZ_t, K_{Zt{Yt} q “ 0 for t P ts, ηu, then we have sppC^{Zη}_{Xη {Yη{η}pFqq “ C^{Zs}_{Xs{Ys{s}pΨ_{X{S} pFqq. In particular, if F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that h is universally locally acyclic relatively to F and that f_η presp. f_sq is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{Xη} presp. F|_{Xs} q outside Z_η presp. Z_sq, then Ψ_{X{S}pF|_{Xη} q » F|_{Xs} and hence spp rC^{Zη}_{Xη {Yη{η}pF|_{Xη} qq “ rC^{Zs}_{Xs{Ys{s}pF|_{Xs} q. (4.17.2)

Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram X_η˙¨

δ_1 fflffl l X_η˙¨

δ_0 fflffl X_η ^_{Yη} X_η^i // fflffl

// X_η ^ X_η f^f fflffl Y_η^δ // Y_η ^ Y_η. l

(4.17.3)

We have a similar diagram for the fiber over s and denote the corresponding morphisms with primes, for example δ^1 : Y_s Ñ Y_s ^ Y_s. Now the equality (4.17.1) results from the following commutative diagram (Ψ_X “ Ψ_{X{S})

Ψ_X pΛ_{Xη} q // Ψ_X pδ^˚_1 i^!pF b_η D_{Xη {η} pFqqq

fflffl

//_{ΨX pKXη {η q}

fflffl zzvvv vvv vvv Λ // BB� � � � δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}pΨ_X pFq b_s D_{Xs{s}pΨ_X pFqqq

fflffl

//_{KXs{s}

fflffl Ψ_X pδ^˚_1 δ^△pF b_η D_{Xη {η} pFqq // Ψ_X pK_{Xη {Yη {η} q

zzvvv vvv vvv δ^{1˚}_1 δ^{1△}pΨ_X pFq b_s D_{Xs {s}pΨ_X pFqqq // K_{Xs{Ys{s},

(4.17.4)

where the upper face is commutative by (3.20.6) (see also [16, Corollary 3.10]). □

5. Fibration formula Inspired by the induction formula for the characteristic classes (cf. [26, Proposition 5.3.7] and Theorem 6.5), we prove the following fibration formula.

Theorem 5.1 (Fibration formula). Under the notation and conditions (C1)-(C3) in 4.1, we have C_{X{S} pFq “ δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq ` C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq in H^0pX, K_{X{S} q,

(5.1.1) where δ^! : H^0pX, K_{X{Y} q ÝÑ H^0pX, K_{X{S} q is defined in (3.13.1). For the definition of C_{X{Y} pFq, we refer to 3.5.

When g : Y Ñ S is smooth of relative dimension r. Note that K_{X{Y} » K_{X{S} b f^˚δ^!Λ by Proposition 2.7.(2). The cup product with c_rpf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {S} q defines a map (cf. (2.9.3)) H^0pX, K_{X{Y} q^{crpf} ˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {S} q

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(5.1.2) Applying Lemma 2.10 to the cartesian diagram (4.2.1), we get δ^! “ c_rpf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {S}q. Then (5.1.1) can be rewritten as C_{X{S} pFq “ c_rpf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {S}q X C_{X{Y} pFq ` C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq in H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(5.1.3)

In the case where S “ Speck and X “ Y is a smooth scheme over a field k. Since id : XzZ Ñ XzZ is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} , the cohomology sheaves of F|_{XzZ} are locally constant on XzZ. In this case, the class C^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq is the Abbes-Saito’s localized characteristic class [1, Definition 5.2.1] and (5.1.1) follows from [1, Proposition 5.2.3].

5.2. Theorem 5.1 will follows from Proposition 5.9 later. Let us explain the main idea of the proof. Let U “ XzZ. Theorem 3.13 implies that C_{X{S} pFq ´ δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq is zero in H^0pU, K_{U{S} q. From the exact sequence H^{´1}pU, K_{U{S} q Ñ H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q^{τ˚}ÝÑ H^0pX, K_{X{S} q Ñ H^0pU, K_{U{S} q,

(5.2.1) we have C_{X{S} pFq ´ δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq P Impτ_˚q. The lifting of C_{X{S}pFq ´ δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq to H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q may not be unique. In order to overcome this problem, we enhance the construction of C_{X{S} and C^Z_{X{Y {S} to 8-categorical level. Then we will construct an intermediate element L^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq together with a coherent commutative diagram (cf. (5.9.1)) Λ C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq uukkkk kkkk kkkk kkkk L^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq fflffl Λ C_{X{S} pFq´δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq fflffl τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S} τ_˚K_{Z{S} oo // K_{X{S} .

(5.2.2)

Since H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {S}q » H^0pZ, K_{Z{S} q, the diagram (5.2.2) implies the equality (5.1.1). We don’t know how to construct such a commutative diagram (5.2.2) without using 8-categories.

5.3. Let us recall a result in 8-category, which will be used in constructing the element L^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq and the diagram (5.2.2). Let C be a stable 8-category. Let E Ď FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, Cq be the full sub- 8-category spanned by cofiber sequences in C. Let θ : E Ñ FunpΔ^1, Cq be the functor sending a cofiber sequence P Ñ Q Ñ R to Q Ñ R. By [18, Remark 1.1.1.7], the functor θ is a trivial Kan fibration.

Consider a commutative diagram in C between cofiber sequences P // Q // fflffl R fflffl P^1 // Q^1 // R^1,

(5.3.1)

We view the right square as a 1-simplex Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1, Cq. Since θ is a trivial Kan fibration, there is a lifting Δ^1 Ñ E, which is unique up to a contractible space, making the following diagram

(5.3.2)

BΔ^1 // fflffl E θfflffl Δ^1 //

66ll ll ll FunpΔ^1, Cq.

commutes. Thus there is a morphism P Ñ P^1 making the diagram

(5.3.3)

P // fflfflØ Ø Q // fflffl R fflffl P^1 // Q^1 // R^1 into a commutative diagram in C.

Now for a commutative diagram (for solid arrows) between three cofiber sequences

(5.3.4)

P // fflfflØ Ø

� � � � � � Q // fflffl � � � � � R fflffl � � � � � � P^1 // zzt t t Q^1 // zzttt ttt R^1 zzttt ttt P^2 // Q^2 // R^2

By the above discussion, we may find the dotted arrows P P^1, P P^2 and P^1 P^2 such that any of the three lateral faces of the triangular prism (5.3.4) are commutative. We claim that the triangle P ––w w w w fflfflØ Ø P^2 P^1 oo˙ ˙˙

(5.3.5)

formed by dashed arrows in (5.3.4) is also commutative. Indeed the right small triangular prism in (5.3.4) defines a 2-simplex Δ^2 Ñ FunpΔ^1, Cq, again by the triviality of θ, there is a lifting Δ^2 Ñ E making

(5.3.6)

BΔ^2 // fflffl E θfflffl Δ^2 //

66ll ll ll FunpΔ^1, Cq.

into a commutative diagram. This proves the claim. Note that if C is only a triangulated category, even though we may still find the dotted arrows P P^1, P P^2 and P^1 P^2 such that any of the three lateral faces of the triangular prism (5.3.4) are commutative, but the diagram (5.3.5) may not commute.

5.4. In order to handle the difference C_{X{S} ´ δ^!C_{X{Y} and construct triangular prisms (5.3.4), we formulate the following fact. Let C be a stable 8-category. Consider two commutative diagrams in C (viewed as maps Δ^1 ^ Λ^2_1 Ñ C):

P^{g1} // f fflffl P^1

f^1 fflffl P^{g1} // h fflffl P^1

f^1 fflffl Q^g // r fflffl Q^1

r^1fflffl

Q^g // r fflffl Q^1

r^1fflffl

R^s // R^1, R^s // R^1.

(5.4.1)

We extend them to triangular prisms (viewed as maps Δ^1 ^ Δ^2 Ñ C)

P^{g1} // f fflffl rf

˝˝—— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— — P 1 f^1 fflffl r^1f^1

˝˝–– –– –– –– –– –– –– –– P^{g1} // h fflffl rh

˝˝–– –– –– –– –– –– –– –– – P 1 f^1 fflffl r^1f^1

˝˝–– –– –– –– –– –– –– –– Q_g // r vvnnnn nnnn nnnn nn Q^1

r^1

vvmmmm mmmm mmmm m Q g // r vvmmmm mmmm mmmm mm Q^1

r^1

vvmmmm mmmm mmmm m R_s // R^1, R_s // R^1,

(5.4.2)

which define the compositions rf, rh and r^1f^1. Then we have commutative diagrams in C P // f´h fflffl 0 fflffl P // f´h fflffl rf´rh ˝˝—— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— 0 fflffl

˝˝–– –– –– –– –– –– –– –– – Q_g // Q^1, Q_g // r vvmmm mmm mmm mmm m Q^1,

r^1

vvmmmm mmmm mmmm m R_s // R^1

(5.4.3)

which depend on (5.4.1) and (5.4.2) respectively. Indeed, the diagram (5.4.1) gives a homotopy fg » hg, thus P^{f´h}ÝÝÑ Q^gÝÑ Q^1 is homotopic to zero. This determines the left diagram in (5.4.3).

