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The apparatus of motivic stable homotopy theory provides a notion of Euler characteristic for smooth
projective varieties, valued in the Grothendieck–Witt ring of the base field. Previous work of the first
author and recent work of Déglise, Jin and Khan established a motivic Gauss–Bonnet formula relating
this Euler characteristic to pushforwards of Euler classes in motivic cohomology theories. We apply this
formula to SL-oriented motivic cohomology theories to obtain explicit characterizations of this Euler
characteristic. The main new input is a uniqueness result for pushforward maps in SL-oriented theories,
identifying these maps concretely in examples of interest.
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1. Introduction

Let k be a field and let X be a smooth projective k-scheme. Let SH(k) denote the motivic stable homotopy
category over k; recall that this comes equipped with the structure of a symmetric monoidal category,
whose tensor product we denote ∧k and whose unit object (the motivic sphere spectrum) we denote 1k .

Our starting point in this paper is the following fact, which shall be reviewed in Section 2, and which
goes back to the categorical notion of Euler characteristic introduced by Dold and Puppe [1980].

Proposition 1.1. The infinite suspension spectrum 6∞T X+ ∈ SH(k) is dualizable. In particular, we can
associate to X a natural Euler characteristic χ(X/k) ∈ EndSH(k)(1k), defined as the composition

1k
δ
→6∞T X+ ∧k (6

∞

T X+)∨
τ
→ (6∞T X+)∨ ∧k 6

∞

T X+
ε
→ 1k,

where the maps δ and ε are the coevaluation and evaluation that comprise the duality, and τ is the
symmetry isomorphism.
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For k perfect, a theorem of Morel identifies EndSH(k)(1k) with the Grothendieck–Witt group GW(k),
i.e., the Grothendieck group of k-vector spaces equipped with a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form.
Hence, we may think of the Euler characteristic χ(X/k) as a class in GW(k). It is then natural to wonder
whether there is an explicit interpretation of this Euler characteristic in terms of symmetric bilinear forms.
An intuitive speculation is that the Euler characteristic should be given by the value of some cohomology
theory on X, equipped with an intersection pairing.

One of the main results in this paper is to make precise and confirm this speculation. To state the
result, we recall that classes in GW(k) can be represented not just by nondegenerate symmetric bilinear
forms on k-vector spaces, but also by nondegenerate symmetric bilinear forms on perfect complexes
over k (see Section 8D for a review of what this means). With this in mind, we give the following explicit
interpretation of the Euler characteristic χ(X/k).

Construction 1.2. Suppose that X is of pure dimension d . Then we have the Hodge cohomology groups
Hi (X;� j

X/k) for 0≤ i, j ≤ d and the canonical trace map

Tr : Hd(X;�d
X/k)→ k.

We define a perfect complex of k-vector spaces (with zero differential),

Hdg(X/k) :=
d⊕

i, j=0

Hi (X, � j
X/k)[ j − i],

and the trace map defines a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on Hdg(X/k) via the pairings

Hi (X, � j
X/k)⊗k Hd−i (X, �d− j

X/k )
∪
→ Hd(X, �d

X/k)
Tr
−→ k,

where the first map denotes the cup product (that this is indeed a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form
will be shown in Section 8D). We thus obtain a Grothendieck–Witt class (Hdg(X/k),Tr) ∈ GW(k). This
construction extends in an evident manner to the case that X is not necessarily of pure dimension.

The next formula for χ(X/k)was proposed by J-P. Serre (private communication to Levine, 28.07.2017).

Theorem 1.3. Assume that k is a perfect field of characteristic different from two. Then χ(X/k) =
(Hdg(X/k),Tr) ∈ GW(k).

We prove a more general result over a base-scheme B; see Theorem 8.6 and Corollary 8.7 for details.
If k=R, a class in GW(k) is determined by two Z-valued invariants, rank and signature, and Theorem 1.3

reproves the following known result (see [Abelson 1976, Theorem 1; Kharlamov 1974, Theorem A]).

Corollary 1.4. Suppose that k =R and X is of even pure dimension 2n. Then the symmetric bilinear form

Hn(X, �n
X/R)×Hn(X, �n

X/R)
∪
→ H2n(X, �2n

X/R)
Tr
−→ R

has signature equal to χ top(X (R)), the classical Euler characteristic of the real points of X in the analytic
topology. In particular, we have

|χ top(X (R))| ≤ dimR Hn(X, �n
X/R).
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This is Corollary 8.8 in the text.
Besides giving an explicit formula for the rather abstractly defined χ(X/k), Theorem 1.3 opens the way

to computing χ(X/k) in the situation that X is a twisted form of another k-scheme Y, namely by twisting
the symmetric bilinear form (Hdg(Y/k),Tr) by the descent data for X. This cannot be done with the class
χ(Y/k) ∈ GW(k), as GW(−) does not satisfy Galois descent. This is discussed in detail in Section 8E.

Let us now explain our methods for proving Theorem 1.3. The idea is to use the theory of Euler classes
in motivic cohomology theories. More specifically, our focus is on cohomology theories represented
by SL-oriented motivic ring spectra; recall that this refers to a commutative monoid object E in SH(k)
equipped with a compatible system of Thom classes for oriented vector bundles (where an orientation is a
specified trivialization of the determinant line bundle). The example of interest for proving Theorem 1.3 is
hermitian K-theory; other examples of interest include Chow–Witt theory, ordinary motivic cohomology,
and algebraic K-theory (the last two are actually GL-oriented, meaning they have Thom classes for all
vector bundles). The assumption that k has characteristic different from two in Theorem 1.3 arises from
this use of hermitian K-theory, which at present is only known to satisfy the properties we need when
char(k) 6=2; we do not know of any counter-examples to our formula for χ(X/k) for k of characteristic two.

Given an SL-oriented motivic ring spectrum E ∈ SH(k), one may define certain pushforward maps in
twisted E-cohomology. Namely, if Y and Z are smooth quasiprojective k-schemes, f : Z→ Y is a proper
morphism of relative dimension d ∈ Z, and L is a line bundle on Y, then there is a pushforward map

f∗ : Ea,b(Z;ωZ/k ⊗ f ∗L)→ Ea−2d,b−d(Y ;ωY/k ⊗ L),

where ω−/k denotes the canonical bundle. This is defined abstractly via the six-functor formalism for
motivic stable homotopy theory.

We note two key examples of these pushforwards, assuming our smooth projective variety X is of pure
dimension d for simplicity:

– The structural morphism π : X→ Spec (k) gives a pushforward map

π∗ : E2d,d(X, ωX/k)→ E0,0(Spec k).

– Given a vector bundle p : V → X, the zero section s : X ↪→ V gives a pushforward map

s∗ : E0,0(X)→ E2d,d(V ; p∗ det−1(V )).

The first should be thought of as a kind of integration map. The second allows us to define the Euler
class of a vector bundle V → X,

eE(V ) := s∗s∗(1) ∈ E2d,d(X; det−1(V )),

where s again denotes the zero-section, and 1 ∈ E0,0(X) denotes the unit element.
Using the above notions, we may state the following motivic version of the classical Gauss–Bonnet

formula equating the Euler characteristic with the integral of the Euler class of the tangent bundle; this
result is a fairly immediate consequence of [Levine 2017b, Lemma 1.5]:
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Theorem 1.5 (motivic Gauss–Bonnet). Let E be an SL-oriented motivic ring spectrum in SH(k). Let
u : 1k→ E denote the unit map, inducing the map u∗ : GW(k)' 10,0

k (Spec k)→ E0,0(Spec k). Then

u∗(χ(X/k))= π∗(eE(TX/k)) ∈ E0,0(Spec k).

A general motivic Gauss–Bonnet formula is also proven in [Déglise et al. 2018, Theorem 4.6.1], which
implies the above formula by applying the unit map. Our method is somewhat different from [Déglise
et al. 2018] in that we replace their general theory of Euler classes with the more special version for
SL-oriented theories used here; see Theorem 5.3 below for our general statement of this result.

As stated above, we deduce Theorem 1.3 from Theorem 1.5 by considering the example of hermitian
K-theory, E = BO. In this case, the map u∗ :GW(k)→ BO0,0(Spec k) is an isomorphism. The deduction
requires an explicit understanding of both the Euler class eE(TX/k) and the pushforward π∗ in hermitian
K-theory; the former is fairly straightforward, but the latter requires new input.

What we do is identify the abstractly defined projective pushforward maps in hermitian K-theory with the
concrete ones defined in terms of pushforward of sheaves and Grothendieck–Serre duality. This comparison
follows from a uniqueness result we prove for pushforward maps in an SL-oriented theory E , characterizing
them, under certain further hypotheses on E , in terms of their behavior in the case of the inclusion of
the zero-section of a vector bundle (which is governed by Thom isomorphisms). We leave the detailed
statement of this result to the body of the paper (see Theorem 7.1), as it would take too long to spell out here.

Remark 1.6. Bachmann and Wickelgren [2020] discussed results closely related to those discussed here.
For example, they identified the abstract pushforward maps in hermitian K-theory with those defined by
Grothendieck–Serre duality in the case of a finite syntomic morphism (as opposed to the case of a smooth
and proper morphism between smooth schemes addressed here). Moreover, combining their identifications
of various Euler classes with our motivic Gauss–Bonnet formula, one may recover Theorem 1.3 above.

Outline. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the basic framework of motivic
homotopy theory, as well as relevant aspects of the dualizability result Proposition 1.1. In Section 3, we
review basic facts about SL-oriented motivic ring spectra. In Section 4, we describe the abstractly defined
pushforwards in the twisted cohomology theory arising from an SL-oriented motivic ring spectrum. In
Section 5, we prove the general Gauss–Bonnet formula for SL-oriented motivic ring spectra. In Section 6,
we axiomatize the features of the twisted cohomology theory arising from an SL-oriented motivic ring
spectrum. In Section 7, we use these axioms to prove our unicity/comparison theorem characterizing the
pushforward maps in SL-oriented theories. Finally, in Section 8, we apply the previous results in specific ex-
amples of SL-oriented theories to obtain various concrete consequences, in particular proving Theorem 1.3.

2. Duality and Euler characteristics

In this section, we review the strong dualizability of smooth projective schemes as objects of the stable
motivic homotopy category, which supplies a notion of Euler characteristic for these schemes. We also
recall a result from [Levine 2017b] that gives an alternative characterization of this Euler characteristic.
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2A. Preliminaries. Let us first recall the basic framework of stable motivic homotopy theory, which
will be used throughout.

Notation 2.1. Throughout, we let B denote a noetherian separated base scheme of finite Krull dimension.
Let SchB denote the category of quasiprojective B-schemes, that is, B-schemes X → B that admit a
closed immersion i : X ↪→U over B, with U an open subscheme of PN

B for some N. Let Schpr
B denote the

subcategory of SchB with the same objects as SchB but with morphisms the proper morphisms. Let SmB

denote the full subcategory of SchB with objects the smooth (quasiprojective) B-schemes. (The same
notation will be used when working over schemes other than B.) For X a B-scheme, we will usually
denote the structure morphism by πX : X→ B.

Notation 2.2. Given X ∈ SchB , we let SH(X) denote the stable motivic homotopy category over X. We
will rely on the six-functor formalism for this construction, as established in [Ayoub 2007; Hoyois 2017].
In particular, for each morphism f : Y → X in SchB , one has the adjoint pairs of functors

SH(X)
f ∗
// SH(Y )

f∗
oo and SH(Y )

f!
// SH(X)

f !
oo ;

natural isomorphisms

(g f )∗ ' f ∗g∗, (g f )! ' f !g!, (g f )∗ ' g∗ f∗, (g f )! ' g! f!

for composable morphisms, with the usual associativity; a natural transformation η f
!∗
: f!→ f∗, which is

an isomorphism if f is proper. There are various base-change morphisms, which we will recall as needed.
In addition, for f smooth, there is a further adjoint pair

SH(Y )
f]
// SH(X)

f ∗
oo .

There is also the symmetric monoidal structure on SH(X); we denote the tensor product by ∧X and
the unit by 1X ∈ SH(X). For f a closed immersion, we have the adjoint pair f∗ a f ! arising from a
corresponding adjoint pair in the unstable setting, so we will take f! = f∗ with η f

!∗
= id. Similarly, if f is

an open immersion, we have a canonical isomorphism of adjoint pairs ( f# a f ∗)∼= ( f! a f !), so we take
f! = f# and f ! = f ∗.

We also have the unstable motivic homotopy category H•(X), which we recall is a localization of the
category Spc

•
(X) of presheaves of pointed simplicial sets on SmX . For Y → X in SmX , we write Y+

for the presheaf represented by the X -scheme Y q X→ X, that is, the presheaf Z 7→ HomSmX (X, Y )+
(here (−)+ denotes addition of a disjoint basepoint to a set and we regard a set as a constant simplicial
set). The category Spc

•
(X) has a canonical symmetric monoidal structure with unit object X+, and

H•(X) inherits this structure via the localization functor. Finally, we have the infinite suspension functor
6∞T :H•(X)→SH(X), which is canonically symmetric monoidal, so that in particular we have a canonical
identification 1X '6

∞

T X+.
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For f : Y → X a smooth morphism in SchB , the adjoint pair f] a f ∗ mentioned above for stable
motivic homotopy categories arises from an adjoint pair in the unstable setting,

H•(Y )
f]
// H•(X)

f ∗
oo ,

where the left adjoint is induced by the functor f# : Spc
•
(Y )→ Spc

•
(X) obtained as the left Kan extension

of the functor f# : SmY → Spc
•
(X) sending p :W → Y to ( f ◦ p :W → X)+.

We often write −/X for the functor 6∞T : H•(X)→ SH(X), and if πX : X → B is smooth, then
we write −/B for the functor πX# ◦6

∞

T : H•(X)→ SH(B). We use the same notation to denote the
precompositions of these functors with the functor (−)+ : SmX → H•(X).

Remark 2.3. For p : E → X an affine space bundle in SchB (that is, a torsor in the Zariski topology
for a vector bundle), the composition p] ◦ p∗ is an autoequivalence of SH(X) (this is a formulation of
homotopy invariance).

Notation 2.4 (the localization triangle). Let j :U → X be an open immersion in SchB with (reduced)
complement i : Z→ X. We have the localization distinguished triangle of endofunctors on SH(X)

j! j !→ idSH(X)→ i∗i∗→ j! j ![1], (2.4.1)

where the morphism j! j !→ idSH(X) is the counit of the adjunction j! a j ! and the morphism idSH(X)→ i∗i∗

is the unit of the adjunction i∗ a i∗. Moreover i∗ = i!, j! = j# and j ! = j∗.
We often write X Z/X for i∗(1Z ) ∈ SH(X). With this notation (and that of Notation 2.2), applying

(2.4.1) to 1X gives us the distinguished triangle in SH(X),

U/X j/X
−−→ X/X→ X Z/X→U/X [1];

in other words, we have a canonical isomorphism X Z/X '6∞T (X/U ); accordingly, we often write X Z

for the quotient presheaf X/U in H•(X).

Notation 2.5 (suspension and Thom spaces). Let p : V → X be a vector bundle over some X ∈ SchB ,
with zero-section s : X ↪→ V. We have the endofunctors

6−V, 6V
: SH(X)→ SH(X)

defined by 6−V
:= s! p∗ and 6V

:= p] ◦ s∗. These are in fact inverse autoequivalences.
The endofunctor 6V can also be written in terms of Thom spaces. Setting 0V := s(X)⊂ V, the Thom

space of the vector bundle is defined as

ThX (V ) := V/(V \ 0V ) ∈ H•(X).

To lighten the notation, we often write ThX (V ) for ThX (V )/X = 6∞T (ThX (V )) ∈ SH(X), when the
context makes the meaning clear. For πX : X → B in SmB , we set Th(V ) := πX#(ThX (V )) in H•(B),
and we similarly write Th(V ) for Th(V )/B ' πX#(ThX (V )/X) ∈ SH(B) when appropriate.
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To see the relation between the Thom space ThX (V ) and the suspension functor 6V, consider the
localization distinguished triangle

j! j !→ idV → s∗s∗→ j! j ![1],

where s still denotes the zero section and j denotes the open complement V \0V ↪→ V. Evaluating the se-
quence at 1V and noting that j! j != j# j∗ and s∗= s!, we obtain an identification between ThX (V )∈SH(X)
and p#s∗(1X )=6

V (1X ). Consequently, we have identifications πV #(s∗(1X ))' πX#(6
V (1X ))' Th(V ).

In parallel, we shall write ThX (−V ) for6−V (1X ) and Th(−V ) for πX#6
−V (1X ). With these notational

conventions, there are canonical natural isomorphisms

6V (−)' ThX (V )∧X (−), 6−V (−)' ThX (−V )∧X (−). (2.5.1)

Remark 2.6. Let Dperf(X)iso denote the subcategory of isomorphisms in the perfect derived category
Dperf(X) and let K(X) denote the groupoid associated to the K-theory space of X. Then the assignment
V 7→6V extends to a functor

6(−) : Dperf(X)iso→ Aut(SH(X)),

and moreover factors through the canonical functor Dperf(X)iso→ K(X), so that a distinguished triangle
E ′→ E→ E ′′→ E ′[1] in Dperf(X) determines a natural isomorphism 6E ′

◦6E ′′
'6E. See for example

[Riou 2010, Proposition 4.1.1] for a proof of this last statement in the special case concerning the functor
ThX (−)=6

(−)(1X ) : Dperf(X)iso→ SH(X) (which in fact implies the general statement by (2.5.1)).
In this context, for an integer n, we sometimes write n for the trivial bundle of virtual rank n; for

example, 6n+E
'6n

P1 ◦6
E for E in Dperf(X).

Remark 2.7 (Atiyah duality). For f : Y → X a smooth morphism in SchB with relative tangent bundle
T f → Y, there are canonical natural isomorphisms

f! ' f] ◦6−T f , f ! '6T f ◦ f ∗;

see [Hoyois 2017, Theorem 6.18(2)]. In addition, for f as above and V → X a vector bundle, there are
canonical natural isomorphisms

f] ◦6± f ∗V
'6±V

◦ f], f ∗ ◦6±V
'6±V

◦ f ∗,

the latter valid for an arbitrary morphism f : Y → X in SmB . Moreover, for f : Y → X an arbitrary
morphism in SchB and V → X a vector bundle, there is a canonical natural isomorphism

f ! ◦6±V
'6± f ∗V

◦ f ! ;

see the beginning of [Hoyois 2017, §5.2]. Finally, for f : Y → X a regular embedding in SchB with
normal bundle N f → Y, there is a canonical natural isomorphism

f ! '6−N f ◦ f ∗.
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In fact, the isomorphism f ! ' 6T f ◦ f ∗ for smooth f extends to the case of an lci morphism, as
follows. For f : Y → X an lci morphism in SchB , we factor f as f = p ◦ i with i : Y → Z a regular
embedding and p : Z → X a smooth morphism (both in SchB). This gives the relative virtual normal
bundle ν f := [Ni ] − [i∗TZ/X ] in K(Y ), independent up to canonical isomorphism on the choice of the
factorization. Thus, we have the canonically defined suspension automorphism 6−ν f and a canonical
natural isomorphism

f ! = i ! ◦ p! '6−Ni ◦ i∗ ◦6TZ/X ◦ p∗ '6−ν f ◦ f ∗.

