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K-THEORY AND LOZALIZING INVARIANTS OF LARGE CATEGORIES

ALEXANDER I. EFIMOV

ABSTRACT. In this paper we introduce and study the so-called continuous K -theory for
a certain class of “large” stable o0 -categories, more precisely, for dualizable presentable
categories. For compactly generated categories, the continuous K -theory is simply the
usual (non-connective) K -theory of the full subcategory of compact objects. More gen-
erally, we show that any localizing invariant of small stable oo -categories can be uniquely
extended to a localizing invariant of dualizable categories.

We compute the continuous K -theory for categories of sheaves on locally compact
Hausdorff spaces. Using the special case for sheaves on the real line, we give an alternative
proof of the theorem of Kasprowski and Winges [KW19] on the commutation of K -theory
with infinite products for small stable oo -categories.

We also study the general theory of dualizable categories. In particular, we give an “ex-
plicit” proof of Ramzi’s theorem [Ram] on w; -presentability of the category of dualizable
categories. Among other things, we prove that dualizability is equivalent to “flatness” in

the category of presentable stable categories.
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K-THEORY AND LOZALIZING INVARIANTS OF LARGE CATEGORIES 3
0. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that the Grothendieck group Ky(A) of an additive category vanishes
whenever A has countable direct sums. More generally, for any stable oo -category C with
countable coproducts its K -theory spectrum is contractible. This vanishing also holds
for any additive invariant, like (topological) Hochschild homology. Therefore, naturally,
additive invariants are normally studied only for small stable infinity categories, and not
for “large” categories.

In this paper we introduce and study the notion of continuous non-connective K -theory
(and more general localizing invariants) for a certain class of “nice” large categories. These
are the so-called dualizable (also known as compactly assembled) presentable stable cat-
egories. Moreover, this continuous K -theory in fact extends the usual non-connective
K -theory for small stable oo -categories.

We now explain more precisely the basic idea. Let us denote by CatP™ the oo -category
of small idempotent-complete stable oo-categories and exact functors between them. We
denote by Sp the oo-category of spectra. We consider the non-connective K -theory as
a functor K : CatP™! — Sp. We refer to [BGTI3, Barl6|] for the definition of (non-
connective) algebraic K -theory of a small stable oo -category, based on the Waldhausen’s
S. -construction [Wal85]. If R is a usual (discrete) associative unital ring, then the K -
theory space K>((A) of the stable co-category of perfect complexes Perf(R) is equivalent
to the Quillen’s K -theory space of R as defined in [Qui73].

One of the main properties of K -theory is the localization. We recall that a short exact
sequence in CatP® is a fiber-cofiber sequence A EENy? SN , that is, a biCartesian square
of the form

A
(0.1) 1 | -

0 —— C.

In terms of the (triangulated) homotopy categories, the square (0.I]) is Cartesian if and
only if the functor h F} induces an equivalence h.A — ker(h Fy). Assuming this, the
square (0.I)) is coCartesian if and only if the induced functor hB/h.A — hC is fully
faithful and the Karoubi completion of its image is equivalent to hC. In other words, a
fiber-cofiber sequence (0.I]) induces a short exact sequence of triangulated categories, up to
direct summands: hA — hB — h(.

Localization property for non-connective K -theory means that the K -theory functor

sends each fiber-cofiber sequence (0.I)) to a fiber (=cofiber) sequence in Sp.
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Now, consider the oo-category Prsljt of presentable stable oo -categories and colimit-
preserving functors. Recall that a presentable stable category C is called dualizable if
it is a dualizable object in the symmetric monoidal category PrSLt, with the Lurie tensor
product. This is equivalent to C being a retract in Prft of a compactly generated category,
by [Lurl8, Proposition D.7.3.1].

We call an exact functor F' : C — D of presentable stable oo-categories strongly con-
tinuous if I has a right adjoint which is colimit-preserving. We denote by Cat‘situal the
(non-full) subcategory of dualizable categories and strongly continuous functors. Further,

we denote by Catsy Cat(situ .

the subcategory of compactly generated categories.