More precisely, it can be constructed as follows. We denote the composition Q ‘ Q » Q > Q^{can}ÝÝÑ Q still by can. The cofiber sequence P^{pid,´idq}ÝÝÝÝÝÑ P ‘ P^{can}ÝÝÑ P is defined by a pull-back square P pid,´idq fflffl

// 0 fflffl P ‘ P^{can} // P,

(5.4.4)

which is also a push-out square. The morphism g^1 : P Ñ P^1 induces a commutative diagram P pid,´idq fflffl

g1 ((RRR

RRRR

RR //^0 &&LL LLL LL

fflffl P^1 //

pid,´idq fflffl

0

fflffl P ‘ P^{can} //

pg1 ,g1q ((Q

QQQQ

Q^P_g1 %%KK KKK K P^1 ‘ P^{1 can} // P^1 .

(5.4.5)

The morphism P^{f´h}ÝÝÑ Q is the composition P^{pid,´idq}ÝÝÝÝÝÑ P ‘ P^{pf,hq}ÝÝÝÑ Q ‘ Q^{can}ÝÝÑ Q. Then the left diagram in (5.4.3) is defined by the following commutative diagram P pid,´idq fflffl

g1 &&NN NNN NN //^0 !!C CCC C

fflffl P^1 //

pid,´idq fflffl

0

fflffl P ‘ P

pf,hq fflffl can //

pg1 ,g1 q &&M MMM M^P g^1 !!B BBB P^1 ‘ P^1

pf 1 ,f 1 q fflffl can //_P 1

fflffl Q ‘ Q

can fflffl pg,gq &&M MMM M Q^1 ‘ Q^1

can fflffl can //_Q1 Q g &&MM MMM MM Q^1 Q^1 .

(5.4.6)

The right diagram in (5.4.3) is defined to be the following commutative diagram

(5.4.7)

P P^1 0

P ‘ P P^1 ‘ P^1 P^1

R R^1 0

Q ‘ Q Q^1 ‘ Q^1 Q^1

R ‘ R R^1 ‘ R^1 R^1

Q Q^1 Q^1

R R^1 R^1.

g1 pid,´idq pid,´idq pg1 ,g1 qcan pr,rqpg,gqcan can can can “

5.5. In order to construct prisms (5.4.2) in our setting (cf. 5.9), we first give a coherent commutative cube in Lemma 5.6 below. Let Corr^b_S “ Corr^{proper}_{sep;all} pSch_Sq be the symmetric monoidal p8, 2q-category of correspondences (cf. [10, Part III]). Let D : Corr^b_S Ñ Cat_8 be a 6-functor formalism of étale sheaves of Λ-modules on schemes over S. Consider a commutative diagram in Sch_S

U^1

δ^1 fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø^r 1 // j^1_1

xxrrr rrr r V^1

δ^1_0 fflffl j^1_0

yysss sss U_r //

δ_1 fflffl

V δ_0 fflffl W^1_{i1} //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙

j_1 yys s s T^1

j_0

yyttt ttt W_i // T,

(5.5.1)

where each square face is cartesian. Let F and G be two constructible objects in the stable 8- category DpT q. Recall that we have a canonical morphism (cf. (2.1.3))

c_{i,F,G} “ c_{i,id,F,G} : i^˚F b^L i^!G ÝÑ i^!pF b^L Gq

(5.5.2)

defined by

i^˚F b^L i^!G^{adj}ÝÝÑ i^!i_!pi^˚F b^L i^!Gq^{proj.formula}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ » i^!pF b^L i_!i^!Gq^{adj}ÝÝÑ i^!pF b^L Gq.

(5.5.3)

There is a commutative diagram for the face UV W T in (5.5.1)

δ^˚_1 pi^˚F b^L i^!Gq^{(5.5.2)} //

δ^˚_1 i^!Ñr^!δ^˚_0 b.c fflffl δ^˚_1 i^!pF b^L Gq

δ^˚_1 i^!Ñr^!δ^˚_0 b.c fflffl r^˚δ^˚_0 F b^L r^!δ^˚_0 G^{(5.5.2)}// r^!pδ^˚_0 F b^L δ^˚_0 Gq.

(5.5.4)

Similarly for the face U^1V^1W^1T^1 in (5.5.1), we have a commutative diagram

δ^{1˚}_1 pi^{1˚}j^˚_0 F b^L i^{1!}j^˚_0 Gq^{(5.5.2)} //

δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}Ñr^{1!}δ^{1˚}_0 b.c fflffl δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}pj^˚_0 F b^L j^˚_0 Gq

δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}Ñr^{1!}δ^{1˚}_0 b.c fflffl r^{1˚}δ^{1˚}_0 j^˚_0 F b^L r^{1!}δ^{1˚}_0 j^˚_0 G^{(5.5.2)}// r^{1!}pδ^{1˚}_0 j^˚_0 F b^L δ^{1˚}_0 j^˚_0 Gq.

(5.5.5)

Lemma 5.6. Consider the commutative diagram (5.5.1). Let F and G be two constructible objects in the stable 8-category DpT q. We have a coherent commutative diagram Δ^1 ^ Δ^1 ^ Δ^1 Ñ DpU^1q:

j^{1˚}_1 δ^˚_1 pi^˚F b^L i^!Gq //

fflfflØ Ø Ø b.crrffffff j^{1˚}_1 δ^˚_1 i^!pF b^L Gq

fflffl b.cssffffff δ^{1˚}_1 pi^{1˚}j^˚_0 F b^L i^{1!}j^˚_0 Gq //

fflffl δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}pj^˚_0 F b^L j^˚_0 Gq

fflffl j^{1˚}_1 r^˚δ^˚_0 F b^L j^{1˚}_1 r^!δ^˚_0 G //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ b.crrf f f j^{1˚}_1 r^!pδ^˚_0 F b^L δ^˚_0 Gq b.cssffffff r^{1˚}δ^{1˚}_0 j^˚_0 F b^L r^{1!}δ^{1˚}_0 j^˚_0 G // r^{1!}pδ^{1˚}_0 j^˚_0 F b^L δ^{1˚}_0 j^˚_0 Gq.

(5.6.1)

In the proof, we will use a result of the exponentiation of cocartesian fibrations [17, Proposition 3.1.2.1]. Let E Ñ C be a cocartesian fibration and K a simplicial set. Then FunpK, Eq Ñ FunpK, Cq is a cocartesian fibration. An edge f^eÝÑ f^1 in FunpK, Eq is a cocartesian edge (for the fibration

FunpK, Eq Ñ FunpK, Cq) if and only if for any vertex v P K, fpvq^{epvq}ÝÝÑ f^1pvq is a cocartesian edge in E (for the fibration E Ñ C).

The following proof is due to Jiangnan Xiong. The main idea is to give a universal characterization of c_{i,F,G} by using cocartesian/cartesian edges.

Proof. We recall some standard construction. By unstraightening, we have a cocartesian fibration C^b_{S,Λ} Ñ Corr^b_S . In the following, we will denote a correspondence

C // fflffl X Y (5.6.2)

simply by Y Ð C Ñ X. Objects in Corr^b_S are given by pX_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , X_nq with n ě 0 and X_i P Sch_S . Objects in C^b_{S,Λ} are given by pX_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , X_n; F_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , F_nq with F_i P DpX_iq. We have an equivalence

DpX_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , X_nq^»ÝÑ nź i“1 DpX_iq. (5.6.3)

Let xny “ t˚, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu. A morphism f : pX_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , X_nq Ñ pY_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Y_mq in Corr^b_S is given by a map α : xny Ñ xmy together with a correspondence for any 1 ď j ď m:

Y_j C_j^{fj “pfjiq} // g_j oo ś

iPα^{´1}pjq X_i. (5.6.4)

The functor Dpfq :^n ś i“1 DpX_iq Ñ^m ś j“1 DpY_jq sends pF_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , F_nq to pG_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , G_mq with

G_j “ g_{j!}f^˚_j pb_{iPα}´1_{pjq}F_iq “ g_{j!}pb_{iPα}´1_{pjq}f^˚_{ji}F_iq.

(5.6.5) We have a cocartesian edge (of the fibration C^b_{S,Λ} Ñ Corr^b_S ) above f pX_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , X_n; F_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , F_nq Ñ pY_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Y_m; G_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , G_mq, where G_i is defined by (5.6.5). If m “ n and α : xny Ñ xmy is the identity, then the functor Dpfq : nź i“1 DpX_iq Ñ nź i“1 DpY_iq; pF_iq ÞÑ pg_{i!}f^˚_i F_iq, (5.6.6)

admits a right adjoint nź i“1 DpY_iq Ñ nź i“1 DpX_iq; pG_iq ÞÑ pf_{i˚}g^!_iG_iq.