One can then construct a left adjoint f] to f ∗ by setting

f] := f! ◦6ν f .

The functoriality (g f )∗ = f ∗ ◦ g∗ gives rise to the functoriality on the adjoints (g f )] = g] ◦ f] for
composable lci morphisms.

Notation 2.8. Let π : Z→ X be a morphism in SchB . For Y ∈ H•(Z), we set

Y/XB.M. := π!(6
∞

T Y ) ∈ SH(X),

and for Y ∈ SmZ , we make the abbreviation Y/XB.M. for Y+/XB.M. = π!(6
∞

T Y+). In particular, we by
definition have Z/XB.M. = π!(1Z ) ∈ SH(X).

Furthermore, for i :W ↪→ Z the inclusion of a reduced closed subscheme, we set

ZW/XB.M. := π!(i∗(1W )).

We observe two facts about this object. Firstly, letting π ′ denote the composite π ◦ i :W→ X, the isomor-
phism π ′

!
= π! ◦ i∗ determines an isomorphism ZW/XB.M.'W/XB.M.. Secondly, let j :U := Z \W→ Z

denote the open complement of W and consider the localization distinguished triangle

j! j !→ idSH(Z)→ i∗i∗.

Then the identities j ! = j∗ and i∗ = i! give a canonical distinguished triangle in SH(X),

U/XB.M.→ Z/XB.M.→ ZW/XB.M.→U/XB.M.[1].

Remark 2.9. The assignment Z 7→ Z/XB.M. extends to a functor

(−)/XB.M. : (Schpr
X )

op
→ SH(X).

This is described in a number of places, for example [Levine 2017a, §1]; we recall the construction for
the reader’s convenience, referring to [loc. cit.] for details.

Let g : Z→ Y be a proper morphism in SchX . Let πY : Y → X and πZ : Z→ X denote the structural
morphisms. As mentioned in Notation 2.2, we have a natural isomorphism η

g
!∗
: g! ' g∗. We may then

define a natural transformation g∗ : πY !→ πZ !g∗ as the composition

πY !
ug
−→ πY !g∗g∗

(η
g
!∗
)−1

−−→ πY !g!g∗ ' πZ !g∗,
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where ug : idSH(Y )→ g∗g∗ is the unit of the adjunction. Evaluating this natural transformation at 1Y gives a
map g∗= g/XB.M. :Y/XB.M.→ Z/XB.M., and it follows directly from the definitions that this construction
satisfies (gh)∗ = h∗g∗ for composable proper morphisms g, h. This establishes the claimed functoriality.

2B. Duality for smooth projective schemes. Let (C,⊗, 1, µ, τ ) be a symmetric monoidal category.
Recall that the dual of an object x of C is a triple (y, δ, ε) with δx : 1→ x ⊗ y and εx : y⊗ x→ 1 maps
such that the two compositions

x µ−1
−→ 1⊗ x δx⊗idx

−−−→ x ⊗ y⊗ x idx⊗εx
−−−→ x ⊗ 1 µ

→ x

and
y µ−1
−→ y⊗ 1 idy⊗δx

−−−→ y⊗ x ⊗ y εx⊗idy
−−−→ 1⊗ y µ

→ y

are equal to the respective identity maps (this notion goes back to [Dold and Puppe 1980]; see [May
2001] for details). In this subsection, we recall from [Hoyois 2017] the construction of the dual of a
smooth projective scheme in the stable motivic homotopy category.

Remark 2.10. Let (C,⊗, 1, µ, τ ) be a symmetric monoidal category and let x ∈ C. If a triple (y, δ, ε)
satisfying the above definition of the dual exists, then it is unique up to unique isomorphism. We often
omit specific mention of δ and ε and denote the dual object y by x∨.

When x admits a dual (x∨, δ, ε), then it is immediate that x∨ is also dualizable, with dual (x, τ ◦δ, τ ◦ε),
so that x is canonically isomorphic to (x∨)∨.

Sending x 7→ x∨ extends to a contravariant functor (−)∨ on the full subcategory of C consisting
of those objects x that admit a dual with canonical isomorphism, and the above determines a natural
isomorphism ((−)∨)∨ ' id. For f : x → z a morphism of dualizable objects in C, the dual morphism
f ∨ : z∨→ x∨ is the composition

z∨ µ−1
−→ z∨⊗ 1 idz∨⊗δx

−−−−→ z∨⊗ x ⊗ x∨ id⊗ f⊗id
−−−−→ z∨⊗ z⊗ x∨ εz⊗idx∨

−−−→ 1⊗ x∨ µ
→ x∨.

Lemma 2.11. Let πX : X → B be an object of SmB . View X ×B X as a X-scheme via the projection
p2 : X ×B X→ X onto the second factor. Then there are canonical isomorphisms

π∗X (X/BB.M.)' p2]6
−p∗1 TX/B (1X×B X )' X ×B X/XB.M.

in SH(X) and a canonical isomorphism

πX](X ×B X/XB.M.)' X/BB.M. ∧B X/B

in SH(B).

Proof. Consider the commutative square

X ×B X
p2
//

p1

��

X

πX

��

X
πX

// B
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This gives us the canonical isomorphism

TX×B X/X ' p∗1 TX/B .

We have the identities and canonical isomorphisms

π∗X (X/BB.M.)= π
∗

XπX !(1X )' π
∗

XπX]6
−TX/B (1X )

(base change)
' p2] p∗16

−TX/B (1X )

' p2]6
−p∗1 TX/B (p∗11X )= p2]6

−p∗1 TX/B (1X×B X )

which gives us the first isomorphism in SH(X). The second follows from

p2]6
−p∗1 TX/B (1X×B X )' p2]6

−TX×B X/X (1X×B X )' p2!(1X×B X )= X ×B X/XB.M..

Finally, to give the isomorphism in SH(B), we have

πX](X ×B X/XB.M.)' πX](p2](6
−TX×B X/X (1X×B X ))' πX] p1](6

−TX×B X/X (1X×B X ))

' πX] p1](6
−p∗1 TX/B (1X×B X ))' πX]6

−TX/B p1](1X×B X )' πX ! p1] p∗2(1X )

(base change)
' πX !π

∗

XπX](1X )' πX !(1X ∧X π
∗

X (X/B))
(projection formula)

' πX !(1X )∧B (X/B)= X/BB.M. ∧B X/B.

The base change isomorphisms follow from [Hoyois 2017, Theorem 6.18(3)] and the projection formula
is [Hoyois 2017, Theorem 6.18(7)]. �

Construction 2.12. Let πX : X→ B be an object of SmB that is proper (i.e., a smooth projective scheme
over B). We recall (from [Hoyois 2017], but see also the constructions of [Riou 2005; Ayoub 2007]) the
construction of a duality between the objects X/B and X/BB.M. in SH(B).

We first construct the coevaluation map δX/B : 1B→ X/B ∧B X/BB.M.. Applying the functoriality of
(−)/BB.M. from Remark 2.9 to the proper map πX gives the map

π∗X : 1B = B/BB.M.→ X/BB.M. = πX !(1X )' πX](6
−TX/B (1X ))

in SH(B), and the diagonal 1X/B : X→ X×B X induces via the functoriality of (−)/X : SmX→ SH(X)
the map

1X/B∗ :=1X/B/X : 1X = X/X→ X ×B X/X

in SH(X). We may put together these two maps to obtain the composition

1B
π∗X−→ πX](6

−TX/B (1X ))
πX]6

−TX/B (1X/B∗)
−−−−−−−−−−→ πX]6

−TX/B (X ×B X/X),

Using the identification πX]6
−TX/B (X ×B X/X)' X/B ∧B X/BB.M. from Lemma 2.11, this gives the

desired map δX/B .
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We now construct the evaluation map εX/B : X/BB.M.∧B X/B→ 1B (which does not require properness
of πX ). Here we apply the functoriality of (−)/XB.M. to the proper map 1X/B to obtain the map

1∗X/B : X ×B X/XB.M.→ X/XB.M. = 1X

in SH(X), and the functoriality of (−)/B to the map πX to obtain the map

πX∗ : X/B→ B/B = 1B .

Putting these together yields the composition

πX](X ×B X/XB.M.)
πX/B](1

∗)
−−−−−→ πX/B](1X )= X/B πX∗

−→ 1B .

Now using the identification X/BB.M. ∧B X/B ' πX](X ×B X/XB.M.) from Lemma 2.11, we get the
desired map εX/B .

It is shown in [Hoyois 2017, Corollary 6.13] that the triple (X/BB.M., δX/B, εX/B) is the dual of X/B
in SH(B). Using our notation for Thom spaces, we have

X/BB.M. = πX !(1X )' πX# ◦6
−TX/B (1X )= ThX (−TX/B)/B,

the coevaluation map is

δX/B : 1B→ X/B ∧B ThX (−TX/B)/B

and the evaluation map is

εX/B : ThX (−TX/B)/B ∧B X/B→ 1B

The dualizability of X/B as above allows one to define an Euler characteristic for smooth projective
schemes:

Definition 2.13. For X→ B in SmB and proper, the Euler characteristic χ(X/B) ∈ EndSH(B)(1B) is the
composition

1B
δX/B
−−→ X/B ∧B ThX (−TX/B)/B τ

→ ThX (−TX/B)/B ∧B X/B εX/B
−−→ 1B,

where τ denotes the symmetry isomorphism, and δX/B and εX/B are as in Construction 2.12.

To finish this section, we give an alternative characterization of the Euler characteristic χ(X/B) just
defined (Lemma 2.15 below). We proved this result in the case B = Spec k for k a field in [Levine 2017b];
the proof in this more general setting is exactly the same.

Construction 2.14. We consider X ×B X as a smooth X -scheme via the projection p2. The diagonal
1X : X→ X ×B X gives a section to p2. Let q : X ×B X→ X ×B X/(X ×B X \1X (X)) be the quotient
map. We have the Morel–Voevodsky purity isomorphism [1999, Theorem 3.2.23], which gives the
isomorphism in H•(X)

mv1 : X ×B X/(X ×B X \1X (X))−→∼ ThX (N1X ).
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Composing the 0-section sN :X→N1X with the quotient map N1X→Th(N1X ) defines s̄N :X→ThX (N1X ).
It follows from the proof of the purity isomorphism that we have the commutative diagram in H•(X)

X ×B X+
q
// X ×B X/(X ×B X \1X (X))

mv1
// ThX (N1X )

X+

q◦1X

OO

s̄N

55

1X

hh

(2.14.1)

Finally, we have the isomorphism N1X ' TX/B of vector bundles over X furnished by the composition

TX/B −→
∼ 1∗X p∗2 TX/B

i2
→1∗X (p

∗

1 TX/B ⊕ p∗2 TX/B)'1
∗

X TX×B X/B
π
→ N1X ,

where π : 1∗X TX×B X/B → N1X is the canonical projection. Putting these maps together gives us the
composition in H•(X)

X+
1X
−→ X ×B X q

→ X ×B X/(X ×B X \1X (X))
mv1
−−→ ThX (N1X )−→

∼ ThX (TX/B);

the commutativity of (2.14.1) shows that this composition is equal to the map s̄TX/B : X+→ ThX (TX/B),
induced as for s̄N1X

by the zero-section sTX/B : X→ TX/B .
Applying 6−TX/B6∞

P1(−) and the isomorphism

6−TX/B Th(TX/B)'6
−TX/B ◦6TX/B (1X )' 1X

gives the morphism

β̃X/B :6
−TX/B (1X )→ 1X

in SH(X). Finally, applying πX# gives the morphism

βX/B : Th(−TX/B)→ X/B

in SH(B).
Summarizing our construction, βX/B is given by applying πX# to the composition in SH(X)

6−TX/B (1X )
6
−TX/B (1X )
−−−−−−→6−TX/B (X×B X/X) 6

−TX/B (q)
−−−−−→6−TX/B ([X×B X/(X×B X \1X )]/X)

6
−TX/B (mv1X )
−−−−−−−→6−TX/B (ThX (N1X ))'6

−TX/B (ThX (TX/B))'6
−TX/B ◦6TX/B (1X )' 1X (2.14.2)

or equivalently, to the composition

6−TX/B (1X )
6
−TX/B (s̄TX/B )
−−−−−−−→6−TX/B (ThX (TX/B))'6

−TX/B ◦6TX/B (1X )' 1X (2.14.3)

Lemma 2.15. For X smooth and proper over B, χ(X/B) is equal to the composition

1B
π∗X
−→ Th(−TX/B)

βX/B
−−→ X/B πX∗

−→ 1B
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Proof. Let pi : X ×B X→ X, i = 1, 2, be the projections. The map

evX : X/B∨ ∧B X/B→ 1B

is the composition

X/B∨ ∧B X/B = Th(−TX/k)∧B X/B = Th(−p∗1 TX/k)
q
→ Th(−p∗1 TX/B)/Th(− j∗ p∗1 TX/B)

' Th(−TX/B ⊕ N1X )' Th(−TX/B ⊕ TX/B)' X/B πX
−→ 1B .

From our description of βX/B as πX# applied to the composition (2.14.2), we see that πX∗ ◦ βX/B =

evX/B ◦Th(1X ). Also, π∗X = π
∨

X and π∨X is given by

1B
δX/B
−−→ X/B ∧B X/B∨ = Th(−p∗2 TX/B)

p2
−→ Th(−TX/B)

It follows from the construction of the map δX/B described above that

δX/B = Th(1X ) ◦π
∗

X .

This gives us the commutative diagram

X/B ∧B X/B∨
τX,X∨

// X/B∨ ∧B X/B
evX

''
1B

δX/B

77

π∗X ''

Th(−p∗2 TX/B)
τX,X∨

// Th(−p∗1 TX/B) 1B

Th(−TX/B)

Th(1X )

55

Th(1X )

OO

βX/B

// X/B

πX∗

77

�

3. SL-oriented motivic spectra

In this section, we discuss the definition and basic features of SL-oriented motivic spectra. This is treated
in [Ananyevskiy 2016a] in the context of the motivic stable homotopy category SH(k) for k a field.
Essentially all of the constructions in [op. cit.] go through without change in the setting of a separated
noetherian base-scheme B of finite Krull dimension; the most one needs to do is replace a few arguments
that rely on Jouanolou covers with some properties coming out of the six-functor formalism. We will
recall and suitably extend Ananyevskiy’s treatment here without any claim of originality.

Definition 3.1. A motivic commutative ring spectrum in SH(B) is a triple (E, µ, u) with E in SH(B),
and µ : E ∧B E → E , u : 1B → E morphisms in SH(B), defining a commutative monoid object in the
symmetric monoidal category SH(B). We usually drop the explicit mention of the multiplication µ and
unit u unless these are needed.
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Notation 3.2. Recall that, given a motivic spectrum E ∈ SH(B), we have a notion of E-cohomology
E∗∗(X) for X ∈ H(B): this is the bigraded abelian group defined by

Ea,b(X) := HomSH(B)(6
∞

T X+,Sa,b
∧ E)

for a, b ∈ Z, where Sa,b
∈ SH(B) denotes the usual bigraded stable motivic sphere. This of course

specializes to give the E-cohomology of objects X ∈ SmB . It also specializes to give E-cohomology with
supports E∗∗Z (X) for X ∈ SmB and Z ⊆ X a closed subset: namely, we define

Ea,b
Z (X) := Ea,b(X/(X \ Z)).

For instance, if V → X is a vector bundle, then Ea,b
0V
(V )= Ea,b(Th(V )), where 0V ⊂ V is the image of

the zero-section. We further define

Ea,b
Z (Th(V )) := Ea,b

0V∩q−1(Z)(V )

for Z ⊆ X a closed subset and q : V → X a vector bundle.
A commutative ring spectrum structure on E determines a natural cup product structure on E-cohomology

and E-cohomology with supports in the usual manner; we refrain from spelling it out in detail here.

Notation 3.3. For a scheme X and a rank r vector bundle V → X, we let det V → X denote the
determinant line bundle, defined by det V :=3r V. Given two vector bundles V1→ X and V2→ X, we
have a canonical isomorphism

αV1,V2 : det(V1⊕ V2)→ (det V1)⊗OX (det V2),

characterized by requiring that, for a local basis of sections s1
1 , . . . , s1

n of V1 and s2
1 , . . . , s2

m of V2, we have

αV1,V2(((s
1
1 , 0)∧ · · · ∧ (s1

n , 0)∧ (0, s2
1)∧ · · · ∧ (0, s2

m)))= (s
1
1 ∧ · · · ∧ s1

n)⊗ (s
2
1 ∧ · · · ∧ s2

m).

This extends to a canonical natural isomorphism

αE : det V → (det V1)⊗OX (det V2)

for each exact sequence E of vector bundles on X,

0→ V1→ V → V2→ 0;

one can define αE by choosing local splittings and noting that the resulting isomorphism is independent
of the choice of splitting.

Definition 3.4. An SL-orientation of a motivic commutative ring spectrum E in SH(B) is an assignment
of elements thV,θ ∈ E2r,r (Th(V )) for each pair (V, θ) consisting of a rank r vector bundle V→ X (for any
r ≥ 0) with X ∈SmB and an isomorphism θ : det V→OX of line bundles, satisfying the following axioms:

(i) Naturality: Let (V → X, θ : det V →OX ) be as above and let f : Y → X be a morphism in SmB .
Consider the vector bundle f ∗V → Y and isomorphism f ∗θ : det f ∗V ' f ∗ det V →OY . Then we
have f ∗(thV,θ )= th f ∗V, f ∗θ .
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(ii) Products: Let (V1→ X, θ1 : det V1→OX ) and (V2→ X, θ2 : det V2→OX ) be two pairs as above.
Consider the vector bundle V1⊕V2→ X and the isomorphism θ1∧θ2 : det(V1⊕V2)→OX defined by

θ1 ∧ θ2 := (θ1⊗ θ2) ◦αV1,V2 .

Then thV1⊕V2,θ1∧θ2 = thV1,θ1 ∪ thV2,θ2 .

(iii) Normalization: For X ∈ SmB , consider the trivial vector bundle V = OX and the identity iso-
morphism θ : V → OX . Then, under the canonical identification Th(V ) ' 6T X+, the element
thV,θ ∈ E2,1(Th(V )) is the image of the unit 1 ∈ E0,0(B) under the composition

E0,0(B) π∗X−→ E0,0(X)
suspension
' E2,1(6T X+).

An SL-oriented motivic spectrum is a pair (E, th(−)) with E a motivic commutative ring spectrum and
th(−) an SL-orientation on E .

Variant 3.5. A GL-orientation, or simply orientation, on a motivic commutative ring spectrum E is an
assignment (V → X) 7→ thV ∈ E2r,r (Th(V )), where V → X is a rank r vector bundle (for any r ≥ 0) on
X ∈ SmB , satisfying the evident modifications of the axioms (i)–(iii) in Definition 3.4, i.e., omitting the
conditions on the determinant line bundle. The pair (E, th(−)) is called a GL-oriented motivic spectrum,
or more simply, an oriented motivic spectrum.