It is well-known that the functor Ind : CatP®f — Catgp is an equivalence, and an inverse
equivalence is given by C — C% (the latter is the full subcategory of compact objects).
Therefore, we have a fully faithful functor Ind : CatP®f — Catd®®. We claim that the
non-connective K -theory can be naturally extended to dualizable presentable categories in
the following sense: there is a functor K" : Catd%® — Sp, and a natural isomorphism
K" oInd ~ K of functors CatP! — Sp. Moreover, K" is uniquely determined (up to
a contractible space of choices) by the localization property: it sends short exact sequences
in Catd®! to fiber sequences in Sp.

Uniqueness essentially follows from another characterization of dualizable categories: a
category C € Prk is dualizable if and only if there exists a short exact sequence C — D — D’
in Pré with strongly continuous functors, such that D and D’ compactly generated, see
Proposition [[LI8 If we require K™ to be a localizing invariant, then we are forced to

have
(0.2) K" (C) = Fiber(K(D%) — K(D,‘*’)).

However, it is not very reasonable to take (0.2]) as a definition of K™ for the following

reasons:

e It is not immediately obvious that K™ (C) does not depend on the choice of a
short exact sequence; this can be deduced from [Taml8, Theorem 18].

e It is not clear that a strongly continuous functor C — C’ of dualizable categories
induces a map K" (C) — K ((").

Instead, we define the continuous K -theory using Calkin categories. Recall the notion
of Calkin algebra from functional analysis: for a Hilbert space H, the Calkin algebra is
defined as the quotient Calk(#H) = B(H)/C(H) of the algebra of bounded operators B(H)
by the ideal of compact operators C'(H). Since C(H) is the closure of the ideal of bounded
operators of finite rank, we have a natural discrete analogue. Namely, for a vector space V
over a field k the Calkin algebra is defined as the quotient Calk(V) = End(V)/(V*® V).
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This naturally generalizes to a Calkin category associated to a small stable oo -category,
which we now recall.

For A e CatP® the Calkin category is defined as the (Karoubi completion of) the
quotient:

Calk(A) = (Ind(A)/A)5.
If we ignore set-theoretic issues for now (they are easily resolved), then the short exact
sequence A 2> Ind(A) — Calk(A) implies an isomorphism K(A) ~ QK (Calk(A)), since
K(Ind(A)) = 0.

We claim that Calkin categories naturally generalize to dualizable categories. Namely,
one can define a functor Calk®™ : Catd' — CatP*f, so that we have a natural equivalence
Calk®™ oInd ~ Calk of functors CatPf — CatP°™ . For this we use one more characteri-
zation of dualizable categories: a stable presentable oo -category C is dualizable if and only
if the colimit functor Ind(C) — C has a left adjoint. Denoting it by Ve, we see that the
quotient Ind(C)/Ye(C) is compactly generated. We define

Calk®™(C) := (Ind(C)/Ye(C))”.
It is easy to see that for a small stable oo-category A we have
Calk®™(Ind(A)) ~ Calk(A).

Ignoring set-theoretic issues again, we define the continuous K -theory by the formula
Keont(C) := QK (Calk®™(C)). We refer to Subsection for a more precise definition.

It is not difficult to check that the functor Calk®™ preserves short exact sequences,
hence K" is a localizing invariant. The above discussion also implies an isomorphism
K™ (Ind(A)) =~ K(A). Similarly, we can apply the same construction to any localizing

invariant. We have the following result.

Theorem 0.1. Let £ be a stable oo -category. The precomposition functor
Fun(Catd'! £) — Fun(CatP™ &), F — Folnd,

induces an equivalence between the full subcategories of localizing invariants. The inverse

equivalence is given by F s FoBt,

The detailed proof is given in Subsection below. Moreover, in Subsection [1.3] we show
that F°" is simply the right Kan extension of F' via the functor Ind : CatP*! — Catdua!,

The assignment F ~— F°" preserves the important properties of localizing invariants.
In particular, F' preserves filtered colimits if and only if so does Fnt,

Examples of dualizable (but not necessarily compactly generated) categories naturally

arise in various contexts, see Subsection One class of examples is provided by almost
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mathematics (Faltings [Fa02], Gabber-Ramero [GabRam03]). Namely, let R be an associa-
tive unital ring, and m R a two-sided ideal such that m? = m such that Tor(m,m) = 0
for n > 0 (for example, m is flat as a right or left R-module). Then the extension of
scalars functor D(R) — D(R/m) is a localization, and its kernel Cpy is a dualizable cate-
gory. We have an equivalence Cryn ~ D(Mod,-R), where Mod, -R is the abelian category
of almost modules: Mod,-R = Mod-R/m. Moreover, if m is contained in the Jacobson
radical of R, then the category D(Mod,-R) has no non-zero compact objects.