(5.6.7)

In this case, there exists a locally cartesian lifting over such an edge f : pX_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , X_nq Ñ pY_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Y_nq (cf. the dual version of [17, Corollary 5.2.2.5]).

Now we back to the proof of Lemma 5.6. For convenience, we will use the arrow ãÑ (resp. ↠) to indicate a locally cartesian edge (resp. cocartesian edge). We first give a universal characterization of c_{i,F,G} . Indeed, we have a commutative diagram in Corr^b_S : pW q pW q fflffl pT, W q // OO pT, T q // pT q,

(5.6.8) where pT, W q Ñ pW q is given by the correspondence W “ W^{pi,idq}ÝÝÝÑ T ^_S W , pW q Ñ pT q is given by the correspondence T^iÐÝ W “ W , pT, W q Ñ pT, T q is given by pT “ T “ T, T^iÐÝ W “ W q and pT, T q Ñ pT q is given by T “ T^{diag}ÝÝÑ T ^_S T . The two compositions

pT, W q Ñ pW q “ pW q Ñ pT q and pT, W q Ñ pT, T q Ñ pT q

are both given by the correspondence T^iÐÝ W^{pi,idq}ÝÝÝÑ T ^_S W . Then we can characterize c_{i,F,G} by using the following lifting problem above (5.6.8):

pW ; i^˚F b^L i^!Gq

c^1

++XXX XXX XXX XXX X c_{i,F,G} //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙

pW ; i^!pF b^L Gqq ¨˙ cartesian edge fflffl pT, W ; F, i^!GqØ ¨ //

cocartesian edge

OOOO pT, T ; F, Gq // // pT, F b^L Gq, (5.6.9)

Indeed, the lifting c^1 exists by the property of cocartesian edges (cf. [17, 2.4.1.1]) and c_{i,F,G} is the unique morphism (up to a contractible space) making (5.6.9) commutative by the property of cartesian edges.

Let h_0 “ δ_0j^1_0 and h_1 “ δ_1j^1. Let M_1 : Δ^0 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q be the commutative diagram pT, T ; F, Gq )) ))SSSS

SSSS

SSSS SS fflfflfflffl

// // pT^1, T^1; j^˚_0 F, j^˚_0 Gq

fflfflfflffl pV, V ; δ^˚_0 F, δ^˚_0 Gq // // pV^1, V^1; h^˚_0 F, h^˚_0 Gq,

(5.6.10)

which is above the following commutative diagram in Corr^b_S :

pT, T q^{T 1“T 1ÑT} // V “V ÑT fflffl pT^1, T^1q

V^1“V^1ÑT^1 fflffl pV, V q^{V 1“V 1ÑV} // pV^1, V^1q.

(5.6.11)

Consider the following commutative diagram

pT, W q //

fflffl ’’OOO pT, T q

fflfflØ Ø Ø // ’’OOO pT q

fflfflØ Ø Ø $$HHH pT^1, W^1q fflffl

// pT^1, T^1q

fflffl

// pT^1q

fflffl pV, Uq //˙˙˙˙˙˙

’’OOO pV, V q ’’OO

//˙˙˙˙˙˙ pV q $$HH pV^1, U^1q // pV^1, V^1q // pV^1q.

(5.6.12)

We denote the left cubic diagram in (5.6.12) by N_{01} : Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, Corr^b_S q, and the right cubic diagram by N_{12} : Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, Corr^b_S q. We can extend M_1 to a locally cartesian edge M_{01} : Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q above N_{01}, and extend M_1 to a cocartesian edge M_{12} : Δ^1 Ñ

FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q above N_{12}. Now M_{01} and M_{12} give the following commutative diagram in C^b_{S,Λ}: pT, W ; F, i^! GqØ ¨ //

fflffl ++VVVV V^{pT, T ; F, Gq} fflfflØ Ø Ø // // **VVVV

V^{pT ; F bL Gq} fflfflØ Ø Ø **VVVV V pT^1, W^1 ; j^˚_0 F, i^{1!}j^˚_0 Gq

fflffl

Ø ¨ //_{pT 1 , T 1; j˚0 F, j˚0 Gq}

fflffl

// //_{pT} 1_{; j}˚_{0 F b j}˚_{0 Gq}

fflffl pV, U; δ^˚_0 F, r^!δ^˚_0 GqØ

¨ //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙

++VVVVV

pV, V ; δ^˚_0 F, δ^˚_0 Gq

**VVV

// //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙_{pV ; δ}˚_{0 F b}L_δ˚_{0 Gq} **VVVVV

pV^1, U^1; h^˚_0 F, r^{1!}h^˚_0 GqØ

¨ //_{pV 1, V 1; h˚0 F, h˚0 Gq} // //_{pV 1 ; h˚0 F bL h˚0 Gq.}

(5.6.13)

We denote the composite cuboid by E : Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q, where Ep0q is the left most face of (5.6.13) and Ep1q is the right most face of (5.6.13). Consider the following commutative diagram

pT, W q //

fflffl ’’OOO pW q

fflfflØ Ø Ø // $$II pT q

fflfflØ Ø Ø $$HHH pT^1, W^1q fflffl

// pW^1q

fflffl

// pT^1q

fflffl pV, Uq //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙

’’OOO pUq $$I I //˙˙˙˙˙ pV q

$$HH pV^1, U^1q // pU^1q // pV^1q.

(5.6.14)

We denote the left cubic diagram in (5.6.14) by L : Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, Corr^b_S q, and the right cubic diagram by R : Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, Corr^b_S q. We can extend Ep0q to be a cocartesian edge A : Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q above L, and extend Ep1q to a locally cartesian edge B : Δ^1 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q above R. As E and A has a common vertex, they define a diagram γ : Λ^2_0 ÝÑ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q, where γ|_Δt0,1u “ A and γ|_Δt0,2u “ E. Since A is a cocartesian edge of the cocartesian fibration FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, Corr^b_S q, we can extend γ to a diagram γ : Δ^2 Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q. Now γ|_Δt1,2u and B have a common vertex, and they define a diagram σ : Λ^2_1 ÝÑ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q, where σ|_Δt0,1u “ γ|_Δt1,2u and σ|_Δt1,2u “ B. Since B is a locally cartesian edge of the fibration FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q Ñ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, Corr^b_S q, we can extend σ to a diagram σ : Δ^2 ÝÑ FunpΔ^1 ^ Δ^1, C^b_{S,Λ}q. Now σ|_Δt0,2u gives the commutative diagram (5.6.1) by the universal characterization (5.6.9). □

5.7. Consider the notation and assumptions in 5.1. Let D : Corr^b_S Ñ Cat_8 be a lax symmetric monoidal functor which gives a 6-functor formalism of étale sheaves of Λ-modules. Using this 6- functor formalism, we can extend the definitions of C_{X{S} (cf. (3.7.4) and (5.7.5)) and C^Z_{X{Y {S} (cf. 4.5 and (5.7.9)) to objects in the stable 8-category DpXq satisfying universally locally acyclicity conditions^4. We can also enhance the functor δ^Δ (cf. 2.11) and upgrade (4.2.5) to be a cofiber sequence in DpXq. Some commutative diagrams in Section 2 and Section 3 can be upgraded to coherent commutative diagrams in stable 8-categories, for example, (3.13.9) and (4.10.1).

In the following, we fix an object F P DpXq such that XzZ Ñ Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} and that h : X Ñ S is universally locally acyclic relatively to F. Let j : U “ XzZ Ñ X be the open immersion and τ : Z Ñ X the closed immersion. We put H_S “ RHom_{X^S X} ppr^˚_2 F, pr^!_1Fq, T_S “ F b^L_S D_{X{S} pFq,

(5.7.1) H^1_S “ RHom_{U^SU} ppr^˚_2 j^˚F, pr^!_1j^˚Fq, T^1_S “ j^˚F b^L_S D_{U{S} pj^˚Fq.

(5.7.2)

4Let C_{S,Λ} Ñ Corr_S be the unstraightening of D : Corr_S Ñ Cat_8. A morphism X Ñ S is universally locally acyclic relatively to an object F P DpXq if and only if pX, Fq is dualisable in the symmetric monoidal 8-category CS,Λ (cf. [16, Theorem 2.16]).

Let i^1 : U ^_Y U Ñ U ^_S U be the closed immersion and f^1 “ f|_U . Let δ^1_0 : U Ñ U ^_S U and δ^1 : U Ñ U ^_Y U be the diagonal morphisms. For later convenience, we form the following commutative diagram (cf. (4.2.1)) U δ^1 fflfflØ Ø Ø ØH h j uukkkk kkkk kkkk U δ^1_0 fflffl

H h j uukkkk kkkk kkkk X

f δ_1 fflffl

X δ_0 fflffl U ^_Y U_{i1} //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ j^j uuk k k k

p^1 vv ȷ fi � � y s o

U ^_S U j^j uullll lll

f^1^f^1 xx X ^_Y X^i // p fflffl X ^_S X f^f fflffl Y_δ // Y ^_S Y.