For the remainder of the section, we fix an SL-oriented motivic spectrum E . Let us first observe that
the SL-orientation determines Thom isomorphisms in E-cohomology for oriented vector bundles:

Lemma 3.6. Let (E, th(−)) be an SL-oriented motivic spectrum and let q : V → X be a rank r vector
bundle on X ∈ SmB with an isomorphism θ : det V → OX . Then sending x ∈ Ea,b

Z (X) to q∗(x)∪ thV,θ

defines an isomorphism

ϑV,θ : Ea,b
Z (X)→ Ea+2r,b+r

Z (Th(V ))

natural in (X, V, θ).

Proof. The naturality of the maps ϑV,θ follows from the naturality of the Thom classes, i.e., property (i)
in their definition.

It follows from properties (i)–(iii) of the Thom class that for V =
⊕r

i=1 OX ei and θ : det V →OX the
canonical isomorphism given by θ(e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en)= 1, the map ϑV,θ is the suspension isomorphism

Ea,b
Z (X)' Ea+2r,b+r (6r

T X+/6r
T (X \ Z)+)' Ea+2r,b+r

Z (Th(V )).

The naturality of the maps ϑV,θ allow one to use a Mayer–Vietoris sequence for a trivializing open cover
of X for V to show that ϑV,θ is an isomorphism in general. �

The above Thom isomorphism may be extended to vector bundles without orientation by introducing
twists to E-cohomology, as follows.
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Definition 3.7. For X∈SmB and q :L→X a line bundle, we define the twisted E-cohomology E∗∗(X;L) by

Ea,b(X; L) := Ea+2,b+1(Th(L))= Ea+2,b+1
0L

(L).

We also have a version with supports: given in addition a closed subset Z ⊆ X, we define

Ea,b
Z (X; L) := Ea+2,b+1

0L∩q−1(Z)(L).

Finally, when we also have a vector bundle V → X, we similarly define

Ea,b(Th(V ); L) := Ea,b
0V
(V ; q∗L), Ea,b

Z (Th(V ); L) := Ea,b
0V∩q−1(Z)(V ; q

∗L);

these definitions may be rewritten a bit, e.g., for the former we have

Ea,b(Th(V ); L)= Ea,b
0V
(V ; q∗L)= Ea+2,b+1

0V⊕L
(V ⊕ L)= Ea+2,b+1(Th(V ⊕ L)).

Remark 3.8. The product structure on E-cohomology extends to a product structure on twisted E-
cohomology: namely, for X ∈ SmB and L ,M two line bundles on X, combining the cup product

∪ : Ea+2,b+1
0L

(L)⊗ Ec+2,d+1
0M

(M)→ Ea+c+4,b+d+2
0L⊕M

(L ⊕M),

the canonical isomorphism αL ,M : det(L⊕M)→ L⊗M, and the Thom isomorphism ϑL⊕M , we get a map

∪ : Ea,b(X; L)⊗ Ec,d(X;M)→ Ea+c,b+d(X; L ⊗M),

as well as a version with supports.

Remark 3.9. The definitions of twisted E-cohomology given in Definition 3.7 are instances of a more
general definition. Namely, for X ∈ SmB , L→ X a line bundle, and any T ∈ SH(B) equipped with an
identification T ' πX](T ′) for some T ′ ∈ SH(X), we may define the twisted E-cohomology E∗∗(T ; L) by

Ea,b(T ; L) := HomSH(X)(6
L T ′,Sa+2,b+1

∧π∗XE).

Of course, this notation is abusive since E∗∗(T ; L) really depends on T ′ ∈ SH(X). This construction
recovers the notions introduced in Definition 3.7 as follows:

– We have E∗∗(X; L)' E∗∗(T ; L) for T =6∞T X+ ' πX](1X ).

– We have E∗∗Z (X; L)' E∗∗(T ; L) for T = X Z/B ' πX](X Z/X).

– We have E∗∗(Th(V ); L)' E∗∗(T ; L) for T = Th(V )' πX](ThX (V )).

The extra generality will be invoked later on (see Lemma 4.3) for the case

T = X Z/BB.M. = πX !(X Z/XB.M.)'πX](6
−TX/B X Z/XB.M.),

where the last identification is by Atiyah duality (Remark 2.7).

The following construction is due to Ananyevskiy [2016a, Corollary 1].
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Construction 3.10. Let X ∈ SmB , let q : V → X be a rank r vector bundle, and let p : L→ X denote the
determinant bundle det V ; let p′ : L−1

→ X denote the inverse of L . Then we have canonical isomorphisms

αV,L−1 : det(V ⊕ L−1)→OX , αL−1⊕L : det(L−1
⊕ L)→OX .

Consider now the two pullback bundles

pV : q∗(L−1
⊕ L)→ V, qL ⊕ p′L : p∗(V ⊕ L−1)→ L ,

which inherit trivializations of their determinants. For (E, th(−)) an SL-oriented motivic spectrum,
Lemma 3.6 gives us isomorphisms

ϑq∗(L−1⊕L),q∗αL−1⊕L
: Ea+2r,b+r

0V
(V )→ Ea+2r+2,b+r+1

q−1(0L−1⊕0L )∩p−1
V (0V )

(q∗(L−1
⊕ L))

and
ϑp∗(V⊕L−1),p∗αV⊕L−1 : E

a+2,b+1
0L

(L)→ Ea+2r+2,b+r+1
p−1(0V⊕0L−1 )∩p′−1

L (0V )
(p∗(V ⊕ L−1)).

However, as X -schemes q∗(L−1
⊕ L) and p∗(V ⊕ L−1) are both canonically isomorphic to

V ⊕ L−1
⊕ L→ X,

and via this isomorphism, the closed subsets q−1(0L−1 ⊕ 0L)∩ p−1
V (0V ) and p−1(0V ⊕ 0L−1)∩ p′−1

L (0V )

are both equal to 0V⊕L−1⊕L . We thus have a canonical isomorphism

φ : Ea+2r+2,b+r+1
q−1(0L−1⊕0L )∩p−1

V (0V )
(q∗(L−1

⊕ L))→ Ea+2r+2,b+r+1
p−1(0V⊕0L−1 )∩p′−1

L (0V )
(p∗(V ⊕ L−1))

Combining all of the above the, we obtain the Thom isomorphism

ϑV : Ea,b(X; L)→ Ea+2r,b+r (Th(V )), (3.10.1)

defined by
ϑV := ϑ

−1
q∗(L−1⊕L),q∗αL−1⊕L

◦φ ◦ϑp∗(V⊕L−1),p∗αV⊕L−1 .

This construction extends to cohomology with supports in an evident manner.

We next discuss the Thom classes in twisted E-cohomology governing this more general Thom
isomorphism.

Definition 3.11. Let X ∈ SmB and let q : V → X be a rank r vector bundle. The canonical Thom class
thV ∈ E2r,r (Th(V ); det−1 V ) is defined as follows. As noted in Definition 3.7, we have

E2r,r (Th(V ); det−1 V )= E2r+2,r+1(Th(V ⊕ det−1 V )).

The isomorphism
α := αV,det−1 V : det(V ⊕ det−1 V )→OX

gives us the Thom class thV⊕det−1 V,α ∈ E
2r+2,r+1(Th(V ⊕ det−1 V )), and we define thV to be the corre-

sponding element of E2r,r (Th(V ); det−1 V ) under the above identification.
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Remark 3.12. Let X and V be as in Definition 3.11. Let πX : X → B denote the structure morphism.
Then the Thom class thV is an element of

E2r,r (Th(V ); det−1 V )= E2r+2,r+1(πX](6
V⊕det−1(V )(1X ))

= HomSH(B)(πX](6
V⊕det−1(V )(1X ),S2r+2,r+1

∧ E)

' HomSH(X)(6
V⊕det−1(V )(1X ),S2r+2,r+1

∧π∗XE)

' HomSH(X)(1X ,S2r+2,r+1
∧6−(V⊕det−1(V ))π∗XE).

Thus, via the multiplication on E , the class thV induces a map

×thV : π
∗

XE→ S2r+2,r+1
∧6−(V⊕det−1(V ))π∗XE

in SH(X).

Lemma 3.13. The map ×thV defined above is an isomorphism in SH(X).

Proof. For each object x ∈ SH(X), ×thV induces a map

ϑV,x : HomSH(X)(x, π∗XE)→ HomSH(X)(x,S2r+2,r+1
∧6−(V⊕det−1(V ))π∗XE)

By the Yoneda lemma, it suffices to show that ϑV,x is an isomorphism for all x ∈ SH(X).
The collection of objects x for which ϑV,x is an isomorphism is closed under arbitrary direct sums,

hence is a localizing subcategory of SH(X). The objects x = Sa,b
∧ 1X are contained in this subcategory,

since for these objects the map ϑV,x identifies with the Thom isomorphism θV⊕det−1(V ),α (where α is
as in Definition 3.11). For p : Y → X in SmX , applying p∗ and using the adjunction with p] shows
that furthermore ϑV,x is an isomorphism for x = Sa,b

∧ Y/X. As SH(X) is generated as a localizing
subcategory by the objects Sa,b

∧ Y/X, this proves the lemma. �

Definition 3.14. For X ∈ SmB and V → X a rank r vector bundle, we define

ϑE
V :6

1−det Vπ∗XE→6r−Vπ∗XE

to be the composition of isomorphisms

61−det Vπ∗XE
6det V−1(×thdet V⊕det−1 V )

−1

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→6det−1 V−1π∗XE
61−det−1 V (×thV )
−−−−−−−−−→6r−Vπ∗XE .

Remark 3.15. Let X ∈ SmB and let V → X be a rank r vector bundle. Under the identification
Th(V )= πX#6

V (1X ) and the isomorphisms

Ea,b(X, det V )' HomSH(X)(1X ,Sa+2,b+1
∧6− det Vπ∗XE)

and
E2r+a,r+b(Th(V ))' HomSH(X)(1X ,S2r+a,r+b

∧6−Vπ∗XE),

the Thom isomorphism ϑV : Ea,b(X, det V )→ E2r+a,r+b(Th(V )) is the map induced by ϑE
V .
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Remark 3.16. Let X ∈ SmB and let V→ X and W→ X be vector bundles of respective ranks rV and rW .
We have the multiplication map

Ea,b(Th(V ), det−1 V )⊗ Ec,d(Th(W ), det−1 W )→ Ea+c,b+d(Th(V ⊕W ), det−1(V ⊕W ))

induced by the isomorphism

V/(V \ {0V })∧X W/(W \ {0W })→ (V ⊕W )/(V ⊕W \ {0V⊕W })

in H•(X) and our canonical isomorphism det(V )⊗ det(W )' det(V ⊕W ). The multiplicative property
of the Thom classes (Definition 3.4(ii)) implies a similar multiplicativity for the canonical Thom classes:

thV⊕W = thV ∪ thW .

This then implies, roughly speaking, that

“ϑE
W⊕V = ϑ

E
W ◦ϑ

E
V .”

More precisely, after using properties of 6(−) to make the necessary identifications, the following diagram
commutes:

61−det(W⊕V )π∗XE
ϑE

det W⊕det V
//

ϑE
W⊕V
��

62−(det W⊕det V )π∗XE
∼
// 61−det W61−det Vπ∗XE

61−det WϑE
E

��

6rW+rV−(W⊕V )π∗XE 6rV−V61−det Wπ∗XE
6rV −VϑE

W

oo 61−det W6rV−Vπ∗XE∼
oo

Remark 3.17. Using Remark 3.16, the definition of ϑE
−

extends to virtual bundles by setting ϑE
V−W :=

ϑE
V ◦(ϑ

E
W )
−1
= (ϑE

W )
−1
◦ϑE

V (with these identities understood as in Remark 3.16), giving the isomorphism

ϑE
V−W :6

1−det V⊗det−1 Wπ∗XE −→∼ 6rV−rW−V+Wπ∗XE .

Remark 3.16 then extends directly to virtual bundles.
If we have an exact sequence 0 → V ′ → V → V ′′ → 0, then the corresponding isomorphisms

6V
'6V ′⊕V ′′ and det V ' det(V ′⊕ V ′′) transform ϑE

V to ϑE
V ′⊕V ′′ .

Remark 3.18. If the SL-orientation on E extends to a GL-orientation, then all the results of this section for
SL-oriented theories hold for E in simplified form: we can omit all the twisting by line bundles and replace
61−det Vπ∗XE with π∗XE using the Thom class thdet V to define an isomorphism 6Tπ

∗

XE '6
det Vπ∗XE .

We close this section with one last result about twisted E-cohomology in the SL-oriented setting.

Proposition 3.19. Let X ∈ SmB , let L ,M be two line bundles on X, and let Z ⊆ X a closed subset. Then
there is a natural isomorphism

ψL ,M : E∗,∗Z (X; L)→ E∗,∗Z (X; L ⊗M⊗2).
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Proof. Let s : X→ L ⊕M be the zero-section. We have the Thom isomorphisms

E∗,∗Z (X; L)' E∗+4,∗+2
s(Z) (L ⊕M;M−1), E∗,∗Z (X; L ⊗M⊗2)' E∗+4,∗+2

s(Z) (L ⊕M;M).

Replacing L ⊕M by X and M by L , this reduces us to showing that there is a natural isomorphism

ψL : E∗,∗Z (X; L)→ E∗,∗Z (X; L−1)

For this, we follow the proof of [Ananyevskiy 2016a, Lemma 2]. We have the morphism of X -schemes

L ⊕ L−1
= L ×X L−1 µ

→ X ×B A1

defined by µ(x, y)= x · y; let Y :=µ−1(X×1). Setting L0 := L \0L and L−1
0 := L−1

\0L , we see that Y
is a closed subscheme of L ×X L−1 projecting isomorphically to L0 via p1 and isomorphically to L−1

0

via p2.
Consider the commutative diagram

Y //

p1

��

L ×X L−1

p1

��

// L ×X L−1/Y

p̄1

��

L0 // L // L/L0

whose rows are cofiber sequences. As the first two vertical maps are isomorphisms in H(B), the map p̄1

induces an isomorphism

p̄1/B : (L ×B L−1/Y )/B→ Th(L)/B

in SH(B). Similarly, we have the isomorphism

p̄2/B : (L ×B L−1/Y )/B→ Th(L−1)/B

in SH(B). Replacing X with U := X \ Z , we have the isomorphisms

p̄1U/B : (L ×B L−1
×X U/Y ×X U )/B→ Th(L ×X U )/B.

and

p̄2U/B : (L ×B L−1
×X U/Y ×X U )/B→ Th(L−1

×X U )/B

It follows that the arrows in following diagram are isomorphisms in SH(B) after applying −/B:

Th(L)/Th(L ×X U )

(L ×X L−1/Y )/(L ×X L−1
×X U/Y ×X U )

p1
33

p2 ++

Th(L−1)/Th(L−1
×X U )
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Finally, applying HomSH(B)(−, 6
∗+2,∗+1E) gives the desired isomorphism

ψL : E∗,∗Z (X; L)→ E∗,∗Z (X; L−1). �

4. Projective pushforward in twisted cohomology

In this section, we describe how one gets projective pushforward maps in twisted E-cohomology for E
an SL-oriented motivic spectrum. We rely on the six-functor formalism. This is a bit different from the
treatment of projective pushforward given by Ananyevskiy [2016a]: in that treatment, one relies on the
factorization of an arbitrary projective morphism Y → X into a closed immersion Y → X ×PN followed
by a projection X ×PN

→ X. This factorization property will however reappear in our treatment when
we discuss the uniqueness of the pushforward maps in Section 6.

We continue to work over a noetherian separated base scheme B of finite Krull dimension.

Lemma 4.1. Let s : Y → X be a section of a smooth morphism p : X → Y and let η : id → s∗s∗,
ε : s∗s∗→ id be unit and counit of adjunction. Then the composition

idSH(Y ) −→
∼ p! ◦ s! = p! ◦ s∗

s∗
→ s∗ ◦ s∗

ε
→ idSH(Y )

is the identity. Here the morphism s∗ : p!→ s∗ is the one constructed in Remark 2.9.

Proof. The functor s∗s∗ is an equivalence [Hoyois 2017, Corollary 4.19]. As a general property of adjoint
functors, s∗εs∗ ◦ ηs∗s∗ = ids∗s∗ (see, e.g., [Mac Lane 1971, p. 134]), hence s∗εs∗s∗ ◦ ηs∗s∗s∗ = ids∗s∗s∗

and thus s∗ε ◦ ηs∗ = ids∗ . The result follows from the commutative diagram

id

o

��
pX ! ◦ s∗

pX !ηs∗
��

id

''

s∗

&&

pX ! ◦ s!

pX ! ◦ s∗s∗s∗
pX !s∗ε

// pX ! ◦ s∗

pX ! ◦ s! ◦ s∗ ◦ s∗

o

��

pX !s!ε
// pX ! ◦ s!

o

��

s∗ ◦ s∗ ε
// id �

Remark 4.2. Let s : Y → V be the zero-section of a vector bundle p : V → Y. Then the canonical
isomorphism idSH(Y ) ' p!s∗ is equal to the composition

idSH(Y ) '6
−V6V

=6−V p#s∗ ' p#6
−p∗V s∗ ' p!s∗.
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Indeed 6−V6V
→ idSH(Y ) is the counit of the adjunction 6−V

a6V, corresponding to id :6V
→6V,

6−V p#s∗→ idSH(Y ) is the counit of the adjunction 6−V
= s! p∗ a p#s∗. The functors 6−V and p# are

both left adjoints, so 6−V p# is left adjoint to s∗ and the counit of the adjunction

6−V p# a p∗6V
'6 p∗V p∗ ' p! ' s∗

is the same as that of 6−V
a p#s∗. Composing with the isomorphism p! ' p#6

−p∗V
'6−V p#, we see

that the counit of the adjunction p! a s∗ is induced from that of 6−V p# a s∗, and thus agrees with the
canonical isomorphism p!s∗ ' idSH(Y ).

Lemma 4.3. Let (E, th(−)) be an SL-oriented motivic spectrum in SH(B). Suppose given X ∈ SmB of
dimension dX over B, i : Z→ X a closed subset, and p : L→ X a line bundle. Then the isomorphism

ϑE
L−TX/B

:61−det(L−TX/B)π∗XE→6
rL−TX/B−L+TX/Bπ∗XE

induces an isomorphism

ρX,Z ,L : Ea,b
Z (X;ωX/B ⊗ L)' Ea−2dX ,b−dX (X Z/BB.M.; L),

where the right-hand side is as defined in Remark 3.9.

Proof. We have det(L − TX/B) = det−1(TX/B)⊗ L = ωX/B ⊗ L and rL−TX/B = 1− dX . Moreover, we
have canonical isomorphisms

Ea,b
Z (X;ωX/B ⊗ L)' HomSH(X)(i∗(1Z ), Sa,b

∧61−ωX/B⊗Lπ∗XE)

and
Ea−2dX ,b−dX (X Z/BB.M.; L)' HomSH(X)(i∗(1Z ), Sa,b

∧6(1−dX )+TX/B−Lπ∗XE).