Another class of examples which we are interested in this paper are categories of sheaves
on a locally compact Hausdorff space X. Let C be a presheaf on X with values in Cat‘situal .
We denote by Shv(X,C) the category of sheaves with values in C. By [Lurl8|, the category

Shv(X,C) is dualizable. We have the following general result, see

Theorem 0.2. With the above motation, let £ be a presentable stable oo -category, and
F: CatP — & a localizing invariant which commutes with filtered colimits. Then we have

a natural isomorphism
Fe" (Shv (X, C)) = T(X, F™(C)).

We note that even when the presheaf C takes values in compactly generated categories
(and even when it is constant), the category Shv(X,C) is usually not compactly generated,
see Subsection For example, when X is non-compact and connected, and the presheaf
C is constant and non-zero, then the category Shv(X,C) has no non-zero compact objects.
This is a straightforward generalization of Neeman’s theorem [NeeO1b].

The following is a special case of Theorem

Corollary 0.3. Let C be a dualizable category. Then for any n = 0 we have a natural
isomorphism

K" (Shv(R"™,C)) = Q"K™(C).
In particular, we have K™ (Shv(R",C)) =~ K"(C).

Restricting to finite CW complexes, we see that the categories of C-valued sheaves in

fact “categorify” the maps to K®"(C) in the following sense.

Corollary 0.4. Let X be a finite CW complex (hence a compact Hausdorff space). Let C

be a dualizable category. Then we have a natural isomorphism
K*"(Shv(X,C)) = K“™(C)*.

In particular, if A is a small stable idempotent complete oo -category, then we have
K§™(Shv(X,Ind(A))) =~ [X,K>0(A)], where the RHS is the abelian group of homotopy
classes of maps from X to the K -theory space of A.
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It turns out that Corollary holds for arbitrary localizing invariants, not necessarily
commuting with filtered colimits, see Theorem

Another interesting class of examples of dualizable categories comes from condensed
mathematics: these are categories of (strongly) nuclear modules over analytic rings. We
consider the following special case (see Example [[.30]).

Let R be a noetherian commutative ring, and let I < R be an ideal. Clausen and
Scholze [CS20] defined the category Nuc(R;) of nuclear solid modules over R;. This is a
dualizable category, and the full subcategory of compact objects in Nuc(R;) is equivalent
to the usual category of perfect complexes Perf(R;). We will study the category Nuc(R;)
in [E1], where we will in particular prove that

K™ (Nuc(Rj)) = lim K (R/I").

n

The paper is organized as follows.

In Section [Tl we study the general theory (not necessarily cocomplete) compactly assem-
bled oo -categories, mostly focusing on the dualizable presentable stable oo-categories. In
Subsection [[.4] we recall the equivalent definitions of dualizable categories from [Lurl8] and
study the basic properties. In Subsection we give examples of compactly assembled cat-
egories, stable and non-stable. In Subsection [I.8 we discuss the criterion of dualizability in
terms of homotopy categories, which almost follows from H. Krause’s papers [Kr00, [Kr05].
In Subsection we explain a criterion of dualizabilifty due to Clausen and Scholze: a
presentable stable category is dualizable if and only if it satisfies the axiom (AB6), i.e. the
distribution of products over filtered colimits. In Subsection [[L11] we define the continuous
Calkin category of a dualizable category; this construction is important for the definition of
continuous K -theory. In Subsection we study the colimits in Catd®® . In particular,

we show that the inclusion Cat&®® — Prl commutes with colimits. We also show that

the category Catd' satisfies the weak (AB5) axiom: the class of fully faithful functors is
closed under filtered colimits (Proposition [[LG8]). In Subsections .14l and [[.T5] we discuss the
limits of dualizable categories. The (complicated) general description of limits is given by
Theorem [[L92] As an example, we show in Subection [[.T6] that the functor Ring — Cat‘si#al,
R — D(R), is a sheaf for the fpqc topology (here Ring denotes the category of ordinary
commutative rings). In Subsection [[.I7] we show that the category Catgtual satisfies the
weak (AB4*) axiom: the product of epimorphisms is an epimorphism. We also show that
the axiom (AB6) holds in Catdu!.