(5.7.3)

Applying τ_˚τ^! Ñ id Ñ j_˚j^˚ to the cofiber sequence K_{X{Y}^{δ!}ÝÑ K_{X{S} Ñ K_{X{Y {S} (cf. (4.2.5)), we get the following commutative diagram τ_˚K_{Z{Y} fflffl // K_{X{Y} fflffl // j_˚K_{U{Y} fflffl τ_˚K_{Z{S} //

(4.2.5) fflffl K_{X{S} //

(4.2.5) fflffl j_˚K_{U{S} (4.2.5) fflffl τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S} // K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S} ,

(5.7.4)

where all the rows and columns are cofiber sequences. By the assumption on F, we have morphisms C_{X{S}pFq : Λ Ñ K_{X{S} and C_{U{Y} pFq : Λ Ñ K_{U{Y} . More precisely, the morphism C_{X{S}pFq is defined by the following composition^5

Λ^{id}ÝÑ RHompF, Fq^{(3.1.5)}ÝÝÝÝÑ_» δ^!_0H_S^{(3.1.3)}ÐÝÝÝÝ_» δ^!_0T_S ÝÑ δ^˚_0 T_S^{ev}ÝÑ K_{X{S} .

(5.7.5)

Let C_{X{Y {S}pFq be the following composition (cf. (4.10.1))

Λ Ñ δ^!_0H_S^»ÐÝ δ^!_0T_S » δ^!_1i^!T_S ÝÑ δ^˚_1 i^!T_S Ñ δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S^{b.c}ÝÝÑ δ^Δδ^˚_0 T_S^{ev}ÝÑ δ^ΔK_{X{S} “ K_{X{Y {S} .

(5.7.6)

Similar for C_{U{Y {S} pF|_U q. We have a commutative diagram

Λ // C_{X{Y {S} pFq fflffl j_˚Λ

C_{U{Y {S} pF|_U q fflffl // j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 δ^ΔT^1_S » 0

ttiiiii iiiii i K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S},

(5.7.7)

where δ^{1˚}_1 δ^ΔT^1_S » 0 by (2.7.4) since U Ñ Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_U .

5In an 8-category, the composition of two maps is well-defined up to a contractible space.

Applying τ_˚τ^! Ñ id Ñ j_˚j^˚ to (5.7.6), we get a commutative diagram between cofiber sequences τ_˚τ^!Λ fflffl // Λ fflffl // j_˚Λ fflffl τ_˚τ^!δ^˚_1 i^!T_S // fflffl δ^˚_1 i^!T_S // fflffl j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}T^1_S fflffl τ_˚τ^!δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S^» // fflffl δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S // fflffl j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 δ^ΔT^1_S » 0 fflffl τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S} // K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S}.

(5.7.8)

Note that the non-acyclicity class C^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq is the composition (cf. 4.5) Λ Ñ δ^˚_1 i^!T_S Ñ δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S^»ÐÝ τ_˚τ^!δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S Ñ τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S}

(5.7.9) and (5.7.8) gives the following commutative diagram between cofiber sequences Λ C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq fflffl Λ C_{X{Y {S} pFq fflffl // j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 δ^ΔT^1_S » 0 fflffl τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S} // K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S} .

(5.7.10)

5.8. In the following, let us construct the required element L^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq. We denote by MappΛ, K_{X{S} q “ Map_{DpXq}pΛ, K_{X{S} q the mapping space whose π_0 is H^0pX, K_{X{S} q. Since π_0pMappΛ, K_{X{Y} qq » π_0pMappΛ, K_{U{Y} qq, there is a morphism C_{X{Y} pFq : Λ Ñ K_{X{Y} with a commutative diagram Λ C_{X{Y} pFq fflffl // j_˚Λ C_{U{Y} pFq fflffl K_{X{Y} // j_˚K_{U{Y} .

(5.8.1)

Let δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq be the composition Λ^{CX{Y pFq}ÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ K_{X{Y} ÝÑ K_{X{S} . We put d_{X{Y {S} pFq “ C_{X{S}pFq´ δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq. Since we have a commutative diagram (3.13.9) in DpUq, we have δ^!C_{U{Y} pFq » C_{U{S}pFq. Consider the following two commutative diagrams in DpXq: Λ // C_{X{S} pFq fflffl j_˚Λ C_{U{S} pFq fflffl Λ //

δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq fflffl j_˚Λ

δ^!C_{U{Y} pFq»C_{U{S} pFq fflffl K_{X{S} // j_˚K_{U{S} , K_{X{S} // j_˚K_{U{S} .

(5.8.2)

The composition Λ^{dX{Y {S pFq}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ K_{X{S} ÝÑ j_˚K_{U{S} is homotopic to zero and we have a commutative diagram by (5.4.3) Λ d_{X{Y {S} pFq fflffl // 0 fflffl K_{X{S} // j_˚K_{U{S}.

(5.8.3)

By 5.3, there exists a morphism L^Z_{X{Y {S}pFq : Λ Ñ τ_˚K_{Z{S} making Λ L^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq fflfflØ Ø Λ_d X{Y {S pFq fflffl // 0 fflffl τ_˚K_{Z{S} // K_{X{S} // j_˚K_{U{S}

(5.8.4)

into a commutative diagram in DpXq. Even though the morphism L^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq : Λ Ñ τ_˚K_{Z{S} may depends on the extension C_{X{Y} pFq of C_{U{Y} pFq, we have the following result. Proposition 5.9. Under the notation and assumptions in 5.1, we have a commutative diagram Λ C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq tthhhhh hhhhh hhhhh_{LZ} X{Y {S pFq fflffl Λ C_{X{S} pFq´δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq fflffl τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S} τ_˚K_{Z{S} oo // K_{X{S} .

(5.9.1)

In particular, the composition Λ^L Z X{Y {S pFq ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ τ_˚K_{Z{S} Ñ τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S} is homotopic to C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq, which is independent of the choice of C_{X{Y} pFq. From (5.9.1), we get the following equality: C_{X{S} pFq “ δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq ` C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq in H^0pX, K_{X{S} q.

(5.9.2)

Theorem 5.1 follows directly from Proposition 5.9.

Proof. Consider the diagram (5.7.3). We have the following commutative diagram (cf. (2.3.3)) δ^˚_1 i^˚T_S b^L f^˚δ^!Λ // »fflffl δ^˚_1 i^!T_S // b.cfflffl δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S b.cfflffl δ^˚_0 T_S b^L f^˚δ^!Λ

evfflffl

// δ^˚_0 T_S // ev fflffl δ^Δδ^˚_0 T_S evfflffl K_{X{S} b^L f^˚δ^!Λ // K_{X{S} // δ^ΔK_{X{S} “ K_{X{Y {S},

(5.9.3)

where rows are cofiber sequences. By (2.11.7), we can factor δ^˚_1 i^˚T_S b f^˚δ^!Λ Ñ δ^˚_1 i^!T_S by δ^˚_1 i^˚T_S b f^˚δ^!Λ “ δ^˚_1 i^˚T_S b δ^˚_1 p^˚δ^!Λ^{b.c}ÝÝÑ δ^˚_1 i^˚T_S b δ^˚_1 i^!Λ Ñ δ^˚_1 i^!T_S.

(5.9.4) Applying id^{adj}ÝÝÑ j_˚j^˚ to the top left square in (5.9.3), we get the left commutative cube in the following commutative diagram

δ^˚_1 i^˚ T_S b f^˚δ^!Λ // fflfflØ Ø Ø vvmmmm

j_˚ j^˚ pδ^˚_1 i^˚ T_S b f^˚ δ^!Λq

ttiiiii fflfflØ Ø Ø b.c //_{j˚ pδ}^{1˚}_{1 i}^{1˚}_{pj ^ jq}^˚_{TS b f}^{1˚}_δ^!_{Λq}

fflffl ssffffff

δ^˚_1 i^!T_S //

fflffl

j_˚ j^˚ δ^˚_1 i^! T_S^{b.c} //

fflffl

j_˚ δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!} pj ^ jq^˚ T_S

fflffl δ^˚_0 T_S b f^˚δ^!Λ

vvm m m //˙˙˙˙˙˙_{j˚ j}^˚_{pδ}^˚_{0 TS b f}^˚_δ^!_{Λq} tti i i b.c //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙_{j˚ pδ}^{1˚}_{0 pj ^ jq}^˚_{TS b f}^{1˚}_δ^!_{Λq} ssffffff

δ^˚_0 T_S // j_˚ j^˚ δ^˚_0 T_S^{b.c} // j_˚ δ^{1˚}_0 pj ^ jq^˚ T_S ,

(5.9.5)

where the right cube is commutative by Lemma 5.6 and (5.9.4). Applying (cf. (2.3.3)) j_˚pδ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}´q b.c fflffl j_˚pδ^{1˚}_1 i^{1˚} ´ b^Lf^{1˚}δ^!Λq b.c » fflffl oo

j_˚δ^{1˚}_0 ´ j_˚pδ^{1˚}_0 ´ b^Lf^{1˚}δ^!Λq oo (5.9.6) to pj ^ jq^˚T_S^»ÝÑ T^1_S, we get a commutative diagram

j_˚ pδ^{1˚}_1 i^{1˚} pj ^ jq^˚ T_S b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λq fflfflØ Ø Ø rrfffffff

//_{j˚ pδ}^{1˚}_{1 i}^{1˚}_T^1_{S b}^L_f^{1˚}_δ^!_{Λq}

fflffl tthhhhh h j_˚ δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}pj ^ jq^˚ T_S

fflffl

//_{j˚ δ}^{1˚}_{1 i}^{1!}_T^1_S

fflffl j_˚ pδ^{1˚}_0 pj ^ jq^˚ T_S b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λq

rrf f f f

//˙˙˙˙˙˙˙_{j˚ pδ}^{1˚}_{0 T}^1_{S b}^L_f^{1˚}_δ^!_{Λq} tthhhhh h j_˚ δ^{1˚}_0 pj ^ jq^˚ T_S // j_˚ δ^{1˚}_0 T^1_S .