Finally, ϑE
L−TX/B

induces the isomorphism

Sa,b
∧ϑE

L−TX/B
: Sa,b

∧61−ωX/B⊗Lπ∗XE→ Sa,b
∧6(1−dX )+TX/B−Lπ∗XE,

which completes the proof. �

Using the isomorphisms ρX,Z ,L , we make the following definition.

Definition 4.4. Let (E, th(−)) be an SL-oriented motivic spectrum in SH(B), let f :Y→ X be a proper mor-
phism of relative dimension d in SmB , let L→ X be a line bundle, and let Z ⊂ X be a closed subset. Define

f∗ : Ea,b
f −1(Z)(Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)→ Ea−2d,b−d

Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L)

to be the unique map making the diagram

Ea−2dY ,b−dY (Y f −1(Z)/BB.M.; f ∗L)
( f ∗)∗

// Ea−2dY ,b−dY (X Z/BB.M.; L)

Ea,b
f −1(Z)(Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)

ρY, f−1 Z , f ∗L

OO

f∗
// Ea−2d,b−d

Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L)

ρX,Z ,L

OO

commute.
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Let p : V → Y be a rank r vector bundle on some Y ∈ SmB , with 0-section s : Y → V. Letting
L = det V, the exact sequence

0→ p∗V → TV/B
dp
−→ p∗TY/B→ 0

gives the canonical isomorphism ωV/B ' p∗(det−1 V ⊗ωY/B), or p∗ det−1 V ' ωV/B ⊗ω
−1
Y/B . Letting

(E, th) be an SL-oriented motivic spectrum, we have the pushforward map

s∗ : Ea,b(Y )→ Ea+2r,b+r (V, p∗ det−1 V ),

and the version with supports,

s∗ : Ea,b(Y )= Ea,b
Y (Y )→ Ea+2r,b+r

0V
(V, p∗ det−1 V ).

Lemma 4.5. Let 1E
Y ∈ E

0,0(Y ) be the unit π∗Y/B(u). Then

s∗(1E
Y )= thV ∈ E2r,r

0V
(V, p∗ det−1 V ).

As a consequence, s∗(1E
Y ) in E2r,r (V, p∗ det−1 V ) is the image of thV under the “forget supports” map

E2r,r
0V
(V, p∗ det−1 V )→ E2r,r (V, p∗ det−1 V ).

Proof. The exact sequence
0→ p∗V → TV/B

dp
−→ p∗TY/B→ 0

gives us the isomorphism
ω−1

V/B ⊗ det−1 V ' p∗ω−1
Y/B .

Keeping this in mind, we have the following commutative diagram defining s∗:

E−2dY ,−dY (Y/BB.M.;ω
−1
Y/B)

(s∗)∗
// E−2dY ,−dY

0V
(V/BB.M., p∗ω−1

Y/B)

E0,0
Y (Y )

ρ
Y,Y,s∗ p∗ω−1

Y/B

OO

s∗
//

s∗ **

E2r,r
0V
(V, det−1 V )

ρ
V,0V ,p∗ω

−1
Y/B

OO

forget supports
��

E2r,r (V, det−1 V )

(4.5.1)

Here the lower s∗ is the one we are considering and the upper s∗ is the map with supports. Thus, we need
to show that the upper s∗ satisfies s∗(1E

Y )= thV .
We will be using the isomorphisms

E−2dY ,−dY (Y/BB.M.;ω
−1
Y/B)' HomSH(Y )(1Y , 6

1−dY+TY/B−ω
−1
Y/Bπ∗YE),

E−2dY ,−dY
0V

(V/BB.M., p∗ω−1
Y/B)' HomSH(V )(s∗(1Y ),6

1−dY+TV/B−p∗ω−1
Y/Bπ∗V E),

E2r,r
0V
(V, det−1 V )' HomSH(V )(s∗(1V ),6

r+1−det−1 Vπ∗V E).

(4.5.2)
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By Lemma 4.1, the composition

πY ! −→
∼ πV ! ◦ s!

πV !α
−−→ πV ! ◦ s∗ s∗

→ πY !

is the identity. Evaluating at 1Y gives the commutative diagram

YB.M.
φ

∼
// πV !(s∗(1Y ))

s∗xx

V0V /BB.M.

YB.M.

(4.5.3)

and the isomorphism φ induces the isomorphism

φ∗ : E−2dY ,−dY
0V

(V/BB.M., p∗ω−1
Y/B)→ E−2dY ,−dY (YB.M., ω

−1
Y/B).

The isomorphism ρV,0V ,p∗ω−1
Y/B

is the map induced on HomSH(V )(s∗(1Y ),−) by the isomorphism

ϑp∗ω−1
Y/B−TV/B

:61−det−1 Vπ∗V E→61−dV+TV/B−p∗ω−1
Y /Bπ∗V E .

We have the isomorphisms

6r−Vϑ−V :6
r+1−V−det−1 Vπ∗YE→ π∗YE,

6r−Vϑω−1
Y/B−TY/B−V :6

r+1−V−det−1 Vπ∗YE→6r+1−dY+TY/B−ωY/Bπ∗YE,

ϑωY/B−TT/B : π
∗

YE→61−dY+TY/B−ωY/Bπ∗YE .

The first induces an isomorphism

ρ−V : HomSH(Y )(1Y , 6
r+1−V−det−1 Vπ∗YE)→ E0,0(Y ),

the second an isomorphism

ρTY/B+V−ω−1
Y/B
: HomSH(Y )(1Y , 6

r+1−V−det−1 Vπ∗YE)→ E−2dY ,−dY (Y/BB.M., ω
−1
Y/B),

while the third induces the isomorphism

ρY,Y,ω−1
Y/B
: E0,0(Y )→ E−2dT Y,−dY (Y/BB.M., ω

−1
Y/B).

Altogether these maps and isomorphisms gives the diagram of isomorphisms

E−2dY ,−dY
0V

(V/BB.M., p∗ω−1
Y/B)

φ∗
// E−2dY ,−dY (Y/BB.M., ω

−1
Y/B)

E0,0(Y )

ρ
Y,Y,ω−1

Y/B
hh

E2r,r
0V
(V, det−1 V )

ρV,0V ,det−1 V

OO

ψ
// HomSH(Y )(1Y , 6

r+1−V−det−1 Vπ∗YE)

ρTY/B+V−ωY/B

OO

ρ−V

66
(4.5.4)
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The triangle commutes by the functoriality of ϑ−, as expressed by Remark 3.16.
To see that square commutes, we have the diagram

6
1−d+TV−p∗ω−1

Y/Bπ∗V E
∼
// 6

1−d+p∗(TY+V−ω−1
Y/B)π∗V E

∼
// p∗61−d+TY+V−ω−1

Y/Bπ∗YE

6r+1−p∗ det−1 Vπ∗V E

6r
Tϑp∗ω−1

Y/B−TV/B

OO

6r+1−p∗ det−1 Vπ∗V E ∼
//

6r
Tϑp∗(ω−1

Y/B−TY/B−V )

OO

p∗6r+1−det−1 Vπ∗YE

p∗6r
Tϑω−1

Y/B−TY/B−V

OO

The first square commutes using the exact sequence 0→ p∗V → TV/B→ p∗TY/B→ 0 and the second
by the naturality of ϑ−. Applying the adjunction p# a p∗, the identity p#s∗ =6V and applying 6−V to
yield the isomorphism [6V x, y]SH(Y ) ' [x, 6V y]SH(Y ), applying HomSH(V )(s∗(1Y ),−) to the last map
gives the commutative square

HomSH(V )(s∗(1Y ), p∗61−d+TY+V−ω−1
Y/Bπ∗YE)

∼

++

HomSH(Y )(1Y , 6
1−d+TY−ω

−1
Y/Bπ∗YE)

HomSH(V )(s∗(1Y ), p∗6r+1−det−1 Vπ∗YE)

p∗6r
P1ϑω−1

Y/B−TY/B−V∗

OO

∼
++

HomSH(Y )(1Y , 6
r+1−V−det−1 Vπ∗YE)

6r−Vϑ
ω
−1
Y/B−TY/B−V∗

OO

Applying HomSH(V )(s∗(1Y ),−) to the first diagram, putting these two diagrams together and using the
isomorphisms (4.5.2) and Remark 4.2 gives the commutativity of the square in (4.5.4).

It follows from the commutativity of (4.5.3) that φ∗ ◦ (s∗)∗ ◦ ρY,Y,ω−1
Y/B
= ρY,Y,ω−1

Y/B
. The commutativity

of (4.5.1) and (4.5.4) then shows that ρ−V ◦ψ ◦ s∗ = id. By Remarks 3.15 and 3.16 the map ρ−V ◦ψ

is the inverse of the canonical Thom isomorphism ϑV : E0,0(Y )→ E2r,r
0V
(V, det−1 V ). Thus s∗ = ϑV so

s∗(1E
Y )= thV . �

Remark 4.6. If we have a GL-orientation on E , we have functorial pushforward maps

f∗ : Ea,b
W (Y )→ Ea−2d,b−d

Z (X)

for f : Y→ X a projective morphism in SmB , of relative dimension d , with W ⊂ Y, Z ⊂ X closed subsets
with f (W )⊂ Z . All the results of this section hold in the oriented context after deleting the twist by line
bundles. This follows from Remark 3.18.
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5. Motivic Gauss–Bonnet

Definition 5.1. Let p : V → X be a rank r vector bundle on some X ∈ SmB , and let E ∈ SH(B) be an
SL-oriented motivic ring spectrum. The Euler class eE(V ) ∈ E2r,r (X, det−1 V ) is defined as

eE(V ) := s∗s∗(1E
X ); 1E

X ∈ E
0,0(X) the unit.

Remark 5.2. By Lemma 4.5, eE(V ) := s∗s∗(1EX )= s̄∗thV , where s̄ : X→ThX (V ) is the map induced by s.

Theorem 5.3 (motivic Gauss–Bonnet). Let E ∈ SH(B) be an SL-oriented motivic ring spectrum, πX :

X→ B a smooth and projective B-scheme, let uE : 1B→ E be the unit map. Then

πX/B∗(eE(TX/B))= uE∗(χ(X/B)) ∈ E0,0(B).

Proof. We have the canonical Thom isomorphism

ϑE
−TX/B

: Ea,b(X;ωX/B)→ Ea−2 dim X,b−dim X (Th(−TX/B)).

By Lemma 2.15, it suffices to show that the map

β∗X/B : E
0,0(X)→ E0,0(Th(−TX/B))

sends 1E
X to ϑE

−TX/B
(eE(TX/B)); by Remark 5.2, this is the same as ϑ−TX/B (s̄

∗thTX/B ), where

s̄ : X+→ Th(TX/B)

is the map induced by the zero-section s : X→ TX/B .
We use our description of βX/B as πX# applied to (2.14.3). Applying HomSH(X)(−, π

∗

XE) to βX/B and
using the adjunction HomSH(B)(πX#(−), E) ' HomSH(X)(−, π

∗

XE), we have that β∗X/B is given by the
composition

E0,0(X) a
∼
−→ HomSH(X)(1X , π

∗

XE)
b
∼
−→ HomSH(X)(6

−TX/B ◦6TX/B (1X ), π
∗

XE)
c
∼
−→ HomSH(X)(ThX (TX/B)),6

TX/Bπ∗XE)
s̄∗
→ HomSH(X)(1X , 6

TX/Bπ∗XE)

' HomSH(X)(6
−TX/B (ThX (TX/B)), π

∗

XE)

where the isomorphisms a, b, c are the canonical ones.
The functoriality of the canonical Thom isomorphisms gives us the commutative diagram

E0,0(X)
ϑTX/B

//

ao
��

E2dX ,dX (Th(TX/B), ωX/B)

ϑE
−TX/B

��

HomSH(X)(1X , π
∗

XE)

bo
��

HomSH(X)(6
−TX/B6TX/B (1X ), π

∗

XE) c
∼
// HomSH(X)(ThX (TX/B),6

TX/Bπ∗XE)
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Thus
(c ◦ b ◦ a)(1E

X )= ϑ
E
−TX/B

(thTX/B ).

Applying ϑE
−TX/B

as above gives us the commutative diagram

E2dX ,dX (Th(TX/B), ωX/B)
s̄∗

//

ϑE
−TX/B

��

E2dX ,dX (X, ωX/B)

ϑE
−TX/B
��

HomSH(X)(ThX (TX/B),6
TX/Bπ∗XE) s̄∗

//

o

��

HomSH(X)(1X , 6
TX/Bπ∗XE)

o

��

HomSH(X)(6
−TX/B ThX (TX/B), π

∗

XE)
6
−TX/B (s̄∗)

// HomSH(X)(6
−TX/B (1X ), π

∗

XE)

and thus
β∗X/B(1

E
X )= ϑ−TX/B (s̄

∗(thTX/B ))= ϑ−TX/B (e
E(TX/B)),

as desired. �

6. SL-oriented cohomology theories

Our ultimate goal is to apply the Gauss–Bonnet theorem of Section 5 when projective pushforwards are
defined on a representable cohomology theory in some concrete manner, not necessarily relying on the
six-functor formalism. For this, we need a suitable axiomatization for such theories; we use a modification
of the axioms of Panin and Smirnov [Panin 2003; 2009]. As before, our base-scheme B is a noetherian,
separated scheme of finite Krull dimension.

Definition 6.1. We let Sm-LB denote the category of triples (X, Z , L) with X in SmB , Z ⊂ X a closed
subset and L→ X a line bundle. A morphism ( f, f̃ ) : (X, Z , L)→ (Y,W,M) is a morphism f : X→ Y
with Z ⊃ f −1(W ), together with an isomorphism of line bundles f̃ : L→ f ∗M. We let Sm-Lpr

B denote
the category with the same objects as Sm-LB , but with morphisms ( f ; f̃ ) : (X, Z , L)→ (Y,W,M) a
proper morphism f : X→ Y in SmB , with f (Z)⊂W, and f̃ : L→ f ∗M an isomorphism of line bundles.

Definition 6.2. An SL-oriented cohomology theory on SmB consists of the following data:

(D1) A functor H∗,∗ : Sm-Lop
B → BiGrAb, (X, Z , L) 7→ H∗,∗Z (X; L); we often write f ∗ for H∗,∗( f, f̃ ).

(D2) A functor H∗,∗ : Sm-Lpr
B → GrAb, (X, Z , L) 7→ H Z

∗,∗(X, L); we often write f∗ for H∗,∗( f, f̃ ).

(D3) Natural isomorphisms, for X of dimension dX

H 2dX−n,dX−m
Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L) αX,Z ,L

−−−→ H Z
n,m(X, L).

(D4) An element 1 ∈ H 0,0
B (B;OB). For x := (X, Z , L), y := (Y,W,M) in Sm-LB , a bigraded cup

product map

∪x,y : H
∗,∗
Z (X, L)⊗ H∗,∗W (Y,M)→ H∗,∗Z×W (X ×B Y, p∗1 L ⊗ p∗2 M)
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(D5) For Z ⊂W closed subsets of an X ∈ SmB a bigraded boundary map

δ
∗,∗
X,W,Z : H

∗,∗
Z\W (X \W ; j∗W L)→ H∗+1,∗

W (X, L)

We write H∗,∗(X, L) for H∗,∗X (X, L) and H∗,∗Z (X) for H∗,∗Z (X,OX ); we use the analogous notation
for H∗,∗. We write ∪ for ∪x,y and δ for δX,Z ,L when the context makes the meaning clear.

For f : Y → X a proper map of relative dimension d in SmB , with Z ⊂ X, W ⊂ Y closed subsets with
f (W )⊂ Z and L→ X a line bundle, combining (D2) and (D3) gives us pushforward maps

f∗ : H
∗,∗
W (Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)→ H∗−2d,∗−d

Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L)

defined as the composition

H∗,∗W (Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)
α−1

Y,W, f ∗L
−−−−→ H W

2dY−∗,dY−∗
(Y, f ∗L)

f∗
−→ H Z

2dY−∗,dY−∗
(X, L) αX,Z ,L

−−−→ H∗−2d,∗−d
Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L).

These data are required to satisfy the following axioms:

(A1) H∗,∗ and H∗,∗ are additive: H∗,∗ transforms disjoint unions to products and H∗,∗ transforms disjoint
unions to coproducts; in particular, H∗,∗Z (∅, L)= 0 and H Z

∗,∗(∅, L)= 0.

(A2) Let

Y ′

f ′
��

g′
// Y

f
��

X ′ g
// X

be a cartesian diagram in SchB , with X, Y, X ′, Y ′ in SmB (sometimes called a transverse cartesian
diagram in SmB) and with f, f ′ proper of relative dimension d. This gives us the isomorphism

f ′∗ωX ′/X ' ωY ′/Y .

Let Z ⊂ X be a closed subset, let W ⊂ Y be a closed subset with f (W ) ⊂ Z , let Z ′ = g−1(Z),
W ′ = g′−1(W ). Let L→ X be a line bundle on X and let L ′ = g′∗(L). Then the diagram

H∗,∗W ′ (Y
′, ωY ′/B ⊗ω

−1
Y ′/Y ⊗ g′∗L ′)

f ′∗
��

H∗,∗W (Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)
g′∗

oo

f∗
��

H∗−2d,∗−d
Z ′ (X ′, ωX ′/B ⊗ω

−1
X ′/X ⊗ L ′) H∗−2d,∗−d

Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L)
g∗
oo

commutes.
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(A3) For Z ⊂W closed subsets of an X ∈ SmB , let U = X \ Z with inclusion j :U→ X. For L→ X a
line bundle, this gives us the morphisms

(id, id) : (X,W, L)→ (X, Z , L) and ( j, id) : (U,W \ Z , j∗L)→ (X,W, L).

Then the sequence

· · ·
δZ ,W,X
−−−→ H∗,∗Z (X, L)→ H∗,∗W (X, L) j∗

→ H∗,∗W\Z (U, j∗L) δZ ,W,X
−−−→ H∗+1,∗

Z (X, L)→ · · ·

is exact. Moreover, the maps δZ ,W,X are natural with respect to the pullback maps g∗ and the
proper pushforward maps f∗.

(A4) Let i : Y → X be a closed immersion in SmB , let W ⊂ Y be a closed subset, L→ X a line bundle.
Let Z = i(W ), giving the morphism (i, id) : (Y,W, i∗L)→ (X, Z , L) in Sm-Lpr

B . Then

i∗ : H W
∗,∗(Y, i∗L)→ H Z

∗,∗(X, L)

is an isomorphism.

(A5) The cup products ∪ of (D4) are associative with unit 1. The maps f ∗ and f∗ are compatible with
cup products: ( f × g)∗(α ∪x,y β)= f ∗(α)∪x,y g∗(β). Moreover, using the isomorphisms of (D3),
the cup products induce products ∪x,y on H∗,∗ and one has ( f × g)∗(α∪x,y β)= f∗(α)∪x,y g∗(β).
Finally, the boundary maps δZ ,W,X are module morphism: retaining the notation of (D4), for
α ∈ H∗,∗Z\W (X \W ; j∗W L) and β ∈ H∗,∗T (Y,M), we have

δX×Y,Z×T,W×T (α ∪β)= δX,Z ,W (α)∪β.