In Section [2] we prove a surprising result: a presentable stable category is dualizable if
and only if it is flat in Prk . More precisely, C is flat if the functor C® — preserves fully

faithful functors.
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In Section [3] we give a criterion of dualizability for categories which are extensions of
compactly generated categories. If such an extension is dualizable, then it is in fact com-
pactly generated. As an application, we show that in CatP the extensions of A by B
are classified by functors A — Tate(B), where Tate(B) is the category of Tate objects, see
[Henl7]. As another application, for a commutative noetherian ring R we classify the lo-
calizing subcategories of D(R) which are dualizable. They correspond bijectively to convex
subsets of Spec R, see Theorem B.10

In Section (] we define and study localizing invariants of dualizable categories. In Sub-
section [4.1] we recall for each regular cardinal k the universal localizing invariant of small
stable categories, commuting with & -filtered colimits. In subsection we explain that
a localizing invariant of small categories extends uniquely to dualizable categories, using
the Calkin construction. In Subsection [4.3] we explain that this canonical extension is in
fact the right Kan extension. In Subsection [4.4] we give an example: we compute finitary
localizing invariants of the category of sheaves on R and on R U {—o0}. In Subsection
we do a similar computation for not necessarily finitary localizing invariants, deducing the
commutation of K-theory with products (Theorem [£.29)).

In Section [5l we consider the sheaves and cosheaves on continuous posets (these posets
are considered as categories, not as sets), and compute their (finitary) localizing invariants.
We use this computation later to compute the localizing invariants for sheaves on locally
compact Hausdorff spaces.

In Section [6] we study the sheaves on locally compact Hausdorff space with values in
a presheaf of dualizable categories. First, in Subsection [6.1] we give a computation of
arbitrary localizing invariants for sheaves on finite CW complexes (in the case of constant
coefficients). In Subsection we explain how to approximate the category of sheaves on
an arbitrary compact Hausdorff space by “simpler” categories (Proposition [6.9]). Here it is
crucial that we use the notion of a .# -(pre)sheaf from [Lur09]. In Subsection [6.3] we apply
the previous results to compute the finitary localizing invariants of categories of sheaves
(Theorem [6.10]). In Subsection [6.4] we give a simple description of compact objects in the
categories of sheaves.

In Appendix [A]l we give the (expected) description of monomorphisms and epimorphisms
of presentable and dualizable categories. In Appendix [B] we show that an image of a
homological epimorphism does not have to be a stable subcategory (Proposition [B]). In

dual

Appendix [C we show that the category Cat{'™ is w; -presentable, and we describe the & -

compact objects for each uncountable regular x (Theorem [C.6). The w; -presentability of
Catgt“al is originally due to Ramzi [Ram|. In Appendix[Dlwe prove that the category Catstual

is generated by colimits by a single object Shvryir.,(R;Sp) — the category of sheaves of
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spectra on the real line with singular support in R x Ry < T*R. In Appendix [E] we
prove an analogue of Adams representability theorem for wq -compact dualizable categories
(Theorem [EIT). In Appendix [F] we explain an analogy between the category Catdl of
dualizable categories and the opposite category CompHaus®? of compact Hausdorff spaces.
Finally, in Appendix [Gl we show that K -theory of exact oo-categories commutes with
infinite products, using the ideas of Cérdova Fedeli [Cor23] and Klemenc [Kle22].

Acknowledgements. I am grateful to Ko Aoki, Alexander Beilinson, Dustin Clausen,
Adriano Cérdova Fedeli, Vladimir Drinfeld, Boris Feigin, Dennis Gaitsgory, Marc Hoy-
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Shende, Vladimir Sosnilo, Georg Tamme, Bertrand Toén, Yakov Varshavsky and Christoph
Winges for useful discussions. Part of this work was done while I was a visitor in the Max
Planck Institute for Mathematics in Bonn from December 2022 till February 2024, and 1

am grateful to the institute for their hospitality and support.