(5.9.7)

Combining (5.9.5) and (5.9.7), we get a commutative diagram

δ^˚_1 i^˚T_S b^L f^˚δ^!Λ //

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø uukkkk kk j_˚pδ^{1˚}_1 i^{1˚}T^1_S b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λq

fflffl tthhhhhh h δ^˚_1 i^!T_S //

fflffl j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}T^1_S

fflffl δ^˚_0 T_S b^L f^˚δ^!Λ uuk k k //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ j_˚pδ^{1˚}_0 T^1_S b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λq tthhhhh hh δ^˚_0 T_S // j_˚δ^{1˚}_0 T^1_S.

(5.9.8)

Applying

j^˚δ^˚_0 T_S b^L ´ // ev fflffl δ^{1˚}_0 T^1_S b^L´ ev fflffl j^˚K_{X{S} b^L ´ // K_{U{S} b^L´

(5.9.9)

to j^˚f^˚δ^!Λ » f^{1˚}δ^!Λ^{b.c}ÝÝÑ Λ, we get the following commutative diagram

j^˚δ^˚_0 T_S b^L j^˚f^˚δ^!Λ ttiiiii ii // ev fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø δ 1˚ 0 T^1_S b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λ uukkkkk k ev fflffl j^˚δ^˚_0 T_S // ev fflffl δ^{1˚}_0 T^1_S ev fflffl j^˚K_{X{S} b^L j^˚f^˚δ^!Λ tti i i //˙˙˙˙˙ K_{U{S} b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λ uullll l j^˚K_{X{S} // K_{U{S} .

(5.9.10)

Taking adjoint, we get the following commutative diagram

δ^˚_0 T_S b^L f^˚δ^!Λ uullll ll // ev fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø j^˚pδ 1˚ 0 T^1_S b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λq ttiiiii i ev fflffl δ^˚_0 T_S // ev fflffl j_˚δ^{1˚}_0 T^1_S ev fflffl K_{X{S} b^L f^˚δ^!Λ vvl l l //˙˙˙˙˙˙ j_˚pK_{U{S} b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λq ttiiii i K_{X{S} // j_˚K_{U{S} .

(5.9.11)

Combining (5.9.8) and (5.9.11), we obtain the following commutative diagram

δ^˚_1 i^˚T_S b^L f^˚δ^!Λ //

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø uukkkk kk j_˚pδ^{1˚}_1 i^{1˚}T^1_S b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λq

fflffl tthhhhh hh δ^˚_1 i^!T_S //

fflffl j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}T^1_S

fflffl K_{X{S} b^L f^˚δ^!Λ uuk k k //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ j_˚pK_{U{S} b^L f^{1˚}δ^!Λq tthhhhhh h K_{X{S} // j_˚K_{U{S}.

(5.9.12)

Consider the cofiber sequences in (5.9.3), the diagram (5.9.12) induces the following commutative diagram (same reason as in (5.3) or apply (5.3) twice)

δ^˚_1 i^!T_S //

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø xxqqq j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}T^1_S

fflffl vvmmm δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S //

fflffl j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 δ^ΔT^1_S

fflffl K_{X{S} xxp p

//˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ j_˚K_{U{S} vvllll K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S} ,

(5.9.13)

which further induces the following commutative diagram between cofiber sequences (cf. (5.7.8))

τ_˚τ^!Λ fflffl // Λ fflffl // j_˚Λ fflffl τ_˚τ^!δ^˚_1 i^!T_S //

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø Ø vvmmmm mm δ^˚_1 i^!T_S //

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø Ø yyrrr rr j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 i^{1!}T^1_S

fflffl vvllll ll τ_˚τ^!δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S^» //

fflffl δ^˚_1 δ^ΔT_S //

fflffl j_˚δ^{1˚}_1 δ^ΔT^1_S » 0

fflffl τ_˚K_{Z{S} vvm m m //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ K_{X{S}

yyr r r //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙ j_˚K_{U{S}

vvllll llll τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S} // K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S} .

(5.9.14)

By (5.9.14), we have a commutative diagram Λ C_{X{S} pFq fflffl

//

C_{X{Y {S} pFq

yysss sss sss sss sss sss sss sss sss j_˚Λ C_{U{S} pFq fflffl C_{U{Y {S} pFq yysss sss sss sss sss sss sss sss ss K_{X{S} //

ttiiiii iiiii iiiii iiiii i j^˚K^{U{S}

ttiiiii iiiii iiiii iiii

K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S}.

(5.9.15)

We have a similar commutative diagram for δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq (note that C_{U{Y {S} pFq » 0) Λ δ^!C_{X{Y} pFq fflffl

//

0

yysss sss sss sss sss sss sss sss sss j_˚Λ

δ^!C_{U{Y} pFq»C_{U{S} pFq fflffl C_{U{Y {S} pFq yysss sss sss sss sss sss sss sss ss K_{X{S} //

ttiiiii iiiii iiiii iiiii i j^˚K^{U{S}

ttiiiii iiiii iiiii iiii

K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S}.

(5.9.16)

By 5.3 and (5.4.3), we get a commutative diagram Λ L^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq fflfflØ Ø Ø C^Z_{X{Y {S} pFq

––xxx xxx xxx xxx xxx xxx xxx xx Λ // d_{X{Y {S} pFq fflffl C_{X{Y {S} pFq ——xx xx xx xx xx xx xx xx xx xx xx x 0 fflffl

——yy yy yy yy yy yy yy yy yy yy yy y τ_˚K_{Z{S} //

uullll llll llll ll K_{X{S} //

vvllll llll llll llll j_˚K_{U{S} vvllll llll llll ll τ_˚τ^!K_{X{Y {S} // K_{X{Y {S} // j_˚K_{U{Y {S} ,

(5.9.17)

which gives the diagram (5.9.1). This finishes the proof of Proposition 5.9. □ 6. Applications: Milnor formula, conductor formula and Saito’s conjecture 6.1. In this section, we assume k is a perfect field of characteristic p ą 0. Let Λ be a finite local ring whose residue field is of characteristic ℓ ‰ p. We first apply the pull-back property of the non-acyclicity classes to prove a cohomological Milnor formula.

Theorem 6.2. Let Y be a smooth curve over k. Let f : X Ñ Y be a separated morphism of finite type and x P |X| a closed point. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that f|_{Xztxu} is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{Xztxu}. Then we have C^{txu}_{X{Y {k}pFq “ ´dimtotRΦ_{x̄}pF, fq in Λ “ H^0_xpX, K_{X{k}q,

(6.2.1) where RΦpF, fq is the complex of vanishing cycles and dimtot “ dim ` Sw is the total dimension.

The above theorem gives a cohomological analogue of the Milnor formula proved by Saito in [20, Theorem 5.9]. Thanks to the cohomological argument, we don’t need the smoothness assumption on X. Before the proof, let us recall Abe’s reformulation of Laumon’s results on local Fourier transform (cf. [2, 6.3]). We choose a non-trivial additive character ψ : F_p Ñ Λ^˚, and let L be the Artin-Schreier sheaf on A^1_{F p} associated with ψ. For any morphism f : X Ñ A^1_{F p} , we denote by Lpfq the pullback f^˚L.

Theorem 6.3 (Laumon). Let T “ pA^1_k q_{p0q} presp. T^1 “ pA^1_k q_{p0}1_qq the henselization with coordinate t presp. t^1q. Let T^{pr1}ÐÝÝ T ^_k T^{1 pr2}ÝÝÑ T^1 be the projections. For any F P D_{ctf} pT, Λq, we have ´dimtotpRΦ¯_0pF, idqq “ dimΨ_{pr2} ppr^˚_1 F b^L L_!pt{t^1qq_p¯_{0,}¯_01_q,

(6.3.1) where L_!pt{t^1q is the zero extension to T ^_k T^1 of Lpt{t^1q on T ^ T^1zT ^ t0^1u. Proof. For convenience, we record the proof given in [2, 6.3]. By applying the reduction map, we may assume that Λ is a field. Let i : t0u ãÑ T be the closed point and j : η ãÑ T the generic point. By [26, 5.2.6], there is a finite extension E of Q_ℓ with residue field Λ and a lift rF_η P D^b_cpη, Eq such that the reduction of rF_η is equal to F_η :“ j^˚F in the Grothendieck group K_0pη, Λq.