(A6) Let i : Y → X be a closed immersion in SmB of codimension c, πY : Y → B the structure map.
Let 1H

Y ∈ H 0,0(Y ) be the element π∗Y (1). Then ϑ(i) := αX,Y (i∗(1H
Y )) ∈ H 2c,c

Y (X, det−1 Ni ) is
central, that is, for each (U, T,M) ∈ Sm-LB , and each β ∈ H∗,∗T (U,M), we have

τ ∗(β ∪ϑ(i))= ϑ(i)∪β

where τ : X ×B U →U ×B X is the symmetry isomorphism.

(A7) Let ( f, id) : (Y,W, f ∗L)→ (X, Z , L) be a morphism in Sm-LB . Suppose that the induced map
f : YW/B→ X Z/B is an isomorphism in SH(B). Then

f ∗ : H∗,∗Z (X, L)→ H∗,∗W (Y, f ∗L)

is an isomorphism.

Remark 6.3. It may seem strange that the proper pushforward maps respect products in the sense of (A5);
one might rather expect a projection formula. However, (A5) asks that the proper pushforward maps
respect external products, not cup products, and in fact, having the pushforward and pullback maps
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respect products as in (A5) implies the projection formula, as one sees by considering the commutative
pentagon associated to a proper morphism f : Y → X in SmB of relative dimension d:

Y

f

��

γ f :=( f×idX )◦1Y

��

1Y

// Y ×B Y

f×idY %%

X ×B Y

idX× fyy

X
1X

// X ×B X

Note that the square

Y
γ f
//

f
��

X ×B Y

idX× f
��

X
1X

// X ×B X

is transverse cartesian. If we have closed subsets Z ⊂ X, W ⊂ Y with f (W )⊂ Z , and line bundle L→ X,
the pentagon diagram induces the diagram in cohomology

H∗,∗W (Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)Y

f∗

��

H∗,∗W×W (Y ×B Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)
1∗Y

oo

H∗,∗Z×W (X ×B Y, ωY/B � L)

γ ∗f

ww

( f×idY )
∗

jj

(idX× f )∗uu

H∗−2d,∗−d
Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L) H∗−2d,∗−d

Z×Z (X ×B X, ωX/B ⊗ L)
1∗X

oo

Take α ∈ Ha,b
Z (X,M), β ∈ H c,d

W (Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗(L ⊗M−1)). By functoriality of (−)∗ and (A5) for (−)∗

we have γ ∗f (α ∪X,Y β)= f ∗(α)∪Y β and by (A2) and (A5) for (−)∗ we have

f∗( f ∗(α)∪Y β)=1
∗

X (idX × f )∗(α ∪X,Y β)= α ∪X f∗(β).

Similarly, in the presence of (A2) and (A5) for (−)∗, functoriality for (−)∗ and (−)∗ and the projection
formula implies (A5) for (−)∗.
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Definition 6.4. A twisted cohomology theory on SmB is given by the data (D1), (D4), (D5) above,
satisfying the parts of the axioms (A1), (A3)–(A7) that only involve H∗,∗. Given an SL-oriented coho-
mology theory (H∗,∗, H∗,∗, . . .) on SmB , one has the underlying twisted cohomology theory (H∗,∗, . . .)
by forgetting the proper pushforward maps.

Example 6.5. The primary example of an SL-oriented cohomology theory on SmB is the one induced by
an SL-oriented motivic spectrum E ∈ SH(B):

(X, Z , L) 7→ E∗,∗Z (X; L).

One defines, for X ∈ SmB of dimension dX over B,

E Z
m,n(X; L) := E2dX−m,dX−n

Z (X;ωX/B ⊗ L);

we extend the definition to arbitrary X ∈ SmB by taking the sum over the connected components of X
and write this also as E2dX−m,dX−n

Z (X;ωX/B ⊗ L) by considering dX as a locally constant functor on X.
The pushforward maps for a proper morphism of relative dimension d, f : Y → X, closed subsets

W ⊂ Y, Z ⊂ X with f (W )⊂ Z and line bundle L→ X are given by the pushforward

f∗ : E2dY−m,2dY−n
W (Y ;ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)→ E2dX−m,2dX−n

Z (X;ωX/B ⊗ L).

7. Comparison isomorphisms

We recall the element η∈HomSH(B)(1B, S−1,−1
∧1B) induced by the map of B-schemes η :A2

\{0}→P1,
η(a, b) = (a : b). As every E ∈ SH(B) is a module for 1B , we have the map ×η : E → S−1,−1

∧ E for
each x ∈ SH(B). We say that η acts invertibly on E if ×η is an isomorphism in SH(B).

We consider the following situation: fix an SL-oriented motivic spectrum E ∈ SH(B). This gives us the
twisted cohomology theory E∗,∗ underlying the oriented cohomology defined by E . Let (E∗,∗, Ẽ∗,∗) be an ex-
tension of E∗,∗ to an oriented cohomology theory on SmB , in other words, we define new pushforward maps

f̂∗ : E∗,∗W (Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)→ E∗−2d,∗−d
Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L)

The main result of this section is a comparison theorem. Before stating the result we recall the decom-
position of SH(B)[1/2] into plus and minus parts.

We have the involution τ : 1B→ 1B induced by the symmetry isomorphism τ : P1
∧P1
→ P1

∧P1. In
SH(B)[1/2], this gives us the idempotents (id+ τ)/2, (id− τ)/2, and so decomposes SH(B)[1/2] into
+1 and -1 “eigenspaces” for τ :

SH(B)[1/2] = SH(B)+×SH(B)−

We decompose E ∈ SH(B)[1/2] as E = E+⊕ E−.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose the pushforward maps

f∗, f̂∗ : E∗,∗W (Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)→ E∗−2d,∗−d
Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L)
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agree for W, Z , L , X = V a vector bundle over Y and f : Y → V the zero-section. Suppose in addition
that one of the following conditions holds:

(i) The SL-orientation of E extends to a GL-orientation.

(ii) η acts invertibly on E .

(iii) 2 acts invertibly on E and E−1,0
+ (U )= 0 for affine U in SmB .

Then f∗ = f̂∗ for all X, Y, Z ,W, L , f for which the pushforward is defined.

Proof. By the standard argument of deformation to the normal cone, it follows that f∗ = f̂∗ for all
f : Y → X a closed immersion, Z ,W, L . As every proper map in SmB is projective, f admits a
factorization f = p ◦ i , with i : Y → X ×B PN a closed immersion and p : X ×B PN

→ X the projection.
By functoriality of the pushforward maps, it suffices to check that p∗ = p̂∗.

In case (i), this follows from the uniqueness assertion in [Panin 2009, Theorem 2.5(i)]. Indeed, the
cohomology theory associated to a GL-oriented motivic spectrum E satisfies the axioms of Panin and
Smirnov and the associated Thom isomorphisms give rise to an “orientation” in the sense of [Panin 2009,
Definition 1.9], so we may apply the results cited. We note that in [Panin 2009] the base-scheme is Spec k,
with k a field, so [loc. cit.] does not immediately apply to our setting of a more general base-scheme; we
say a few words about the extension of this result to our base-scheme B. As a proper map f : Y → X
in SmB is projective, one factors f as f = p ◦ i , with i : Y → Pn

X a closed immersion and p : Pn
X → X

the projection. The uniqueness for a closed immersion in SmB reduces to the case of the zero-section of
a vector bundle by the usual method of deformation to the normal bundle, and as the pushforward by
the zero-section of our two theories are the same by assumption, we have agreement in the case of a
closed immersion. For the projection p, the proof of [Panin 2009, Theorem 2.5(i)] relies on [Panin 2004,
Theorem 1.1.9], where for p, using the projective bundle formula, the key point is to show that both
pushforwards have the same value on the unit 1Pn

X
∈ E0,0(Pn

X ). The proof of this relies on the formula for
the pushforward of 1Pn

X
under the diagonal 1Pn

X
: Pn

X → Pn
X ×X Pn

X given by [Panin 2004, Lemma 1.9.4].
As 1Pn

X
is a closed immersion, the two pushforwards under 1Pn

X
agree, and the proof of the formula in

[Panin 2004, Lemma 1.9.4] uses only formal properties of pushforward and pullback as expressed in our
axioms, plus the projective bundle formula. This latter in turn relies only on properties of the Thom class
of O(−1) and localization with respect to Am

X ⊂ Pm
X , and thus we may use [Panin 2004, Lemma 1.9.4] in

our more general setting. The argument that the pushforward of 1Pn
X

under p can be recovered from the
formula for the pushforward of 1Pn

X
under 1Pn

X
is elementary and formal, and only uses the restriction of

the two theories to Sm-LX , and not the fact that these restrictions come from theories over k. Thus, the
argument used in the proof of [Panin 2004, Lemma 1.9.4] may be used to prove our result in case (i).

In case (ii), we use Lemma 7.2 below. Indeed, if N is odd, we may apply the closed immersion
X×B PN

→ X×B PN+1 as a hyperplane, so we reduce to the case N even, in which case both p∗ and p̂∗
are inverse to the map i∗, where i : X→ X×B PN is the section associated to the point (1 : 0 : . . . : 0) of PN.
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In case (iii) we may work in the category SH(B)[1/2]. We decompose E ∈ SH(B)[1/2] as E = E+⊕E−
and similarly decompose the pushforward maps f∗ and f̂∗. By Lemma 7.5, η acts invertibly on SH(B)−

and the projection of η to SH(B)+ is zero. By Lemma 7.3 below, the SL-orientation of E induces an
SL-orientation on the projection E+ that extends to a GL-orientation. By (i), this implies that f +

∗
= f̂ +
∗

.
By (ii), f −

∗
= f̂ −
∗

, so f∗ = f̂∗. �

Lemma 7.2 [Ananyevskiy 2016a, Theorem 1]. Let E ∈ SH(B) be an SL-oriented motivic spectrum on
which η acts invertibly. Let 0 ∈ PN (Z) be the point (1 : 0 . . . : 0). For X ∈ SmB , L→ X a line bundle and
Z ⊂ X a closed subset, the pushforward map

i∗ : E∗−2N ,∗−N
Z (X, ωX/B ⊗ L)→ E∗,∗p−1(Z)(X ×B PN , ωPN /B ⊗ p∗L)

is an isomorphism.

Proof. Using a Mayer–Vietoris sequence, we see that the statement is local on X for the Zariski topology,
so we may assume that L = OX . If we prove the statement for the pair (X, X) and (X \ Z , X \ Z) the
local cohomology sequence gives the result for (X, Z), thus we may assume that Z = X, and we reduce
to showing that

i∗ : E∗−2N ,∗−N (X, ωX/B)→ E∗,∗(X ×B PN , ωPN /B)

is an isomorphism.
This is [Ananyevskiy 2016a, Theorem 4.6] in case B = Spec k, k a field. The proof over a general

base-scheme is essentially the same, we say a few words about this generalization. Most of the results
that are used in the proof of [loc. cit.] are already proved in the required generality here, for example,
the Thom isomorphism (3.10.1) of Construction 3.10 generalizes Ananyevskiy’s construction [2016a,
Corollary 1] from B = Spec k to general B. The proof of [Ananyevskiy 2016a, Theorem 4.6] relies
also on [Ananyevskiy 2016a, Lemma 4.1], which in our setting reduces to the fact that for X ∈ SchB ,
and u ∈ 0(X,O×X ) a unit, the automorphism of X ×P1 sending (x, (t0 : t1)) to (x, (ut0, u−1t1) induces
the identity on X+ ∧P1/X in H•(X). This follows by identifying P1

X with P(A2
X ) and noting that the

diagonal matrix with entries u, u−1 is an elementary matrix in GL2(0(X,OX )). �

Lemma 7.3. Suppose that E ∈ SH(B) is SL oriented and that E−1,0(U )= 0 for all affine U in SmB . Then
the induced SL orientation on E+ ∈ SH(B)+ extends to a GL orientation.

Proof. Let u ∈ 0(X,O×X ) be a unit on some X ∈ SmB . Then the map

×u : X ×B P1
→ X ×B P1

; (x, [t0 : t1]) 7→ (x, [ut0 : t1])

induces the identity on S2,1
∧ X/B in SH(B)+. Indeed, let [u] : X/B→ X/B ∧Gm be the map induced

by u : X→ Gm . The argument given by Morel [2004, 6.3.4], that

×u/B = id+ η[u]
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in case B = Spec k, k a field, is perfectly valid over a general base-scheme: this only uses the fact that
for X and Y pointed spaces over B, one has

6∞S1 X ×B Y '6∞S1 X ⊕6∞S1 Y ⊕6∞S1 (X ∧Y)

and that the map ×u : S1
∧Gm ∧ X+→ S1

∧Gm ∧ X+ is the S1-suspension of the composition

S1
∧Gm ∧ X+

id∧u
−−→ S1

∧ (Gm ×Gm)∧ X+
id∧µ∧id
−−−−→ S1

∧Gm ∧ X+,

where µ :Gm×Gm→Gm is the multiplication. As η goes to zero in SH(B)+, it follows that ×u/B = id
in SH(B)+.

Now take g ∈ 0(X,GLn(OX )), let u = det g, let mu ∈ 0(X,GLn(OX )) be the diagonal matrix with
entries u, 1, . . . , 1 and let h = m−1

u · g ∈ 0(X,SLn(OX )). We have

ThX (On
X )= (P

1)∧n
∧ X+.

Since E is SL-oriented, the map Th(h) : ThX (On
X )→ ThX (On

X ) induces the identity on E∗∗ and thus

Th(g)∗ = Th(mu)
∗
: E∗,∗+ (ThX (On

X ))→ E∗,∗+ (ThX (On
X )).

But as Th(mu)= (×u)∧ id, our previous computation shows that Th(mu)
∗
= id.

Now let V → X be a rank r vector bundle on some X ∈ SmB , choose a trivializing affine open cover
U = {Ui } of X and let φi : V|Ui →Ui ×Ar be a local framing. We have the suspension isomorphism

Th(VUi )' Th(Ui ×Ar )=6r
TUi+

giving the isomorphism

θi : Ea,b
+ (Ui )→ E2r+a,r+b

+0V|Ui
(V|Ui ).

Since GLr (OUi ) acts trivially on E∗∗
+
(Th(Ui ×Ar )), the isomorphism θi is independent of the choice of

framing φi . In addition, the assumption E−1,0(Ui ∩U j )= 0 implies

E2r−1,r
+0V|Ui∩U j

(V|Ui∩U j )= 0

for all i, j. By Mayer–Vietoris, the sections

θi (1Ui ) ∈ E
2r,r
+0V|Ui

(V|Ui )

uniquely extend to an element

θV ∈ E2r,r
+0V

(V ).

The independence of the θi on the choice of framing and the uniqueness of the extension readily
implies the functoriality of θV and similarly implies the product formula θV⊕W = p∗1θV ∪ p∗2θW . By
construction, θV is the suspension of the unit over Ui , another application of independence of the choice
of framing and the uniqueness of the extension shows that this is the case over every open subset U ⊂ X
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for which V|U is the trivial bundle. Finally, the independence and uniqueness shows that V 7→ θV is an
extension of the SL orientation on E+ induced by that of E . �

Lemma 7.4. For u ∈ 0(X,O×X ) we have

[u]η = η[u] :6∞T X+→6∞T X+.

Proof. We use the decomposition

6∞T X+ ∧Gm ×Gm =6
∞

T X+ ∧Gm ⊕6
∞

T X+ ∧Gm ⊕6
∞

T X+ ∧Gm ∧Gm .

Via this, η is the map

[s] ∧ [t] 7→ [st] − [s] − [t],

so η[u] sends [t] to [ut]− [u]− [t] and idGm ∧ η[u] sends [s] ∧ [t] to [s] ∧ [ut]− [s] ∧ [u]− [s] ∧ [t], so
[u]η is given by

[s] ∧ [t] 7→ [st] − [s] − [t] 7→ [u] ∧ [st] − [u] ∧ [s] − [u] ∧ [t].

We have the automorphism ξ of G∧3
m sending [u]∧ [s]∧ [t] to [s]∧ [t]∧ [u]. We have the isomorphism in

H•(B), 66
S1

G∧3
m ' A3/A3

\ {0}, via which 66
S1
ξ is induced by the linear map (u, s, t) 7→ (s, t, u). As this

latter linear map has matrix in the standard basis a product of elementary matrices, 66
S1ξ is A1-homotopic

to the identity, so after stabilizing, idGm ∧ η[u] is the map

[s] ∧ [t] 7→ [s] ∧ [t] ∧ [u] 7→ [u] ∧ [s] ∧ [t] 7→ [u] ∧ [st] − [u] ∧ [s] − [u] ∧ [t] = [u]η([s] ∧ [t]). �

Lemma 7.5. The projection η− of η to SH(B)− is an isomorphism and the projection η+ of η to SH(B)+
is zero.

Proof. Morel [2004, §6] proves this in the case of a field, but the proof works in general. In some detail,
the map τ is the map on A2/(A2

\ {0}) induced by the linear map (x, y) 7→ (y, x). The matrix identity(
0 1
1 0

)
=

(
1 1
0 1

)
·

(
1 0
−1 1

)
·

(
1 1
0 1

)
·

(
−1 0
0 1

)
shows that the maps (x, y)→ (y, x) and (x, y) 7→ (−x, y) are A1-homotopic. By the arguments in
Lemma 7.3, this latter map induces the map 1+ η[−1] = 1+ [−1]η in SH(B), giving the identity

(1+ η[−1])− = (1+ [−1]η)− =−id⇒ η · (−[−1]/2)= (−[−1]/2) · η = idSH(B)−

For η+, the projector to SH(B)+ is given by the idempotent (1/2)(τ + 1) = (1/2)(2+ η[−1]), so
η+ = (1/2)η · (2+ η[−1]). Since the map τ : P1

∧P1
→ P1

∧P1 is 1+ η[−1] and P1
= S1
∧Gm , the

symmetry ε : Gm ∧Gm → Gm ∧Gm is −(1+ η[−1]). From our formula for η([s] ∧ [t]) we see that
ηε = η which gives η · (2+ η[−1])= 0. �
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8. Applications

In this section, we apply the motivic Gauss–Bonnet formula of Section 5 and the comparison results of
Section 7 to various specific SL-oriented cohomology theories, and thereby make computations of the
motivic Euler characteristic χ(X/B) in different contexts.

8A. Motivic cohomology and cohomology of the Milnor K-theory sheaves. We work over the base-
scheme B = Spec k, with k a perfect field. In SH(k) we have the motivic cohomology spectrum HZ

representing Voevodsky’s motivic cohomology (see, e.g., [Levine 2008, §6.2] for a construction valid in
arbitrary characteristic). By [Voevodsky 2002], there is a natural isomorphism

HZa,b(X)' CHb(X, 2b− a)

for X ∈ SmB , where CHb(X, 2b− a) is Bloch’s higher Chow group [1986].
HZ admits a localization sequence: for i : Z→ X a closed immersion of codimension d in Smk , there

is a canonical isomorphism
HZ

a,b
Z (X)' HZa−2d,b−d(Z).