1. GENERAL THEORY OF DUALIZABLE CATEGORIES

1.1. Infinity-categories, limits and colimits. We will freely use the theory of oo -categories,
functors, limits and colimits as developed in [Lur09 Lurl7]. Except for Section 2] we will
deal only with (o0, 1) -categories. Given an ordinary category C, we identify it with its nerve
N(C), which is an oo-category. In particular, we will consider a poset (partially ordered
set) as an oo -category. Sometimes we will say “category” instead of “co-category”, when
the meaning is clear from the context.

We denote by S the oo-category of spaces (or equivalently oo-groupoids). It is freely
generated by one object via colimits.

We will use the following convention: a functor p : I — J between o0 -categories is
cofinal if for any j € J the oo-category I x;.J;, is weakly contractible. Equivalently, for

any oo-category C and for any functor F :J — C, we have
lim(J 5> €) = lim(I 2 J 5 C),

assuming that one of the colimits exists. Dually, a functor p: I — J is final if the functor
p°P . I°P — J°P ig cofinal.

Recall that an infinite cardinal x is called regular if for any collection of cardinals {r;}ier
such that k; < k and |I| < k we have )] k; < k. For example, any (infinite) successor
cardinal is regular. If x is regular, then aleslet A is called k-small if |A| < k.

We refer to [Lur09, Definition 5.3.1.7] for the notion of a & -filtered oo-category. The

argument of [AR94] Theorem 1.5, Remark 1.21] shows that for any -filtered oo-category
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I there exists an x-directed poset J and a cofinal functor J — I. Recall that a poset
J is called k-directed if J is nonempty and any k-small collection of elements of J has
an upper bound. Recall that w-filtered oo-categories resp. w-directed posets are simply
called filtered oo -categories resp. directed posets.

Given a small oo-category A and a regular cardinal x we denote by Ind,(A) the oo-
category which is freely generated by A via r-filtered colimits. The category Ind,(.A)
can be described as a full subcategory of the category of presheaves Fun(.A°,S) which is
formed by k -filtered colimits of representable presheaves. We will usually denote the k-

ind objects of A by “lim”x;, where I is a k-filtered oo0-category, and we have a functor
el
1€

I - A, i— x; For k=w, we simply write Ind(A) instead of Ind,(.A).

If A is not necessarily small (but still locally small), we will sometimes still consider
the (locally small) category Ind(.A), which is the directed union of Ind(B), where B runs
through small full subcategories of A.

If C is an oo -category with k -filtered colimits, then an object = € C is called k-compact
if the functor Map,(z, —) commutes with « -filtered colimits. We denote by C® < C the
full subcategory of x-compact objects. The w-compact objects are called compact objects.

Recall that an oo -category C is called stable if it is pointed, has finite limits and colimits,

and a square of the form
f
_J

(1.1)

* — 8

Yy

jg
— z
is Cartesian if and only if it is coCartesian.

In a general pointed oo -category, if a square of the form (LL1]) is Cartesian then it is also
called a fiber sequence, and =z is called a fiber of g. Dually, if a square of the form (LIJ) is
coCartesian then it is also called a cofiber sequence, and z is called a cofiber of f.

If an co-category C is stable, then the category hC has a natural triangulated structure.
A functor F' : C — D between stable oo-categories is if it is pointed, and takes fiber
sequences in C to fiber sequences in D. If F' is exact, then the induced functor hF :
hC — hD is an exact functor between triangulated categories. By default, the functors
between stable categories will be assumed to be exact.

For an E;-ring A, we will denote by Mod-A the (cocomplete, stable) category of right
A -modules. We denote by Perf(4) c Mod-A the full subcategory of perfect A-modules;
it is generated by A as a stable idempotent-complete subcategory.

We denote by Caty the category of small oo -categories. Further, we denote by Cat®™ c

Caty, the (non-full) subcategory of small stable categories and exact functors. We denote
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by CatPe™ < Cat®* the full subcategory of Karoubi complete (idempotent-complete) stable
categories.

Given an oo -category A, we denote by AK# its Karoubi completion. In particular, the
functor (—)K2 : Cat™ — CatP! is the left adjoint to the inclusion.