Let F^{p0,81q}p´q be the functor of local Fourier transform defined in [15, 2.4.2.3]. By [15, Proposition 2.4.2.2 and Théorème 2.4.3], we have

dimΨ_{pr2} ppr^˚_1 F b^L L_!pt{t^1qq_p¯_{0,}¯_01_q “ dimΨ_{pr2} ppr^˚_1 j_!j^˚F b^L L_!pt{t^1qq_p¯_{0,}¯_01_q ` dimΨ_{pr2} ppr^˚_1 i_˚i^˚F b^L L_!pt{t^1qq_p¯_{0,}¯_01_q “ ´dimF^{p0,81q}p rF_ηq ` dimF¯_0 “ ´dimtotp rF_η q ` dimF¯_0 “ ´dimtotpRΦ¯_0pF, idqq.

(6.3.2)

This finishes the proof. □

6.4. Proof of Theorem 6.2. Let Z “ txu. Since C^Z_{X{Y {k}pFq depends only on a neighborhood of Z by Proposition 4.15, we may shrink X and Y for calculating C^Z_{X{Y {k}pFq. Thus we may assume there is an étale morphism Y Ñ A^1_k . So we can reduce the proof to the case where Y “ A^1_k . Since Z is a finite set of closed points, in order to calculate C^Z_{X{Y {k}pFq, we may further assume that k is algebraically closed.

Now we use the strategy in [3, Theorem 1.6]. Let ft^1 : X ^ A^1_t1^{f^id}ÝÝÝÑ A^1_t ^ A^1_t1^μÝÑ A^1 , where μ is the multiplication morphism. We choose a non-trivial additive character ψ : F_p Ñ Λ^˚, and let L be the Artin-Schreier sheaf on A^1 associated with ψ. Let L_!pμq be the zero extension to A^1_t ^ P^1_t1 of μ^˚L. Let L_!pft^1q be the zero extension to X ^ P^1_t1 of pft^1q^˚L.

We first show that pr_2 : pX ^ P^1_t1 qzpZ ^ 8q Ñ P^1_t1 is universally locally acyclic relatively to pr^˚_1 F b^L L_!pft^1q. By [15, Théorème 1.3.1.2], pr_2 : A^1_t ^ P^1_t1 Ñ P^1_t1 is universally locally acyclic relatively to L_!pμq. By [21, Proposition 1.4], pr_2 : pX ^ P^1_t1 qzpZ ^ P^1_t1 q Ñ P^1_t1 is universally locally acyclic relatively to pr^˚_1 F b^L L_!pft^1q. Since L_!pμq is locally constant on A^1_t ^ A^1_t1 , the morphism pr_2 : pX ^ P^1_t1 qzpX ^ 8q Ñ P^1_t1 is universally locally acyclic relatively to pr^˚_1 F b^L L_!pft^1q. Thus pr_2 : pX ^ P^1_t1 qzpZ ^ 8q Ñ P^1_t1 is universally locally acyclic relatively to pr^˚_1 F b^L L_!pft^1q.

By [23, Lemma 1.4.4.(3) and Corollary 1.5.7], f|_{XzZ} is universally locally acyclic relatively to G|_{XzZ} for any constituent G of the perverse sheaf^pH^qF (q P Z). By using [1, Lemma 2.1.3] and the fact that the shifted vanishing cycles functor RΦr´1s is t-exact, we may assume that F is an irreducible perverse sheaf. By [23, Corollary 1.2.3], there exist a finite surjective morphism P^1 Ñ P^1_t1 with P^1 integral, and an object rF P D_{ctf} pX ^ P^1, Λq such that the following hold:

‚ rF is an extension of pr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1q|_U to X ^ P^1, where U “ pX ^ P^1q ^_{Y ^P}1_{t1} pA^1_t ^ A^1_t1 q. ‚ The projection X ^ P^1 Ñ P^1 is universally locally acyclic relatively to rF.

We fix geometric points 0^1 and 8^1 of P^1 over 0 and 8 of P^1_t1 respectively. Let η^1 be a geometric generic point of P^1. Let Ψ_{pr}1_2 :“ Ψ_{pr}1_{2,8}1_{Ðη}1 (cf. (3.16.2)). We have rF|_{X^8}1 » Ψ_{pr}1_2 p rFq » Ψ_{pr}1_2 ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qq, which is supported on Z. We also have rF|_{X^0}1 » F.

Now we apply Proposition 4.11 and Proposition 4.17 to the following diagram

Z ^ P^1 Ø

¨ //

X ^ P^{1 f^id} // fflffl Y ^ P^1.

vvnnnn nnnn nn P^1

(6.4.1)

Let V “ P^1 ^_P1_{t1} pP^1_t1 zt8uq. Note that pX ^ V qzpZ ^ V q Ñ Y ^ V is universally locally acyclic relatively to rF|_{X^V} and pX ^ 8^1qzpZ ^ 8^1q Ñ Y ^ 8^1 is universally locally acyclic relatively to

Ψ_{pr}1_2 p rFq. Consider the following pull-back morphism and specialization morphism H^0pZ ^ 0^1, K_{Z^0}1_{{0}1 q^{res0}ÐÝÝ_» H^0pZ ^ V, K_{Z^V {V} q^{sp8}ÝÝÑ_» H^0pZ ^ 8^1, K_{Z^8}1_{{8}1 q.

(6.4.2) We have res_0pC^{Z^V}_{X^V {Y ^V {V} p rFqq “ sp_8pC^{Z^V}_{X^V {Y ^V {V} p rFqq. By Proposition 4.11, we have res_0pC^{Z^V}_{X^V {Y ^V {V} p rFqq “ C^{Z^01}_{X^01{Y ^01{k}p rF|_{X^0}1 q “ C^Z_{X{Y {k}pFq,

(6.4.3)

sp_8pC^{Z^V}_{X^V {Y ^V {V} p rFqq^{(4.17.2)}“ C^{Z^81}_{X^81{Y ^81{k}p rF|_{X^8}1 q “ C^Z_{X{Y {k}pΨ_{pr}1_2 ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qqq.

(6.4.4) Since Ψ_{pr}1_2 ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qq is supported on Z “ txu, we have C^Z_{X{Y {k}pΨ_{pr}1_2 ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qqq “ dim Ψ_{pr}1_2 ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qq_{x̄} “ ´RΦ_{x̄}pF, fq.

(6.4.5) The last equality in (6.4.5) follows from [2, Proposition 6.5.2]. For convenience, we include the proof here. Let T “ pP^1_t1 q_{p ¯8q} be the strict henselization. We consider the following commutative diagram

pX ^ P^1_t1 q_{px̄, ¯8q} fflffl

f^1“pf^idq_{px̄, ¯8q}

// pA^1_k ^ T q_{pfpx̄q, ¯8q}^π // q fflffl T X_{px̄q}^{fpx̄q} // pA^1_k q_{fpx̄q}.

(6.4.6)

Let η be the generic point of T . Then we have Ψ_{pr}1_2 ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qq_{x̄}^{paq}“ RΓppX ^ P^1_t1 q_{px̄, ¯8q} ^_T η̄, pr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qq pbq “ pRπ_{η˚}Rf^1_{η˚}ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qqq_{η̄} “ pRπ_{η˚}Rf^1_{η˚}ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L f^{1˚}_η L_!ptt^1qqq_{η̄} pcq “ pRπ_{η˚}pRf^1_{η˚}ppr^{1˚}_1 Fq b^L L_!ptt^1qqq_{η̄} pdq “ pRπ_{η˚}pq^˚Rf_{px̄q˚}pFq b L_!ptt^1qqq_{η̄} peq “ Ψ_{π,} ¯_{8Ðη̄}pq^˚Rf_{px̄q˚}pFq b L_!ptt^1qq,

(6.4.7)

where both paq and (e) follow from the definition of nearby cycles functor (3.16.2), (b) follows from the smooth base change, (c) follows from the fact that f^{1˚}_η L_!ptt^1q is a locally constant constructible flat Λ-modules, (d) follows from the Ψ-goodness (cf. [13, Appendix, A.2(1)]). Finally, we have dim Ψ_{pr}1_2 ppr^{1˚}_1 F b^L L_!pft^1qq_{x̄}^{(6.4.7)}“ dim Ψ_{π,} ¯_{8Ðη̄}pq^˚Rf_{px̄q˚}pFq b L_!ptt^1qq

(6.3.1)

“ ´dimtotRΦpRf_{px̄q˚}pFq, idq “ ´dimtotRΦ_{x̄}pF, fq.