See for example [Bloch 1994]. In particular, for p : V → X a rank r vector bundle over X ∈ Smk , we
have the isomorphism

HZ
2r,r
0V
(V )' HZ0,0(X)

which gives us Thom classes ϑHZ
V ∈ HZ

2r,r
0V
(V ) corresponding to the unit 1HZ

X ∈ HZ0,0(X). Thus HZ is a
GL-oriented motivic spectrum.

Let X be a smooth projective k-scheme of dimension n over k. For a class x ∈ HZ2n,n(X), the
isomorphism HZ2n,n(X) ' CHn(X, 0) = CHn(X) allows one to represent x as the class of a 0-cycle
x̃ =

∑
i ni pi , with the pi closed points of X. One has the degree degk(pi ) := [k(pi ) : k] and extending by

linearity gives the degree degk(x̃), which one shows passes to rational equivalence to define a degree map

degk : HZ2n,n(X)→ CH0(Spec k)= Z.

As a GL-oriented theory, HZ has Chern classes for vector bundles: cr (V ) ∈ HZ2r,r (X) for V → X a
vector bundle over some X ∈ Smk and r ≥ 0.

Theorem 8.1. Let X ∈ Smk be projective of dimension dX . Then

uHZ(χ(X/k))= degk(cdX (TX/k)).

Proof. One has well-defined pushforward maps on CH∗(−, ∗) for projective morphisms (see, e.g., [Bloch
1986, Proposition 1.3]). Via the isomorphism HZa,b(X) ' CHb(X, 2b − a) [Voevodsky 2002], this
gives pushforward maps f̂∗ on HZ∗,∗ for f : Y → X a projective morphism in SmB (see [Bloch 1986]
for details), making (X, Z) 7→ HZ

∗,∗
Z (X) a GL-oriented cohomology theory on Smk . In addition, for

πX : X → Spec k in Smk projective of dimension n, the map π̂X∗ : HZ2n,n(X)→ CH0(Spec k) = Z is
degk , and for i : Y → X a closed immersion, the map î∗ is given by the localization theorem, which
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readily implies that î∗ = i∗. By our comparison Theorem 7.1, which here really reduces to the theorem of
Panin and Smirnov, it follows that f̂∗ = f∗ for all projective f .

Finally, one has cdX = s∗s∗(1HZ
X ) = eHZ(V ) [Fulton 1984, Corollary 6.3], so applying the motivic

Gauss–Bonnet Theorem 5.3 gives the statement. �

One can obtain the same result by using the cohomology of the Milnor K-theory sheaves as a bigraded
cohomology theory. The homotopy t-structure on SH(k) has heart the abelian category of homotopy
modules 5*(k) (see [Morel 2004, §5.2; 2012] for details); we let H0 : SH(k)→5*(k) be the associated
functor. The fact that HZn,n(Spec F)' KM

n (F) for F a field [Nesterenko and Suslin 1989; Totaro 1992]
says that H0HZ is canonically isomorphic to the homotopy module (KM

n )n , which is in fact a cycle module
in the sense of Rost [1996]. This gives us the isomorphism

H0HZa,b(X)' Ha(X,KM
b ).

The isomorphism H n(X,KM
n )' CHn(X) (a special case of Rost’s formula [1996, Corollary 6.5] for the

Chow groups of a cycle module) gives us as above Thom classes ϑKM
∗ (V ) ∈ H0HZ

2r,r
0V
(V ), giving H0HZ

a GL-orientation. As for HZ∗,∗, one has explicitly defined pushforward maps on H∗(−,KM
∗
) which give

H0HZ∗,∗ the structure of a GL-oriented cohomology theory on Smk and for which the pushforward map
for the zero-section of a vector bundle is given by the Thom isomorphism. Since the pushforward on
Hn(X,KM

n ) agrees with the classical pushforward on CHn , we deduce the following using the same proof
as for Theorem 8.1.

Theorem 8.2. Let X ∈ Smk be projective of dimension dX . Then

uH0HZ(χ(X/k))= degk(cdX (TX/k)) in CH0(Spec k)= Z.

8B. Algebraic K-theory. We now let B be any regular separated base-scheme of finite Krull dimension.
Algebraic K-theory on SmB is represented by the motivic commutative ring spectrum KGL ∈ SH(B); see
[Voevodsky 1998, §6.2]. Just as for HZ, the purity theorem

KGLa,b
Z (X)' KGLa−2c,b−c(Z)

for i : Z → X a closed immersion of codimension d in SmB (a consequence of Quillen’s localization
sequence for algebraic K-theory [1973, §7, Proposition 3.2]) gives Thom class ϑKGL(V ) ∈ KGL2r,r

0V
(V )

for V → X a rank r vector bundle over X ∈ SmB , and makes KGL a GL-oriented motivic spectrum.
Explicitly, KGL represents Quillen K-theory on SmB via KGLa,b

' K2b−a and the Thom class for a
rank r vector bundle p : V → X is represented by the Koszul complex KosV (p∗V∨, can). Here

can : p∗V∨→OV

is the dual of the tautological section OV → p∗V and KosV (p∗V∨, can) is the complex whose terms are
given by

KosV (p∗V∨, can)−r
=3r p∗V∨
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and whose differential 3r p∗V∨→3r−1 p∗V∨ is given with respect to a local framing of V∨ by

d(ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eir )=

r∑
j=1

(−1) j−1can(ei j ) · ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ êi j ∧ · · · ∧ eir .

This complex is a locally free resolution of s∗(OX ), where s : X→V is the zero-section. Thus, by the identi-
fication of KGL2r,r

0V
(V )with the Grothendieck group of the triangulated category of perfect complexes on V

with support contained in 0V , KosV (p∗V∨, can) gives rise to a class [KosV (p∗V∨, can)] ∈ KGL2r,r
0V
(V )

which maps to 1X under the purity isomorphism KGL2r,r
0V
(V ) ' KGL0,0(X), so that we indeed have

[KosV (p∗V∨, can)] = ϑKGL(V ).
Just as for motivic cohomology, one has explicit pushforward maps in K-theory given by Quillen’s

localization and devissage theorems identifying, for X ∈SmB and Z ⊆ X a closed subscheme, the K-theory
with support KZ (X) with the K-theory of the abelian category of coherent sheaves CohZ on Z , denoted
G(Z). For a projective morphism f : Y → X, one has the pushforward map f̂∗ : G(Y )→ G(X) defined
by using a suitable subcategory of CohY on which f∗ is exact. On K0, this recovers the usual formula

f̂∗([F])=
dim Y∑
j=0

(−1) j
[R j f∗(F)]

for F ∈ CohY . Via the isomorphisms KGLa,b
Z (X) ' G2b−a(Z), this gives pushforward maps f̂∗ for

KGL∗,∗, defining a GL-oriented cohomology theory on SmB .
For s : X→ V the zero-section of a vector bundle, ŝ∗ agrees with the pushforward s∗ using the Thom

isomorphism/localization theorem, hence by our comparison theorem (again really the theorem of Panin
and Smirnov), we have f̂∗ = f∗ for all projective f .

Theorem 8.3. Let πX : X→ B be a smooth projective morphism with B a regular separated scheme of
finite Krull dimension. Then

uKGL(χ(X/B))=
dimB X∑

j=0

dimB X∑
i=0

(−1)i+ j
[R jπX∗�

i
X/B] ∈ K0(B)= KGL0,0(B).

Proof. Let p : TX/B→ X denote the relative tangent bundle and let s : X→ TX/B denote the zero-section.
We have

eKGL(TX/B)= s∗(th(TX/B))= s∗(KosTX/B (p
∗T∨X/B, can)).

Since T∨X/B =�X/B , and s∗(can) is the zero-map, it follows that, in K0(X),

s∗(KosTX/B (p
∗T∨X/B, can))=

dimB X∑
i=0

(−1)i [�i
X/B],

and thus

πX∗(eKGL(TX/B))=

dimB X∑
j=0

dimB X∑
i=0

(−1)i+ j
[R jπX∗�

i
X/B].
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We conclude by applying the motivic Gauss–Bonnet theorem. �

8C. Milnor–Witt cohomology and Chow–Witt groups. In this case, we again work over a perfect base-
field k. The Milnor–Witt sheaves KMW

∗
constructed by Morel [2004, §6; 2012, Chapter 3] give rise to an

SL-oriented theory as follows. Morel describes an isomorphism of KMW
0 with the sheafification GW of

the Grothendieck–Witt rings;1 the map of sheaves of abelian groups Gm→ GW× sending a unit u to the
one-dimensional form 〈u〉 allows one to define, for L→ X a line bundle, a twisted version

KMW
∗
(L) := KMW

∗
×Gm L×

as a Nisnevich sheaf on X ∈ Smk (see [Morel 2012, p. 118] or [Calmès and Fasel 2014, §1.2]). One may
use the Rost–Schmid complex for KMW

∗
(L) [Morel 2012, Chapter 5] to compute H∗Z (X,K

MW
∗
(L)) for

Z ⊆ X a closed subset, which gives a purity theorem: for i : Z→ X a codimension d closed immersion
in Smk and L→ X a line bundle, there is a canonical isomorphism

H∗Z (X,K
MW
∗
(L))' H∗−d(Z ,KMW

∗−d(i
∗L ⊗ det Ni )), (8.3.1)

where Ni → Z is the normal bundle of i . Applying this to the zero-section of a rank r vector bundle
p : V → X gives the isomorphism

H0(X,GW)' Hr
0V
(V,KMW

r (p∗ det−1 V )); (8.3.2)

in particular, given an isomorphism φ : det V →OX , we obtain a Thom class

θV,φ ∈ Hr
0V
(V,KMW

r )

corresponding to the unit section 1X ∈ H0(X,GW).
On the other hand, Morel’s computation [2004, Theorem 6.4.1, Remark 6.4.2; 2012, Theorem 6.40] of

the zeroth graded homotopy sheaf of the sphere spectrum gives an identification

H0(1k)' (KMW
n )n∈Z

in 5*(k), which then gives the natural isomorphism

H0(1k)
a+b,b
Z (X)' Ha

Z (X,K
MW
b ).

This is moreover compatible with twisting by a line bundle p : L → X , on the H0(1k) side using the
Thom space construction

H0(1k)
∗,∗
Z (X; L) := H0(1k)

∗+2,∗+1
Z (L)

1Morel [2012, Lemma 3.10] defined an isomorphism GW(F)→ KMW(F), F a field. Morel [2012, §3.2] defined KMW
∗ as

an unramified sheaf and it follows from [Ojanguren and Panin 1999, Theorem A] that GW is an unramified sheaf. From this it is
not difficult to show that the isomorphism GW(F)→ KMW(F) for fields extends to an isomorphism of sheaves.
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and on the Milnor–Witt cohomology side using the twisted Milnor–Witt sheaves. To see this, note that
the “untwisted” isomorphism gives us an isomorphism

H0(1k)
a+b+2,b+1
Z (Th(L))' H0(1k)

a+b+2,b+1
0L∩p−1(Z) (L)' Ha+1

0L∩p−1(Z)(X,K
MW
b+1),

so it suffices to identify the right-hand side with Ha
Z (X,K

MW
b (L)). For Y ∈Smk and line bundle M→Y, the

Rost–Schmid complex for KMW
m (M) consists in degree a of sums of terms of twisted Milnor–Witt groups

of the form KMW
m−a(k(y);3

a(my/m
2
y)
∨
⊗M), for y a codimension a point of Y and my ⊂OY,y the maximal

ideal. To compute cohomology with supports in W ⊆Y, one restricts to those y ∈W. If we now take Y = L
and M the trivial bundle, with supports in p−1(Z)∩ 0L and m = b+ 1, and compare with Y = X, with
supports in Z with m= b, the term for y ∈ Z , of codimension a+1 on L is KMW

b−a(k(y);3
a(my/m

2
y)
∨
⊗L)

while the term for y ∈ Z , of codimension a on X is KMW
b−a(k(y);3

a(my/m
2
y)
∨), where my is the maximal

ideal in OX,y in both cases. This gives the desired identification

Ha+1
0L∩p−1(Z)(X,K

MW
b+1)' Ha

Z (X,K
MW
b (L)).

The purity isomorphism (8.3.1) is a special case of this construction.
The Thom class θV,φ ∈ Hr

0V
(V,KMW

r ) gives the Thom class

θV,φ ∈ H0(1k)
2r,r
0V
(V ),

making H0(1k) an SL-oriented theory; see, e.g, [Levine 2017b, §3.2]. The resulting canonical Thom class

thV ∈ H0(1k)
2r,r
0V
(V ; det−1 V )= Hr

0V
(V,KMW

r (det−1 V ))

agrees with the image of 1X ∈ H0(X,GW) under the Rost–Schmid isomorphism (8.3.2).
Let πX : X → Spec k be smooth and projective over k of dimension d. Using the Rost–Schmid

complex for the twisted homotopy module one has generators for Hd(X,KMW
d (ωX/k)) as formal sums

x̃ =
∑

i αi · pi , with αi ∈ GW(k(pi )) and pi ∈ X closed points. Since k is perfect, the finite extension
k(pi )/k is separable and one can define

d̃egk(x̃) :=
∑

i

Trk(pi )/kαi ∈ GW(k)

where Trk(pi )/k :GW(k(pi ))→GW(k) is the transfer induced by the usual trace map Trk(pi )/k : k(pi )→ k;
see, for example, [Calmès and Fasel 2014, Lemma 2.3]. It is shown in [Calmès and Fasel 2014, §3] that
this descends to a map

d̃egk : H
2d,d
0 (X;ωX/k)= Hd(X,KMW

d (ωX/k))→ H0,0
0 (Spec k)= GW(k).

See also [Hoyois 2014, Lemma 5.10], which identifies this map with one induced by the Scharlau trace.
The methods of this paper give a new proof of the result given in [Levine 2017b, Lemma 1.5]:

Theorem 8.4. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic different from two. For πX : X→ Spec k smooth
and projective over k, we have

χ(X/k)= d̃egk(e
H0(1k)(TX/k)).
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Proof. Under Morel’s isomorphism EndSH(k)(1X )' GW(k) [2004, Theorem 6.4.1, Remark 6.4.2; 2012,
Theorem 6.40] and the isomorphism H0(Spec k,KMW

0 ) ' GW(k), the unit map uH0(1k) : 1k → H0(1k)

induces the identity map on π0,0. Using this, the proof of the claim is essentially the same as the other
Gauss–Bonnet theorems we have discussed, but with a bit of extra work since we are no longer in the
GL-oriented case.

Fasel [2008] has defined pushforward maps

f̂∗ : Ha
W (X,K

MW
b (ωX/k ⊗ f ∗L))→ Ha−d

Z (Y,KMW
b−d(L))

for each projective morphism f : X→ Y in Smk of relative dimension d , line bundle L→ Y, and closed
subsets Z ⊆Y, W ⊆ X with f (W )⊆ Z . In the case of the structure map πX : X→Spec k, the pushforward
π̃X∗ : Hd(X,KMW

d (ωX/k))→ H0(Spec k,KMW
0 )= GW(k) is the map d̃egk .

For s : X→ V the zero-section of a vector bundle, ŝ∗ is the Thom isomorphism s∗. Thus, if we pass
to the η-inverted theory, H0(1X )η := H0(1k)[η

−1
], our comparison Theorem 7.1 says that f̂η∗ = fη∗ for

all projective morphisms f in Smk . We have KMW
∗
[η−1
] ' W , the sheaf of Witt rings, and the map

KMW
0 = GW→ KMW

∗
[η−1
] 'W is the canonical map q : GW→W realizing W as the quotient of GW

by the subgroup generated by the hyperbolic form. Thus, applying our motivic Gauss–Bonnet theorem
gives the identity

q(χ(X/k))= q(d̃egk(e
H0(1k)(TX/k))) in W(k).

To lift this to an equality in GW(k) and thereby complete the proof, we use that the map

(rnk, q) : GW→ Z×W

is injective, together with the fact that we can recover the rank by applying H0 to the unit map 1k→ HZ

and using Theorem 8.2. �

8D. Hermitian K-theory and Witt theory. We again let our base-scheme B be a regular noetherian
separated base-scheme of finite Krull dimension, but now assume that 2 invertible on B. Our goal in
this subsection is to explain how the description of the “rank” of χ(X/B) given by Theorem 8.3 can be
refined to give a formula for χ(X/k) itself in terms of Hodge cohomology by using hermitian K-theory.

By work of Panin and Walter [2018], Schlichting [2010], and Schlichting and Tripathi [2015], hermitian
K-theory KO[∗]

∗
(−) is represented by a motivic commutative ring spectrum BO ∈ SH(B) (we use the

notation of [Ananyevskiy 2016b]). Panin and Walter gave BO an SL-orientation. BO-theory also represents
particular cases of Schlichting’s Grothendieck–Witt groups [2010], via functorial isomorphisms

BO2r,r (X; L)' KO[r ]0 (X, L) := GW(Dperf(X), L[r ], can),

where L→ X is a line bundle and GW(Dperf(X), L[r ], can) is the Grothendieck–Witt group of L[r ]-valued
symmetric bilinear forms on Dperf(X); we recall a version of the definition here.
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Definition 8.5. Let L→ X be a line bundle and let r ∈ Z. An L[r ]-valued symmetric bilinear form on
C ∈ Dperf(X) is a map

φ : C ⊗L C→ L[r ]

in Dperf(X) which satisfies the following conditions.

(i) φ is nondegenerate: the induced map C→RHom(C, L[n]) is an isomorphism in Dperf(X).

(ii) φ is symmetric: φ ◦ τ = φ, where τ : C ⊗L C→ C ⊗L C is the commutativity isomorphism.

(Note that we are assuming nondegeneracy in the definition but leaving this out of the terminology for the
sake of brevity.)

Similar to the case of algebraic K-theory discussed in Section 8B, for a rank r vector bundle p : V→ X,
the Thom class θBO

V ∈ BO2r,r (V ; p∗ det−1 V ) is given by the Koszul complex Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can), where
the symmetric bilinear form

φV : Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can)⊗Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can)→ p∗ det−1 V [r ] =3r V∨[r ]

is given by the usual exterior product

−∧− :3i V∨⊗3r−i V∨→3r V∨.

Moreover, there are isomorphisms for i < 0

BO2r−i,r (X; L)'Wr−i (Dperf(X), L[r ], can)

where Wr−i (Dperf(X), L[r ], can) is Balmer’s triangulated Witt group. In the case B = Spec k for k a field
of characteristic different from two, Ananyevskiy [2016b, Theorem 6.5] showed that this isomorphism
induces an isomorphism of η-inverted hermitian K-theory with Witt-theory,

BO[η−1
]
∗,∗
'W∗[η, η−1

],

where one gives η bidegree (−1,−1) and an element αηn with α ∈Wm has bidegree (m− n,−n); the
same proof works over out general base B (with assumptions as at the beginning of this subsection).