By definition, a short exact sequence in CatP®! is a fiber-cofiber sequence

AL .5

|l

0 —— C.
This means that the functor A — B is fully faithful, the composition A — B — C is zero,

and the functor (B/A)X* — C is an equivalence. We will simply write
0-A->B—->C—0

for such short exact sequences. We will also use the same terminology and notation for
short exact sequences of “large” stable categories, namely presentable and in particular
dualizable.

By [BGT13, Corollary 4.25], the categories Cat®™ and CatP®! are compactly generated.
See also Proposition [[L4] and Remark for a different argument.

We recall the notion of a homological epimorphism between idempotent-complete stable
oo -categories. A functor F': A — B is a homological epimorphism if the functor Ind(A) —
Ind(B) is a quotient functor, or equivalently its right adjoint is fully faithful. In fact, F is

a homological epimorphism if and only if it is an epimorphism in CatP'? .

1.2. Presentable and accessible stable oo-categories. An oo-category C is called k-
accessible for some regular cardinal k if C ~ Ind,(Cy), where Cy is a small oo-category.
Note that in this case C is stable if and only if the category CE® is stable.

Further, an oo -category is accessible if it is k-accessible for some k. If C and D are
accessible oo -categories with x -filtered colimits (but C and D are not necessarily -
accessible), we say that a functor F' : C — D is k-continuous if F commutes with & -
filtered colimits. Further, F' is continuous if it is w-continuous, i.e. commutes with filtered
colimits, assuming that C and D have filtered colimits.

A k-continuous functor F': C — D is called k-accessible if moreover C and D are
K -accessible. A functor is called accessible if it is & -accessible for some k.

An oo-category C is k-presentable if C is k-accessible and cocomplete. Equivalently,
this means that C ~ Ind,(Cy), where the category Cy has k-small colimits. Further, C

is presentable if it is x-presentable for some . Following [Lur09], we denote by Pr’ the
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(00, 1) -category of all presentable categories and colimit-preserving functors. Note that the
category Pr” is not locally small.

A functor F': C — D between presentable categories is colimit-preserving if and only if it
has a right adjoint. On the other hand, F' has a left adjoint if and only if it is accessible and
commutes with limits. This gives an equivalence (PrL )P ~ Prft, where the 1-morphisms
in Pr® are accessible functors which commute with limits.

If C is presentable and D is cocomplete, we will denote by Fun® (C,D) the category of
colimit-preserving functors. The category Pr” has a natural symmetric monoidal structure,
for which the internal Hom from C to D is given by Fun®(C,D). The tensor product of
presentable categories is usually called the Lurie tensor product. It is easy to show that
C®D ~ Fun’(C,D?)? for C,D e Prl'. The unit object is given by S — the oo -category
of spaces.

For a regular cardinal x, we denote by Prg c Pr’ the non-full subcategory of & -
presentable categories, where 1-morphisms in Prﬁ are colimit-preserving functors which
preserve k-compact objects. The category Prﬁ is locally small. Moreover, the assignment
C — C" defines an equivalence between Pré and the category of idempotent-complete small
o0 -categories with k-small colimits, where the 1-morphisms are functors which commute
with k-small colimits. If x > w, then the existence of k-small colimits automatically im-
plies idempotent-completeness. The Lurie tensor product induces a well-defined symmetric
monoidal structure on Prl.

For any regular cardinal x, the inclusion functor Prﬁ — Prl’ commutes with colimits.
For k < A, the right adjoint to the functor Prﬁ — Pr§ is given by C — Ind,(C").

We denote by P1r£t c Pr’ the full subcategory of presentable stable categories, and

L
st,k

similarly for Prk < PrZ. Note that the category of spectra Sp is an idempotent E, -
algebra in Pr”, and the subcategory Prig c Pr” is simply the category of modules over Sp

L — Prt

st C Prl). In particular, the inclusions Prk — Prf and Prl

(and similarly for Pr 6,5t

commute with limits and colimits.

Below we will mostly deal with presentable stable categories. By default, the functors
between stable categories will be assumed to be exact. Note that an exact functor F :
C — D between presentable stable oo -categories is continuous if and only if it is colimit-
preserving or equivalently commutes with coproducts. Equivalently, this means that the
functor h F': hC — hD between the homotopy categories commutes with coproducts.