(6.4.8)

This finishes the proof of Theorem 6.2.

Theorem 6.5. Let Y be a smooth connected curve over k. Let f : X Ñ Y be a separated morphism of finite type and Z Ď |X| be a finite set of closed points. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq such that f|_{XzZ} is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} . Then we have

C_{X{k}pFq “ c_1pf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{X{Y} pFq´ ÿ xPZ dimtotRΦ_{x̄}pF, fq ¨ rxs in H^0pX, K_{X{k}q.

(6.5.1) Proof. By (5.1.3), we have C_{X{k}pFq “ c_1pf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{X{Y} pFq ` C^Z_{X{Y {k}pFq in H^0pX, K_{X{k}q.

(6.5.2) Now the equality (6.5.1) follows from (6.2.1) □

The following corollary gives a cohomological version of the Grothendieck-Ogg-Shafarevich formula:

Corollary 6.6. Let X be a smooth and connected curve over k. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq and Z Ď X be a finite set of closed points such that the cohomology sheaves of F|_{XzZ} are locally constant. Then we have C_{X{k}pFq “ rankF ¨ c_1pΩ^{1,_}_{X{k}q´ ÿ xPZ a_xpFq ¨ rxs in H^0pX, K_{X{k}q,

where a_xpFq “ rankF|_{η̄} ´ rankF_{x̄} ` Sw_xF is the Artin conductor and η is the generic point of X. Proof. This follows from Theorem 6.5 together with the fact that dimtotRΦ_{x̄}pF, idq “ a_xpFq. □ Now we apply the proper push-forward property of the non-acyclicity classes to prove a cohomological version of the conductor formula [23, Theorem 2.2.3] (also of Bloch’s conjecture on the conductor formula for constant sheaves [5]).

Theorem 6.7. Let Y be a smooth and connected curve over k. Let f : X Ñ Y be a proper morphism over k and y P |Y | a closed point. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq. Assume that f|_{Xzf} ´1_{pyq} is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{Xzf} ´1_{pyq}. Then we have f_˚ rC^{f ´1pyq} X{Y {k pFq “ ´aypRf˚Fq in Λ “ H 0 y pY, K_{Y {k}q. (6.7.1) Proof. We apply Proposition 4.14 to the following diagram (take s “ f and f^1 “ id) Z ś %%LL LLL LLL f^{´1}pyq̇¨ fflffl f // l tyu̇¨ fflffl X^f // f ’’PP

PPPP

PPPP h @ @@ @@ @@ @@ @@ @ Y. id xxppp ppp pp g � � � � � � Y_g fflffl Speck

(6.7.2)

Then we get f_˚ rC^{f ´1pyq} X{Y {k pFq “ C tyu Y {Y {kpRf˚Fq in Λ “ H 0 y pY, K_{Y {k}q. (6.7.3) Since f|_{Xzf} ´1_{pyq} is proper and universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{Xzf} ´1_{pyq}, the cohomology sheaves of Rf_˚F are locally constant on Y ztyu. By the curve case of Theorem 6.2, we have C^{tyu}_{Y {Y {k}pRf_˚Fq “ ´dimtotRΦ_ypRf_˚F, idq “ ´a_ypRf_˚Fq. This proves (6.7.1). □ Remark 6.8. Let f : X Ñ Y be a proper flat morphism of smooth schemes over k. Let y P |Y |. Assume that dimX “ n, dimY “ 1 and that Xzf^{´1}pyq Ñ Y ztyu is smooth. We expect that rC^{f ´1pyq}

X{Y {k pΛq “ p´1q

nc^X_{n,Xy} pΩ^1_{X{Y} q X rXs in H^0pf^{´1}pyq, K_f ´1_{pyq{k}q, where c^X_{n,Xy} pΩ^1_{X{Y} q is the localized Chern class defined in [5, Section 1]. We have the following weaker equality: f_˚p rC^{f ´1pyq}

X{Y {k pΛqq “ f˚pp´1q

nc^X_{n,Xy} pΩ^1_{X{Y} q X rXsq in H^0pY, K_{Y {k}q.

(6.8.1) Indeed, we have f_˚p rC^{f ´1pyq}

X{Y {k pΛqq

(6.7.3)

“ C^{tyu}_{Y {Y {k}pf_˚Λq^{(5.1.3)}“ C_{Y {k}pf_˚Λq ´ c_1pΩ^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{Y {Y} pf_˚Λq “ f_˚C_{X{k}pΛq ´ rankpf_˚Λ|_{Y ztyu}q ¨ c_1pΩ^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{Y {Y} pΛq “ f_˚c_npΩ^{1,_}_{X{k}q ´ rankpf_˚Λ|_{Y ztyu}q ¨ c_1pΩ^{1,_}_{Y {k}q.

(6.8.2)

Then (6.8.1) follows from the above formula together with [23, Lemma 2.1.3.(2) and Lemma 2.1.4].

6.9. We expect that the non-acyclicity class on a smooth variety can be calculated in terms of the characteristic cycle. Let X be a smooth scheme over k. Let F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq and let SSpFq be the singular support of F. Let Z Ď X be a closed subscheme and f : X Ñ Y “ Speckrts a morphism such that f is SSpFq-transversal outside Z. By assumption, df^{´1}pSSpFqq is supported on pT^˚Y ^_Y Zq Ť pT^˚_Y Y ^_Y Xq, where df : T^˚Y ^_Y X Ñ T^˚X is the canonical morphism induced by f. Consider the section f^˚dt : X^{dt}ÝÑ T^˚Y ^_Y X^{df}ÝÑ T^˚X. Then the refined Gysin pull-back of the characteristic cycle CCpFq by f^˚dt

cc^Z_{X{Y {k}pFq :“ pf^˚dtq^!pCCpFqq

(6.9.1)

defines a zero cycle class on Z. We expect the following Milnor type formula for non-isolated singular/characteristic points holds.

Conjecture 6.10. We have an equality rC^Z_{X{Y {k}pFq “ rclpcc^Z_{X{Y {k}pFqq in H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {k}q, (6.10.1)

where rcl is the composition CH_0pZq^{cl}ÝÑ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{k}q^{(4.2.5)}ÝÝÝÝÑ H^0_Z pX, K_{X{Y {k}q.

When Z is a finite set of closed points, then (6.10.1) follows from Theorem 6.2 and [20, Theorem 5.9].

6.11. In the rest of this section, we prove quasi-projective case of Saito’s conjecture [20, Conjecture 6.8.1]. For the definitions of singular supports and characteristic cycles, we refer to [4] and [20]. Let X be a smooth scheme purely of dimension d over k and F P D_{ctf} pX, Λq. Let Y be a smooth connected and projective curve over k. Assume that f : X Ñ Y is a good fibration with respect to the singular support SSpFq of F, and Z – tx_v u_{vPΣ} is the set of isolated characteristic points of f and Σ Ď Y , i.e., the following conditions hold (cf. [26, Definition 3.4.2])

(1) There exist finitely many closed points x_vpv P Σq of X such that f is SSpFq-transversal on XzZ (thus XzZ Ñ Y is universally locally acyclic relatively to F|_{XzZ} ).

(2) For each v P Σ, fpx_vq “ v. If x_v ‰ x_u, then v ‰ u. (Each fiber X_v contains at most one isolated characteristic point) Since dim Z “ 0, the relative cohomological characteristic class C_{X{Y} pFq is well-defined (cf. Definition 3.5). By Theorem 6.5, We have

C_{X{k}pFq “ c_1pf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{X{Y} pFq´ ÿ vPΣ dimtotRΦ_{x̄v} pF, fq ¨ rx_vs in H^0pX, K_{X{k}q.

(6.11.1)

Let ω be a non-zero rational 1-form on the curve Y such that ω has neither zeros nor poles on Σ. Let U “ XzZ. Then the image of C_{X{Y} pFq by the map H^0pX, K_{X{Y} q^»ÝÑ H^0pU, K_{U{Y} q equals C_{U{Y} pFq. Then we have an equality in H^0pY, K_{Y {k}q

c_1pΩ^{1,_}_{Y {k}q “´ ÿ vP|Y zΣ|

ord_vpωq ¨ rvs.

(6.11.2)

By Proposition 3.9, we have

c_1pf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{X{Y} pFq “ c_1pf^˚Ω^{1,_}_{Y {k}q X C_{U{Y} pF|_U q “´ ÿ vP|Y zΣ|

ord_vpωq ¨ C_{Xv {v}pF|_{Xv} q. (6.11.3)

By (6.11.1) and (6.11.3), we get the following induction formula for the cohomological characteristic classes:

C_{X{k}pFq “´ ÿ vP|Y zΣ|

ord_vpωq ¨ C_{Xv {v}pF|_{Xv} q´ ÿ vPΣ dimtotRΦ_{x̄v} pF, fq ¨ rx_vs.