For f : Y → X a proper map of relative dimension d f in SmB and L a line bundle on X, we follow
[Calmès and Hornbostel 2011] in defining a pushforward map

f̂∗ : BO2r,r (Y, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L)→ BO2r−2d f ,r−d f (X, ωX/B ⊗ L)

by Grothendieck–Serre duality. In [op. cit.], this is worked out for the η-inverted theory BOη when the
base is a field; however, the same construction works for BO over the general base-scheme B and goes
as follows. For r ≥ 0, given an L[r ]-valued symmetric bilinear form φ : C ⊗L C→ ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L[r ], we
have the corresponding isomorphism

φ̃ : C→RHom(C, ωY/B ⊗ f ∗L[r ])'RHom(C, ωY/X ⊗ f ∗(ωX/B ⊗ L[r ])).
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Grothendieck–Serre duality gives the isomorphism

R f∗RHom(C, ωY/X ⊗ f ∗(ωX/B ⊗ L[r ])) ψ

∼
−→RHom(R f∗C, ωX/B ⊗ L[r − d f ]).

Composing these, we obtain the isomorphism

ψ ◦ φ̃ : R f∗C→RHom(R f∗C, ωX/B ⊗ L[r − d f ]),

corresponding to the (nondegenerate) bilinear form

R f∗(φ) : R f∗C ⊗L R f∗C→ ωX/B ⊗ L[r − d f ],

which one can show is symmetric. We explicitly define the above pushforward map by setting f̂∗(C, φ) :=
(R f∗C,R f∗(φ)).

Applying this in the situation that f = πX : X → B is a smooth and proper B-scheme of relative
dimension dX , we may obtain the formula

π̂X∗(eBO(TX/B))=
( dimB X⊕

i, j=0

RiπX∗�
j
X/B[ j − i],Tr

)
,

where

Tr :
( dimk X⊕

i, j=0

RiπX∗�
j
X/B[ j − i]

)
⊗

( dimk X⊕
i, j=0

RiπX∗�
j
X/B[ j − i]

)
→OB

is the symmetric bilinear form in Dperf(B) determined by the pairings

(RiπX∗�
j
X/B)⊗ (R

dX−iπX∗�
dX− j
X/B )

∪
−→ RdXπX∗�

dX
X/B

Tr
−→OB .

Indeed, if s : X→ TX/B denotes the zero-section, we have

eBO(TX/B)= s∗(Kos(TX/B), φ)=
( dX⊕

j=0

�
j
X/B[ j], s∗φ

)
with s∗φ determined by the product maps

�
j
X/B[ j]⊗�

dX− j
X/B [dX − j] → ωX/B[dX ],

and therefore π̂X∗(eBO(TX/B)) is
⊕dimk X

i, j=0 RiπX∗�
j
X/B[ j − i] with the symmetric bilinear form Tr as

described above.
Passing to the η-inverted theory BOη, our comparison Theorem 7.1 gives

q ◦ π̂X∗ = q ◦πX∗

as maps BO2dX ,dX
η (X, ωX/B) → BOη(B). We check that the conditions of the comparison theorem

hold just as we did for algebraic K-theory. Firstly, as mentioned above, the SL-orientation for BO
defined by Panin-Walter can be described as follows: the Thom class for an oriented vector bundle
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(p : V → X, ρ : OX −→
∼ det V ) is given by the Koszul complex Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can) equipped with the

symmetric bilinear form φV defined by the product in the exterior algebra followed by the isomorphism
p∗ρ∨ : p∗ det−1 V →OV . On the other hand, the Calmès-Hornbostel pushforward for the zero-section
s : X → V of a rank r vector bundle p : V → X with isomorphism ρ : OX −→

∼ det V is as described
above, sending a symmetric bilinear form ψ : C ⊗L C→ ωX/B ⊗ s∗L[n] to the symmetric bilinear form

Rs∗(ψ) : Rs∗C ⊗L Rs∗C→ ωV/B ⊗ L[n+ r ].

Since s is finite, Rs∗C ' C , which in Dperf(V ) is canonically isomorphic to p∗C ⊗OV Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can).
We may thus view Rs∗(ψ) instead as a map

[p∗C ⊗OV Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can)]⊗
L
[p∗C ⊗OV Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can)] → ωV/B ⊗ L[n+ r ];

tracing through its definition, one finds that this map is given by the composition

[p∗C ⊗OV Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can)]⊗
L
[p∗C ⊗OV Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can)]

−→∼ [p∗C ⊗L p∗C]⊗ [Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can)⊗Kos(p∗V∨, s∨can)]

p∗ψ⊗φV
−−−−→ ωX/B ⊗ L[n]⊗ p∗ det−1 V [r ] −→∼ ωV/B ⊗ L[n+ r ].

As this is exactly p∗(C, φ)⊗ thV,ρ , we see that the Calmès-Hornbostel pushforward for s is the same as
that defined by the Panin-Walter SL-orientation on BOη, which verifies the hypothesis in our Theorem 7.1.

Having verified this, we can prove our main result.

Theorem 8.6. Let B be a regular noetherian separated scheme of finite Krull dimension with 2 invertible
in 0(B,OB). Let X be a smooth projective B-scheme. Then:

(1) We have

uBOη(χ(X/B))=
( dimk X⊕

i, j=0

RiπX∗�
j
X/B[ j − i],Tr

)
in BO0,0

η (B)'W(Dperf(B))'W(B).

(2) Let f : GW(B)→ K0(B) denote the forgetful map discarding the symmetric bilinear form. Suppose
that the map

( f, q) : GW(B)→ K0(B)×W (B)

is injective (this is the case if for example B is the spectrum of a local ring). Then

uBO(χ(X/B))=
( dimB X⊕

i, j=0

Hi (X, � j
X/B)[ j − i],Tr

)
in GW(Dperf(B))' GW(B).
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(3) Suppose B is in Smk for k a perfect field. Then the image ˜χ(X/B) of χ(X/B) in π0,0(1B)(B) '
H0(B,GW) is given by

˜χ(X/B)=
( dimB X⊕

i, j=0

RiπX∗�
j
X/B[ j − i],Tr

)
∈ H0(B,GW).

In particular, if B = Spec k, then

χ(X/k)=
( dimB X⊕

i, j=0

Hi (X, � j
X/k)[ j − i],Tr

)
∈ GW(k).

Proof. The first statement follows from our comparison Theorem 7.1, as detailed above, together with the
motivic Gauss–Bonnet Theorem 5.3. Statement (2) follows from (1) and our result for algebraic K-theory,
Theorem 8.3. Finally, (3) follows from (2), after we check that the unit map uBO induces the identity map
on GW(k) via

GW(k) (Morel)
∼
−−−→ 10,0

k (Spec k) uBO

∼
−→ BO0,0(Spec k)' KO[0]0 (k)= GW(k),

where the first isomorphism arises from Morel’s theorem [2004, Theorem 6.4.1, Remark 6.4.2; 2012,
Theorem 6.40] identifying 10,0

k (Spec k) with GW(k). The one-dimensional forms 〈λ〉 ∈ GW(k), λ ∈ k×,
generate GW(k), and via Morel’s isomorphism 〈λ〉 maps to the automorphism of 1k induced by the
automorphism φλ : P1

k → P1
k , φλ((x0 : x1)) = (x0 : λ · x1). By [Ananyevskiy 2016b, Corollary 6.2],

the image of φλ under the unit map uBO is also 〈λ〉, after the canonical identification BO0,0(Spec k)'
KO[0]0 (k)' GW(k). �

Corollary 8.7. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic different from two. Let H ∈ GW(k) denote the
class of the hyperbolic form x2

− y2. Let X be a smooth and projective k-scheme.

(1) Suppose X has odd dimension 2n− 1. Let

m :=
∑

i+ j<2n−1

(−1)i+ j dimk Hi (X, � j
X/k)−

∑
0≤i< j

i+ j=2n−1

dimk Hi (X, � j
X/k).

Then χ(X/k)= m · H ∈ GW(k).

(2) Assume X has even dimension 2n. Let

m :=
∑

i+ j<2n

(−1)i+ j dimk Hi (X, � j
X/k)+

∑
0≤i< j

i+ j=2n

dimk Hi (X, � j
X/k)

and let Q be the symmetric bilinear form

Hn(X, �n
X/k)×Hn(X, �n

X/k)
∪
−→ H2n(X, �2n

X/k)
Tr
−→ k.

Then χ(X/k)= m · H + Q ∈ GW(k).
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Proof. For V a finite-dimensional k-vector space and n∈Z, we have the symmetric bilinear form in Dperf(k)

hn : (V [n]⊕ V∨[−n])⊗ (V [n]⊕ V∨[−n])→ k

whose restriction to V [n]⊗ V∨[−n] is the canonical pairing of V [n] with V∨[−n] ' V [n]∨, and (−1)n

times this pairing on V∨[−n] ⊗ V [n]. The corresponding class of hn in GW(k) is (−1)n times the
class of h0, as (V [n] ⊕ V∨[−n], hn) is the image of the class of V [n] in K0(k) under the hyperbolic
map H : K0(−)→ KO[0]0 (−) (see, e.g., [Walter 2003, Theorem 2.6]), and [V [n]] = (−1)n[V [0]] in
K0(Dperf(k))' K0(k).

With this in mind, we may deduce the claim from the formula

χ(X/k)=
( dimB X⊕

i, j=0

Hi (X, � j
X/k)[ j − i],Tr

)
of Theorem 8.6. Indeed, in the case dim X = 2n− 1, the symmetric bilinear form Tr is the sum of the
“hyperbolic” forms as above on

Hi (X, � j
X/k)[ j − i]⊕H2n−1−i (X, �2n−1− j

X/k )[i − j]

for i + j < 2n− 1, or 0≤ i < j and i + j = 2n− 1; and the argument in the even-dimensional case is the
same, except that one has the remaining factor coming from the symmetric pairing on Hn(X, �n

X/k). �

The next result was obtained independently by Abelson [1976, Theorem 1] and Kharlamov [1974,
Theorem A] using an argument of Milnor’s relying on the Lefschetz fixed point theorem.

Corollary 8.8. Let k be a field equipped with an embedding σ : k ↪→ R. Let X be a smooth projective
k-scheme of even dimension 2n. Then

|χ top(X (R))| ≤ dimk Hn(X, �n
X/k).

Proof. We know that χ top(X (R)) is the signature of σ∗(χ(X/k)) ∈ GW(R); see [Levine 2017b,
Remarks 1.11]. The description of χ(X/k) given by Corollary 8.7 gives the desired inequality

|sig σ∗(χ(X/k))| ≤ dimk Hn(X, �X/k). �

Remark 8.9. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic different from two. The formula for the Euler
characteristic given in Theorem 8.6 shows that the invariant χ(X/k) is “motivic” in the following sense.
Let X and Y be smooth projective k-schemes of respective even dimensions 2n and 2m and let α : X 99K Y
be a correspondence with k-coefficients of degree n, that is, an element α ∈ CHm+n(X × Y )k . The
correspondence α induces the map of k-vector spaces α∗ :Hm(Y, �m

Y/k)→Hn(X, �n
X/k). Suppose that α∗

is an isomorphism and is compatible with the trace pairings on Hm(Y, �m
Y/k) and Hn(X, �n

X/k) appearing
in Corollary 8.7. Then χ(X/k)= χ(Y/k) in the Witt ring W(k).
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For instance, supposing k has characteristic zero, if the motives of X and Y (for homological equivalence
with respect to de Rham cohomology) have a Künneth decomposition

h(X)'
2n⊕

i=0

hi (X)〈i〉, h(Y )'
2m⊕
i=0

hi (Y )〈i〉

and α induces an isomorphism α∗ : hm(Y )〈m〉 → hn(X)〈n〉, compatible with the respective intersection
products

hm(Y )〈m〉⊗ hm(Y )〈m〉 → h2m(Y )〈2m〉 πY∗
−→ h0(k)'Q,

hn(X)〈n〉⊗ hn(X)〈n〉 → h2n(X)〈2n〉 πX∗
−→ h0(k)'Q,

then χ(Y/k)= χ(X/k) in W(k).
Presumably, merely having an isomorphism of motives hn(X)〈n〉 ' hm(Y )〈m〉 would not suffice to

yield χ(Y/k)= χ(X/k) in W(k), but we do not have an example.

8E. Descent for the motivic Euler characteristic. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic different from
two. With the explicit formula for χ(X/k) given by Theorem 8.6, we may find χ(X/k) for forms X
of some k-scheme X0 by the usual twisting construction; this works for all manners of descent but we
confine ourselves to the case of Galois descent here.

Let X0, X be smooth projective k-schemes of even dimension 2n. Let K be a finite Galois extension
field of k with Galois group G. Let X K := X×k K , X0K := X0×k K , and suppose we have an isomorphism
φ : X×k K→ X0×k K . This gives us the cocycle {ψσ ∈AutK (X0×k K )}σ∈G , whereψσ :=φσ ◦φ−1. Letting

b0 : Hn(X0, �
n
X0/k)×Hn(X0, �

n
X0/k)→ k,

b : Hn(X, �n
X/k)×Hn(X, �n

X/k)→ k

denote the respective symmetric bilinear forms Tr(x ∪ y), the isomorphism φ induces an isometry

φ∗ : (Hn(X0K , �
n
X0K /K ), b0K )→ (Hn(X K , �

n
X K /K ), bK ),

and the cocycle {ψσ }σ∈G determines a cocycle {(ψ∗σ )
−1
∈ O(b0)(K )}σ∈G . Twisting by the latter cocycle

allows one to recovers b from b0; explicitly, this works as follows.
Firstly, as usual, one recovers the k-vector space Hn(X,�n

X/k) from the K -vector space Hn(X0K,�
n
X0K /K )

as the G-invariants for the map x 7→ ψ∗−1
σ (xσ ). Secondly, letting A ∈ GL(Hn(X0K , �

n
X0K /K )) be a

change of basis matrix comparing the k-forms Hn(X0, �
n
X0/k)⊂ Hn(X0K , �

n
X0K /K ) and Hn(X, �n

X/k)⊂

Hn(X0K , �
n
X0K /K ), we recover b (up to k-isometry) as

b(x, y)= b0(Ax, Ay)=: bA
0 (x, y).

Having performed this twist at the level of symmetric bilinear forms, we may now pass Grothendieck–
Witt classes to describe the Euler characteristic of X : namely, Corollary 8.7(2) gives

χ(X0/k)= [b0+m · H ], χ(X/k)= [bA
0 +m · H ]

in GW(k).
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Remark 8.10. In the case of a smooth projective surface S with pg(S) = 0, over a characteristic zero
field k, the twisting construction reduces to a computation involving CH1(Sk̄)/∼num as a Gal(k)-module;
here k̄ is the algebraic closure of k and ∼num is numerical equivalence. Indeed, the assumption pg(S)= 0
implies that the cycle class map in Hodge cohomology

cycHdg
: CH1(Sk̄)→ H1(Sk̄, �

1
S/k̄)

induces an isomorphism

CH1(Sk̄)/∼num⊗Z k̄ −→∼ H1(Sk̄, �
1
S/k̄)' H1(S, �1

S/k)⊗k k̄

and the cycle class map cycHdg transforms the intersection product on CH1(Sk̄)/∼num to the quadratic
form b0 on H1(Sk̄, �

1
S/k̄
), induced by cup product and the trace map. Thus, our quadratic form b on

H1(S, �1
S/k) is equivalent to the one gotten by twisting the k̄-linear extension of the intersection product

on CH1(Sk̄)/∼num by the natural Galois action.
Analogous comments hold for a “geometrically singular” variety, by which we mean a smooth projective

k-scheme X of dimension 2n such that Hn(X k̄, �
n
X k̄/k̄

) is spanned by cycle classes, where we replace
CH1/∼num with CHn/∼num. For example, one could take a K3 surface with Picard rank 20 over k̄ or a
cubic fourfold X with H2(X k̄, �

2
X k̄/k)' k̄21 spanned by algebraic cycles.

Examples 8.11. (1) As a simple example, take S to be a quadric surface in P3
k defined by a degree two

homogeneous form q(X0, . . . , X3); we may assume that q is a diagonal form,

q(X0, . . . , X3)= a0 X2
0 +

3∑
i=1

ai X2
i

= a0(X0+
√
−a1/a0 X1)(X0−

√
−a1 X1)+ a2(X2−

√
−a3/a2 X3)(X2+

√
−a3/a2 X3).

This trivializes CH1(S) over K := k(
√
−a0a1,

√
−a2a3), namely CH1(S) = Z`1 ⊕ Z`2 with `1

defined by (X0−
√
−a1 X1)= (X2−

√
−a3/a2 X3)= 0 and with `2 defined by (X0−

√
−a1 X1)=

(X2 +
√
−a3/a2 X3) = 0. Embedding Gal(K/k) ⊂ Gal(k(

√
−a0a1)/k)× Gal(k(

√
−a2a3)/k) =

〈σ1〉×〈σ2〉, the Galois action is given by σ1(`1, `2)= σ2(`1, `2)= (`2, `1). A Galois-invariant basis
is thus given by ((`1+ `2),

√
a0a1a2a3(`1− `2)), and the intersection form in this basis has matrix(

2 0
0 −2a0a1a2a3

)
.

In other words, χ(S/k)= 〈2〉+ 〈−2a0a1a2a3〉.

(2) Suppose S is the blowup of P2
k along a 0-dimensional closed subscheme Z ⊂ P2

k , with Z étale over
k. Let ` denote the class of a line in CH1(P2). Writing Z k̄ = {p1, . . . , pr }, we have CH1(Sk̄) '

Z · `⊕
(⊕r

i=1 Z · pr
)
, with the evident Galois action and with intersection form the diagonal matrix

(1,−1, . . . ,−1). It is then easy to show that the twisted quadratic form χ(S/k) is 〈1〉−TrZ/k(〈1〉).
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These last two examples have been computed by different methods before: (1) is a special case of
[Levine 2017b, Corollary 13.2] and (2) is a special case of [Levine 2017b, Proposition 1.10]. Here is a
more interesting example.

Example 8.12. Let π : S→ C be a conic bundle over a smooth projective curve C , all defined over k;
we assume for simplicity that k ⊂ C. Let Z ⊂ C be the degeneracy locus of π : that is, Z is the reduced
proper closed subscheme of C over which π is not smooth. For each geometric point z of Z , the fiber
π−1(z) is isomorphic to two distinct lines in P2: π−1(z)= `z ∪ `

′
z . There is a “double section” D ⊂ S

with D→ C a finite degree two morphism, and with D · `z = 1= D · `′z for all z ∈ Z(k̄).
Over k̄, the bundle S is isomorphic to the blow-up of a P1-bundle Sk̄→ Ck̄ along a finite set Z ′ ⊂ Sk̄

with Z ′ −→∼ Z k̄ via π .
Suppose Z k̄ = {z1, . . . zr }. If we fix a closed point c0 ∈C \ Z of degree d over k, we have the following

basis for CH1(Sk̄)Q/∼num:
`z1 − `

′

z1
, . . . , `zr − `

′

zr
, D, π−1(c0).