A cocomplete stable category C is w-presentable if and only if it is compactly generated

by a set of objects. The assignment C — C* defines an equivalence Pré’w = CatPert

Definition 1.1. 1) Given an exact functor F : D — C between small stable categories, we

denote by C BF D the semi-orthogonal gluing of C and D wvia F. More precisely, C B D
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is the category of triples (x,y,p), where x € C, y € D and ¢ : x — F(y). Equivalently,
C ®F D is the oplax limit of the diagram F : D — C in the (00,2) -category of stable
categories. As explained in [CDW23, Theorem 2.4.2] (and references therein), the four
categories obtained by taking an (op)lax (co)limit of the diagram F :C — D are naturally
equivalent.

2) If C and D are cocomplete stable categories and F : C — D is an arbitrary exact

functor, we also denote by C ®r D the same semi-orthogonal gluing as above.
We make the following observation.

Proposition 1.2. Let F': C — D be an exact functor between presentable stable categories.
The following are equivalent:

(i) the category € = C ®F D is presentable;

(ii) the functor F' is accessible.

Moreover, if F is k-accessible, then & is k -presentable.

Proof. Denote by i; : C — £ and iy : D — £ the inclusion functors given by i;(z) =
(x[—1],0,0), d2(x) = (0,2,0). Clearly, the functors i; and is are continuous.

= . Suppose that £ is presentable. Then the functor it : &€ — C (the
right adjoint to 41 ) is accessible. Hence, so is the composition il 0 iy : D — C, which is
isomorphic to F.

= . It is sufficient to prove the “moreover” statement. Suppose that C and
D are k-presentable and F commutes ith r-filtered colimuts. Then an object (z,y,¢) is
Kk -compact in £ whenever x € C*, y € D". We conclude that £ is k-presentable, and the

full subcategory £ < £ is generated by ¢;(C*) and i2(D") (as a stable subcategory). O

Remark 1.3. If we denote by Prif® the (00,2) -category of presentable stable categories and
accessible functors, then the category C ®p D has again four interpretations as an (op)lax
(co)limit of the arrow D e

The statements of the following proposition are well known. We include the proof for

completeness.

Proposition 1.4. Let x be a reqular cardinal.
1) The category Caty, is generated by colimits by a single compact object [1] (the linearly
ordered set with 2 elements). In particular, Caty is compactly generated.
2) The category Prl is generated by colimits by a single r -compact object Fun([1],S)
— the arrow category of spaces. In particular, Prﬁ 18 Kk -presentable.
3) The category PrSLm is generated by colimits by a single & -compact object Sp. In
L

particular, PréSt is k -presentable and CatP! ~ Prg

18 compactly generated.
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Proof. For 1) it suffices to show that if F': C — D is a functor between small oo -categories
such that the map Fun([1],C)™ — Fun([1], D)™ is an equivalence of spaces, then F is an
equivalence.

It is clear that F' is essentially surjective and the map F'= : C™ — D~ is an equivalence of
spaces. For z,y € C, the space Map,(z,y) is the fiber of the map Fun([1],C)~ — C~ xC~
over (z,y), and similarly for D. This implies that F' is fully faithful.

To deduce 2) from 1) it suffices to recall that the functor Prl — Caty,, C — C,

commutes with «-filtered colimits.

L

st,x tollows from the above commutation with -

3) The k-compactness of Sp in Pr
filtered colimits. It remains to show that the functor Prsti — S, C~— (C")=, is conserva-
tive.

Let FF: A — B be an exact functor between small stable categories such that the
induced functor F~ : A — B~ is an equivalence of spaces. We need to show that F
is an equivalence. It is clear that [’ is essentially surjective. It remains to observe that
for z,y € A and for each n € Z the abelian group m,A(x,y) is naturally a retract of

mo(A™, z @ y[l —n]), and similarly for 7,B(F(x), F(y)). O

Remark 1.5. The assignment A — (AX® Ko(A)) defines an equivalence between Cat®™
and the category of pairs (B,T), where B e CatP™ and T < Ky(B) is a subgroup. This
follows from Thomason’s theorem [Th97, Theorem 2.1].

In particular, the category Cat®™ is compactly generated and A € (Cat™)« iff AX¥ ¢
(CatP)« and the group Ko(A) is finitely generated. If k is an uncountable regular
cardinal, then A € Cat™ is a k-compact object if and only if A% e (CatP*h)* and
Ko(A) is k-small.