(6.11.4)

The formula (6.11.4) implies that the characteristic class C_{X{k}pFq can be built from characteristic classes C_{Xv {v}pF|_{Xv} q on schemes X_v of dimension smaller than X. Based on this idea, let us explain that Theorem 6.5 implies the quasi-projective case of Saito’s conjecture [20, Conjecture 6.8.1]^6.

Conjecture 6.12 (Saito, [20, Conjecture 6.8.1]). Let X be a closed sub-scheme of a smooth scheme over k. Let cc_X : K_0pX, Λq Ñ CH_0pXq be the morphism defined in [20, Definition 6.7.2]. Then we have a commutative diagram

K_0pX, Λq^{ccX} //

C_{X{k} ))SS

SSSS SSS CH_0pXq

clfflffl H^0pX, K_{X{k}q, (6.12.1)

where cl : CH_0pXq Ñ H^0pX, K_{X{k}q is the cycle class map.

Theorem 6.13. Conjecture 6.12 holds for any smooth and quasi-projective scheme X over k.

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on the dimension d “ dimpXq. If d “ 0, then both C_{X{k} and cc_X equal the rank function. If d “ 1, the result follows from Corollary 6.6 and the Grothendieck-Ogg-Shafarevich formula (cf. [20, Lemma 5.11.3]). Suppose that d ě 1 and that X has a good fibration f : X Ñ P^1 with respect to SSpFq. We use the notation in 6.11. By [26, Proposition 5.3.7], the characteristic class cc_X pFq satisfies the following fibration formula

cc_X pFq “´ ÿ vP|Y zΣ|

ord_vpωq ¨ cc_{Xv} pF|_{Xv} q´ ÿ vPΣ dimtotRΦ_{x̄v} pF, fq ¨ rx_vs in CH_0pXq.

(6.13.1)

By the induction hypothesis and (6.11.4), we get clpcc_X pFqq “ C_{X{k}pFq. Thus the result holds when X has a good fibration.

In general, for a finite Galois extension k^1{k of degree invertible in Λ, assume the result holds for pX_k1 , F|_{Xk1} q. We show the result also holds for pX, Fq. Indeed, let σ : X_k1 Ñ X be the projection. Since σ_˚σ^˚F “ F^{‘degpk1{kq}, we get degpk^1{kq ¨ clpcc_X pFqq “ clpcc_X pσ_˚σ^˚Fqq paq “ σ_˚pclpcc_X pσ^˚Fqqq

“ σ_˚pC_X pσ^˚Fqq 3.11“ C_X pσ_˚σ^˚Fq “ degpk^1{kq ¨ C_X pFq,

(6.13.2)

where paq follows from [22, Lemma 2]. Since degpk^1{kq is invertible in Λ, hence clpcc_X pFqq “ C_X pFq.

By [26, Lemma 4.2.7], after taking a finite extension of k if necessary, we may assume there is a blow-up π : rX Ñ X of X along a closed subscheme of codimension 2 and a good fibration f : rX Ñ P^1. Since rX has a good fibration, the result holds for p rX, π^˚Fq. By Lemma 3.15, the result also holds for pX, Fq. This finishes the proof. □

References

[1] A. Abbes and T. Saito, The characteristic class and ramification of an ℓ-adic étale sheaf, Inventiones mathematicae, 168 (2007): 567-612. Ò1, Ò3, Ò13, Ò14, Ò15, Ò34, Ò48 [2] T. Abe, Ramification theory from homotopical point of view, I, 2021, arXiv:2206.02401. Ò2, Ò4, Ò47, Ò49 [3] T. Abe, On the Serre conjecture for Artin characters in the geometric case, 2022, preprint. Ò4, Ò5, Ò17, Ò48 [4] A. Beilinson, Constructible sheaves are holonomic, Sel. Math. New Ser. 22, (2016): 1797–1819. Ò1, Ò51 [5] S. Bloch, Cycles on arithmetic schemes and Euler characteristics of curves, Algebraic geometry, Bowdoin, 1985 (Brunswick, Maine, 1985), Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., vol. 46, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, (1987): 421–450. Ò4, Ò50

6We refer to [26] for a weak version of Saito’s another conjecture [20, Conjecture 6.8.2].

[6] P. Deligne, La formule de dualité globale, Exposé XVIII, pp.481-587 in SGA4 Tome 3: Théorie des topos et cohomologie étale des schémas, edited by M.Artin et al., Lecture Notes in Math.305, Springer, 1973. Ò6, Ò9, Ò14 [7] P. Deligne, La formule de Milnor, Exposé XVI, pp.197-211 in SGA7 II: Groupes de Monodromie en Géométrie Algébrique, Lecture Notes in Math. 340, Springer, 1973. Ò4 [8] P. Deligne, Cohomologie étale, Séminaire de Géometrie Algébrique du Bois-Marie (SGA 4^1_2 ), avec la collaboration de J.F.Boutot, A.Grothendieck, L.Illusie et J.L.Verdier, Lecture Notes in Math. 569, Springer, 1977. Ò19 [9] K. Fujiwara, A proof of the absolute purity conjecture (after Gabber), in Algebraic geometry 2000, Azumino, Advanced Studies in Pure Mathematics 36, (2002): 153–183. Ò11, Ò16 [10] D. Gaitsgory and N. Rozenblyum, A study in derived algebraic geometry, Volume I: Correspondences and Duality, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs 221, AMS(2017). Ò38 [11] A. Grothendieck et al., Cohomologie ℓ-adique et fonctions L. Séminaire de Géométrie Algébrique du Bois-Marie 1965–1966 (SGA 5). dirigé par A. Grothendieck avec la collaboration de I. Bucur, C. Houzel, L. Illusie, J.-P. Jouanolou et J-P. Serre. Lecture Notes in Mathematics 589, Springer-verlag, Berlin-New York, (1977). Ò1 [12] L. Illusie, Y. Lazslo, and F. Orgogozo, Travaux de Gabber sur l’uniformisation locale et la cohomologie étale des schémas quasi-excellents, Astérisque, Vol. 363-364, Soc. Math. France, 2014, Séminaire à l’École Polytechnique 2006-2008. Ò11, Ò12, Ò21 [13] L. Illusie, Around the Thom–Sebastiani theorem, with an appendix by Weizhe Zheng, Manuscripta Math., 152(2017): 61–125. Ò11, Ò23, Ò49 [14] M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira, Sheaves on manifolds, Springer-Verlag, Grundlehren der Math. Wissenschaften, vol.292, Springer, Berlin (1990). Ò1, Ò2 [15] G. Laumon, Transformation de Fourier, constantes d’équations fonctionnelles et conjecture de Weil, Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS, Volume 65 (1987): 131-210. Ò48 [16] Q. Lu, W. Zheng, Categorical traces and a relative Lefschetz-Verdier formula, Forum of Mathematics, Sigma, Vol.10 (2022): 1-24. Ò2, Ò11, Ò14, Ò15, Ò17, Ò18, Ò23, Ò30, Ò34, Ò41 [17] J. Lurie, Higher topos theory, Annals of Mathematics Studies 170, Princeton (2009). Ò38, Ò39, Ò40 [18] J. Lurie, Higher algebra, September 18, 2017, preprint available at Lurie’s homepage. Ò35 [19] W. Raskind, Abelian class field theory of arithmetic schemes, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., vol. 58.1, Amer. Math.

Soc., Providence, RI(1995): 85-187. Ò2 [20] T. Saito, The characteristic cycle and the singular support of a constructible sheaf, Inventiones mathematicae, 207 (2017): 597-695. Ò1, Ò2, Ò3, Ò4, Ò6, Ò8, Ò9, Ò10, Ò11, Ò21, Ò47, Ò51, Ò52 [21] T. Saito, Characteristic cycle of the external product of constructible sheaves, manuscripta math. 154, 1-12 (2017). Ò48 [22] T. Saito, On the proper push-forward of the characteristic cycle of a constructible sheaf, Proceedings of Symposia in Pure Mathematics, volume 97, (2018): 485-494. Ò52 [23] T. Saito, Characteristic cycles and the conductor of direct image, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 34 (2021): 369-410. Ò4, Ò48, Ò50 [24] T. Saito, Cotangent bundles and micro-supports in mixed characteristic case, Algebra & Number Theory, vol.16, no.2, (2022): 335-368. Ò7, Ò8, Ò9, Ò10 [25] T. Tsushima, On localizations of the characteristic classes of ℓ-adic sheaves and conductor formula in characteristic p ą 0, Math.Z. 269 (2011): 411-447. Ò13 [26] N. Umezaki, E. Yang and Y. Zhao, Characteristic class and the ε-factor of an étale sheaf, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 373 (2020): 6887-6927. Ò21, Ò34, Ò47, Ò51, Ò52 [27] Y. Varshavsky, Lefschetz-Verdier trace formula and a generalization of a theorem of Fujiwara, Geom. Funct. Anal.

17 (1) (2007): 271-319. Ò23 [28] E. Yang and Y. Zhao, On the relative twist formula of ℓ-adic sheaves, Acta. Math. Sin.-English Ser. 37 (2021):

73–94. Ò2, Ò14, Ò15, Ò18