We have the finite degree two extension p : Z̃→ Z , where for each z ∈ Z , p−1(z) corresponds to the pair
of lines `z, `

′
z . Let L := k({z1, . . . , zr })⊃ k and let G :=Aut(L/k). Writing k(Z̃)= k(Z)(

√
δ) for some

δ ∈O×Z , we have a basis of CH1(SL)Q/∼num given by

v1, . . . , vr , D, π−1(c0),

with vi :=
√

d(`zi − `
′
zi
). The intersection form on 〈v1, . . . , vr 〉 is the diagonal matrix

(−4δ(z1), . . . ,−4δ(zr )),

the subspaces 〈v1, . . . , vr 〉 and 〈D, π−1(c0)〉 are perpendicular and 〈D, π−1(c0)〉 is hyperbolic. Moreover,
the automorphism group Aut(L/k) acts on 〈v1, . . . , vr 〉 just as it does on 〈z1, . . . , zr 〉. From this it follows
that the twisted intersection form b is given by

b = H −Trk(Z)/k(〈δ〉),

and hence
χ(S/k)= m · H −Trk(Z)/k(〈δ〉)

with

m = 2− dimk H0(S, �1
S/k)− dimk H1(S,OX )= dimQ H0(San,Q)− dimQ H1(San,Q)+ 1,

where San is the complex manifold associated to SC.
As a particular example, we may take S to be a cubic surface V ⊂ P3

k with a line `. Projection from `

realizes V as a conic bundle π : V → P1
k , with degeneracy locus Z ⊂ P1

k a reduced closed subscheme of
degree 5 over k. The above implies that the symmetric bilinear form bV is given by

bV = H −TrZ/k(〈δ〉)

and computes χ(S/k)= 2H −TrZ/k(〈δ〉).
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Remark 8.13. Bayer-Fluckiger and Serre [2019] considered the finite k-scheme W representing the 27
lines on a cubic surface V and computed the trace form TrW/k(〈1〉) in [Bayer-Fluckiger and Serre 2019,
Theorem 5, Interpretation 7.3]. They identified their form q6,V with the trace form on H1(V, �V/k) and
showed that

TrW/k(〈1〉)= λ2bV + (〈−1〉− 〈2〉)bV + 7−〈−2〉.

Acknowledgements

Both authors thank the referees for detailed comments and suggestions, which helped us correct a number
of ambiguities in an earlier version and have greatly improved the exposition.

(Raksit) I would like to thank my PhD advisor, Søren Galatius, for many suggestions and ideas that led
to my thinking about the questions discussed in this paper. I would also like to thank Tony Feng and Jesse
Silliman for helpful conversations. My work has been supported by an NSF Graduate Research Fellowship.

(Levine) I would like to thank J-P. Serre for proposing the formula Theorem 1.3 for the motivic
Euler characteristic, and J-P. Serre and Eva Bayer-Fluckiger for an enlightening correspondence on
computations in the case of geometrically rational surfaces. I would also like to thank Marco Schlichting
for his comments on hermitian K-theory and the Grothendieck–Witt ring. Thanks are also due to Denis-
Charles Cisinki and Frédéric Déglise for their comments, which were used in the proof of Lemma 4.1.
My work has been supported by the DFG through the SFB Transregio 45 and the SPP 1786.

References

[Abelson 1976] H. Abelson, “On the Euler characteristic of real varieties”, Michigan Math. J. 23:3 (1976), 267–271. MR Zbl
[Ananyevskiy 2016a] A. Ananyevskiy, “On the push-forwards for motivic cohomology theories with invertible stable Hopf
element”, Manuscripta Math. 150:1-2 (2016), 21–44. MR Zbl

[Ananyevskiy 2016b] A. Ananyevskiy, “On the relation of special linear algebraic cobordism to Witt groups”, Homology
Homotopy Appl. 18:1 (2016), 204–230. MR Zbl

[Ayoub 2007] J. Ayoub, Les six opérations de Grothendieck et le formalisme des cycles évanescents dans le monde motivique, I,
Astérisque 314, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 2007. MR Zbl

[Bachmann and Wickelgren 2020] T. Bachmann and K. Wickelgren, “A1-Euler classes: six functors formalisms, dualities,
integrality and linear subspaces of complete intersections”, preprint, 2020. arXiv

[Bayer-Fluckiger and Serre 2019] E. Bayer-Fluckiger and J.-P. Serre, “Lines on cubic surfaces and Witt invariants”, preprint,
2019. arXiv

[Bloch 1986] S. Bloch, “Algebraic cycles and higher K -theory”, Adv. Math. 61:3 (1986), 267–304. MR Zbl
[Bloch 1994] S. Bloch, “The moving lemma for higher Chow groups”, J. Algebraic Geom. 3:3 (1994), 537–568. MR Zbl
[Calmès and Fasel 2014] B. Calmès and J. Fasel, “Finite Chow–Witt correspondences”, preprint, 2014. arXiv
[Calmès and Hornbostel 2011] B. Calmès and J. Hornbostel, “Push-forwards for Witt groups of schemes”, Comment. Math.
Helv. 86:2 (2011), 437–468. MR Zbl

[Déglise et al. 2018] F. Déglise, F. Jin, and A. A. Khan, “Fundamental classes in motivic homotopy theory”, preprint, 2018.
arXiv

[Dold and Puppe 1980] A. Dold and D. Puppe, “Duality, trace, and transfer”, pp. 81–102 in Proceedings of the International
Conference on Geometric Topology (Warsaw, 1978), edited by K. Borsuk and A. Kirkor, PWN, Warsaw, 1980. MR Zbl

[Fasel 2008] J. Fasel, Groupes de Chow–Witt, Mém. Soc. Math. France (N.S.) 113, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 2008. MR Zbl
[Fulton 1984] W. Fulton, Intersection theory, Ergebnisse der Mathematik (3) 2, Springer, 1984. MR Zbl

http://dx.doi.org/10.1307/mmj/1029001721
http://msp.org/idx/mr/424828
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0346.14021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00229-015-0799-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00229-015-0799-6
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3483167
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1337.14022
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/HHA.2016.v18.n1.a11
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3491850
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1352.14012
http://www.numdam.org/item/AST_2007__314__R1_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2423375
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1146.14001
http://msp.org/idx/arx/2002.01848
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1909.05312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0001-8708(86)90081-2
http://msp.org/idx/mr/852815
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0608.14004
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1269719
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0830.14003
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1412.2989
http://dx.doi.org/10.4171/CMH/230
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2775136
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1226.19003
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1805.05920
http://msp.org/idx/mr/656721
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0473.55008
http://dx.doi.org/10.24033/msmf.425
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2542148
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1190.14001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-02421-8
http://msp.org/idx/mr/732620
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0541.14005


Motivic Gauss–Bonnet formulas 1851

[Hoyois 2014] M. Hoyois, “A quadratic refinement of the Grothendieck–Lefschetz–Verdier trace formula”, Algebr. Geom. Topol.
14:6 (2014), 3603–3658. MR Zbl

[Hoyois 2017] M. Hoyois, “The six operations in equivariant motivic homotopy theory”, Adv. Math. 305 (2017), 197–279. MR
Zbl

[Kharlamov 1974] V. M. Kharlamov, “A generalized Petrovskiı̆ inequality”, Funkcional. Anal. i Priložen. 8:2 (1974), 50–56. In
Russian; translated in Funct. Anal. Appl. 8:2 (1974), 132–137. MR

[Levine 2008] M. Levine, “The homotopy coniveau tower”, J. Topol. 1:1 (2008), 217–267. MR Zbl
[Levine 2017a] M. Levine, “The intrinsic stable normal cone”, preprint, 2017. arXiv
[Levine 2017b] M. Levine, “Toward an enumerative geometry with quadratic forms”, preprint, 2017. arXiv
[Mac Lane 1971] S. Mac Lane, Categories for the working mathematician, Grad. Texts in Math. 5, Springer, 1971. MR Zbl
[May 2001] J. P. May, “The additivity of traces in triangulated categories”, Adv. Math. 163:1 (2001), 34–73. MR Zbl
[Morel 2004] F. Morel, “An introduction to A1-homotopy theory”, pp. 357–441 in Contemporary developments in algebraic

K -theory (Trieste, Italy, 2002), edited by M. Karoubi et al., ICTP Lect. Notes 15, Abdus Salam Int. Cent. Theoret. Phys.,
Trieste, Italy, 2004. MR Zbl

[Morel 2012] F. Morel, A1-algebraic topology over a field, Lecture Notes in Math. 2052, Springer, 2012. MR Zbl
[Morel and Voevodsky 1999] F. Morel and V. Voevodsky, “A1-homotopy theory of schemes”, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ.
Math. 90 (1999), 45–143. MR Zbl

[Nesterenko and Suslin 1989] Y. P. Nesterenko and A. A. Suslin, “Homology of the general linear group over a local ring, and
Milnor’s K -theory”, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 53:1 (1989), 121–146. In Russian; translated in Math. USSR-Izv. 34:1
(1990), 121–145. MR Zbl

[Ojanguren and Panin 1999] M. Ojanguren and I. Panin, “A purity theorem for the Witt group”, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4)
32:1 (1999), 71–86. MR Zbl

[Panin 2003] I. Panin, “Oriented cohomology theories of algebraic varieties”, K -Theory 30:3 (2003), 265–314. MR Zbl
[Panin 2004] I. Panin, “Riemann–Roch theorems for oriented cohomology”, pp. 261–333 in Axiomatic, enriched and motivic

homotopy theory (Cambridge, 2002), edited by J. P. C. Greenlees, NATO Sci. Ser. II Math. Phys. Chem. 131, Kluwer, Dordrecht,
2004. MR Zbl

[Panin 2009] I. Panin, “Oriented cohomology theories of algebraic varieties, II (After I. Panin and A. Smirnov)”, Homology
Homotopy Appl. 11:1 (2009), 349–405. MR Zbl

[Panin and Walter 2018] I. Panin and C. Walter, “On the motivic commutative ring spectrum BO”, Algebra i Analiz 30:6 (2018),
43–96. MR Zbl

[Quillen 1973] D. Quillen, “Higher algebraic K -theory, I”, pp. 85–147 in Algebraic K -theory, I: Higher K -theories (Seattle,
1972), edited by H. Bass, Lecture Notes in Math. 341, Springer, 1973. MR Zbl

[Riou 2005] J. Riou, “Dualité de Spanier–Whitehead en géométrie algébrique”, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 340:6 (2005),
431–436. MR Zbl

[Riou 2010] J. Riou, “Algebraic K -theory, A1-homotopy and Riemann–Roch theorems”, J. Topol. 3:2 (2010), 229–264. MR Zbl
[Rost 1996] M. Rost, “Chow groups with coefficients”, Doc. Math. 1 (1996), 319–393. MR Zbl
[Schlichting 2010] M. Schlichting, “Hermitian K -theory of exact categories”, J. K-Theory 5:1 (2010), 105–165. MR Zbl
[Schlichting and Tripathi 2015] M. Schlichting and G. S. Tripathi, “Geometric models for higher Grothendieck–Witt groups in

A1-homotopy theory”, Math. Ann. 362:3-4 (2015), 1143–1167. MR Zbl
[Totaro 1992] B. Totaro, “Milnor K -theory is the simplest part of algebraic K -theory”, K -Theory 6:2 (1992), 177–189. MR Zbl
[Voevodsky 1998] V. Voevodsky, “A1-homotopy theory”, Doc. Math. ICM Berlin 1998:1 (1998), 579–604. MR Zbl
[Voevodsky 2002] V. Voevodsky, “Motivic cohomology groups are isomorphic to higher Chow groups in any characteristic”, Int.
Math. Res. Not. 2002:7 (2002), 351–355. MR Zbl

[Walter 2003] C. Walter, “Grothendieck–Witt groups of triangulated categories”, preprint, 2003, https://tinyurl.com/waltergro.

Communicated by Vasudevan Srinivas
Received 2019-01-24 Revised 2019-11-05 Accepted 2020-02-23

marc.levine@uni-due.de Fakultät Mathematik, Universität Duisburg-Essen, Essen, Germany

arpon.raksit@gmail.com Department of Mathematics, Stanford University, Stanford, CA, United States

mathematical sciences publishers msp

http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/agt.2014.14.3603
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3302973
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1351.14013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2016.09.031
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3570135
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1400.14065
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/faa2330
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01078598
http://msp.org/idx/mr/0350056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jtopol/jtm004
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2365658
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1154.14005
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1703.03056
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1703.03049
http://msp.org/idx/mr/0354798
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0232.18001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/aima.2001.1995
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1867203
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1007.18012
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2175638
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1081.14029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-29514-0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2934577
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1263.14003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02698831
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1813224
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0983.14007
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/izv1233
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/izv1233
https://doi.org/10.1070/IM1990v034n01ABEH000610
https://doi.org/10.1070/IM1990v034n01ABEH000610
http://msp.org/idx/mr/992981
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0668.18011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0012-9593(99)80009-3
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1670591
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0980.11025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:KTHE.0000019788.33790.cb
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2064242
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1047.19001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-0948-5_8
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2061857
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1066.14010
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/HHA.2009.v11.n1.a14
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2529164
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1169.14016
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/aa1622
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3882540
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1428.14011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BFb0067053
http://msp.org/idx/mr/0338129
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0292.18004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.crma.2005.02.002
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2135324
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1068.14021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jtopol/jtq005
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2651359
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1202.19004
https://elibm.org/article/10000028
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1418952
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0864.14002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/is009010017jkt075
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2600285
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1328.19009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00208-014-1154-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00208-014-1154-z
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3368095
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1331.14028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01771011
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1187705
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0776.19003
https://elibm.org/article/10011738
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1648048
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0907.19002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/S107379280210403X
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1883180
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1057.14026
https://tinyurl.com/waltergro
mailto:marc.levine@uni-due.de
mailto:arpon.raksit@gmail.com
http://msp.org


Algebra & Number Theory
msp.org/ant

EDITORS

MANAGING EDITOR

Bjorn Poonen
Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Cambridge, USA

EDITORIAL BOARD CHAIR

David Eisenbud
University of California

Berkeley, USA

BOARD OF EDITORS

Bhargav Bhatt University of Michigan, USA

Richard E. Borcherds University of California, Berkeley, USA

Antoine Chambert-Loir Université Paris-Diderot, France

J-L. Colliot-Thélène CNRS, Université Paris-Sud, France

Brian D. Conrad Stanford University, USA

Samit Dasgupta Duke University, USA

Hélène Esnault Freie Universität Berlin, Germany

Gavril Farkas Humboldt Universität zu Berlin, Germany

Hubert Flenner Ruhr-Universität, Germany

Sergey Fomin University of Michigan, USA

Edward Frenkel University of California, Berkeley, USA

Wee Teck Gan National University of Singapore

Andrew Granville Université de Montréal, Canada

Ben J. Green University of Oxford, UK

Joseph Gubeladze San Francisco State University, USA

Christopher Hacon University of Utah, USA

Roger Heath-Brown Oxford University, UK

János Kollár Princeton University, USA

Philippe Michel École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne

Susan Montgomery University of Southern California, USA

Shigefumi Mori RIMS, Kyoto University, Japan

Martin Olsson University of California, Berkeley, USA

Raman Parimala Emory University, USA

Jonathan Pila University of Oxford, UK

Irena Peeva Cornell University, USA

Anand Pillay University of Notre Dame, USA

Michael Rapoport Universität Bonn, Germany

Victor Reiner University of Minnesota, USA

Peter Sarnak Princeton University, USA

Michael Singer North Carolina State University, USA

Christopher Skinner Princeton University, USA

Vasudevan Srinivas Tata Inst. of Fund. Research, India

J. Toby Stafford University of Michigan, USA

Shunsuke Takagi University of Tokyo, Japan

Pham Huu Tiep University of Arizona, USA

Ravi Vakil Stanford University, USA

Michel van den Bergh Hasselt University, Belgium

Akshay Venkatesh Institute for Advanced Study, USA

Marie-France Vignéras Université Paris VII, France

Melanie Matchett Wood University of California, Berkeley, USA

Shou-Wu Zhang Princeton University, USA

PRODUCTION
production@msp.org

Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor

See inside back cover or msp.org/ant for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2020 is US $415/year for the electronic version, and $620/year (+$60, if shipping outside the US) for print and electronic.
Subscriptions, requests for back issues and changes of subscriber address should be sent to MSP.

Algebra & Number Theory (ISSN 1944-7833 electronic, 1937-0652 printed) at Mathematical Sciences Publishers, 798 Evans Hall #3840, c/o Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840 is published continuously online. Periodical rate postage paid at Berkeley, CA 94704, and additional
mailing offices.

ANT peer review and production are managed by EditFLOW® from MSP.

PUBLISHED BY

mathematical sciences publishers
nonprofit scientific publishing

http://msp.org/
© 2020 Mathematical Sciences Publishers

http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant
mailto:production@msp.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/


Algebra & Number Theory
Volume 14 No. 7 2020

1669p-adic Asai L-functions of Bianchi modular forms
DAVID LOEFFLER and CHRIS WILLIAMS

1711Pro-unipotent harmonic actions and dynamical properties of p-adic cyclotomic multiple zeta values
DAVID JAROSSAY

1747Nouvelles cohomologies de Weil en caractéristique positive
JOSEPH AYOUB

1791Elliptic curves over totally real cubic fields are modular
MAARTEN DERICKX, FILIP NAJMAN and SAMIR SIKSEK

1801Motivic Gauss–Bonnet formulas
MARC LEVINE and ARPON RAKSIT

1853Moments of quadratic twists of elliptic curve L-functions over function fields
HUNG M. BUI, ALEXANDRA FLOREA, JONATHAN P. KEATING and EDVA RODITTY-GERSHON

1895Nonvanishing of hyperelliptic zeta functions over finite fields
JORDAN S. ELLENBERG, WANLIN LI and MARK SHUSTERMAN

1911Burgess bounds for short character sums evaluated at forms
LILLIAN B. PIERCE and JUNYAN XU

1953Galois action on the principal block and cyclic Sylow subgroups
NOELIA RIZO, A. A. SCHAEFFER FRY and CAROLINA VALLEJO

1981Abelian extensions in dynamical Galois theory
JESSE ANDREWS and CLAYTON PETSCHE

A
lgebra

&
N

um
ber

Theory
2020

Vol.14,
N

o.7

http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1669
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1711
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1747
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1791
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1801
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1853
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1895
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1911
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1953
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2020.14.1981

	1. Introduction
	2. Duality and Euler characteristics
	2A. Preliminaries
	2B. Duality for smooth projective schemes

	3. SL-oriented motivic spectra
	4. Projective pushforward in twisted cohomology
	5. Motivic Gauss–Bonnet
	6. SL-oriented cohomology theories
	7. Comparison isomorphisms
	8. Applications
	8A. Motivic cohomology and cohomology of the Milnor K-theory sheaves
	8B. Algebraic K-theory
	8C. Milnor–Witt cohomology and Chow–Witt groups
	8D. Hermitian K-theory and Witt theory
	8E. Descent for the motivic Euler characteristic

	Acknowledgements
	References
	
	