We will need an explicit characterizations of x-compact objects in CatP®! for uncount-

able k.

Proposition 1.6. Let x be an uncountable reqular cardinal and let A be a small idempotent-
complete stable category. The following are equivalent.
(i) the object A is r-compact in CatPer .
(ii) the triangulated category h A is generated (as an idempotent-complete triangulated
subcategory) by a Kk -small set of objects, and moreover for any x,y € A the spectrum

A(x,y) is k-compact in Sp.
Proof. — Let A be in (CatP®)* and choose a k-small ind-system (A;); of
compact objects of CatP*™ such that A = lim A;. Then for each i the spectra A;(z,y)

1
are wp-compact, x,y € A;. Hence, the spectra A(x,y) are k-compact, x,y € A.
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Since each A; is generated by a single object, we conclude that A is generated by a
k-small set of objects.

— First suppose that h A is generated by a single object x, and consider the
E; -algebra A = Endy4(x). Since the underlying spectrum of A is x-compact, it follows
from Proposition [C.2 that A is k-compact in the category of E; -rings. Now the category
of E;-rings is equivalent to the full subcategory of the category (Catperf)spw /, formed by
pairs (B, F) such that F(S) generates B. It follows that A is x-compact.

In general, if h.A is generated by a «-small collection of objects S, then A is a directed
union of idempotent-complete stable subcategories Ap, generated by a finite subset of
objects T < S. By the above, each category Ap is k-compact in CatPf, hence so is

A. O

We recall that the the colimit of a functor I — Pr¥, i— C;, is equivalent to the limit of

the corresponding functor I°? — Prf, where the transition functors are given by the right

cont
adjoints. We denote this colimit by limC; (to avoid confusion with the colimits of small
i
stable categories).

We call an exact functor F': C — D between presentable stable oo -categories strongly
continuous if it has a right adjoint which is continuous (in other words, if F' has a twice
right adjoint). It is convenient to introduce a non-full subcategory Pril < Prl with the
same objects and with 1-morphisms being strongly continuous functors. Note that PrftL
is locally small. Given presentable stable categories C and D, we denote by Fun’*(C, D)

the (small) category of strongly continuous functors.

LL
st,k

< Prll the full subcategory of

L
st,k

Similarly, for a regular cardinal x we denote by Pr

K -presentable categories. In particular, Pré,L is a subcategory of Pr (for k = w we

K
LL _ p.L

have an equality Prg st )

Note that if C and D are k-presentable stable categories, then a colimit-preserving

functor F' : C — D preserves r-compact objects (i.e. F is a 1-morphism in Prst) if

and only if its right adjoint commutes with & -filtered colimits. For this reason, we will

sometimes say that such a functor F' is k-strongly continuous.

Proposition 1.7. The category PrkE is cocomplete and the functor Prit — Prl commutes

LL

st are also cocomplete and all the inclusion

with colimits. In particular, the categories Pr

functors PlfSLt7L,_i — PrLE and PrSLmL,_i — PrsLm

commute with colimits.
Proof. This follows directly from the description of a colimit in Prft as a limit of the opposite

diagram. Namely, consider a small oo-category I and a functor I — PrftL , 1 +— C;, and

cont
put C := limC; (the colimit is taken in Prl). Identify C with the limit lim C;. Since

elop
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the transition functors in this inverse system are continuous, the coproducts in the limit
category are computed “pointwise”.

Let D € PrSLt. We need to show that a continuous functor F' : C — D is strongly
continuous if and only if the compositions F; : C; — C — D are strongly continuous. But
the functor F®:D — C corresponds to the compatible system of functors (EFf* : D — C;)
under the identification of C with the inverse limit. Hence, F'® is continuous if and only

if all FZ-R are continuous. ]

LL

Remark 1.8. [t seems plausible that for any regular cardinal  the category Prg;, is pre-

sentable. Howewver, it is not clear how to describe the functor Préﬁ — Pré’Lm right adjoint

to the inclusion.
We make an observation on the automatic strong continuity.

Proposition 1.9. Let G : D — £ be a continuous functor between presentable stable cate-
gories. Let F; : C; — D, i€ 1, be a family of strongly continuous functors, where C; are
presentable stable categories. Suppose that the images of F; generate D, and the composi-

tions G o F; are strongly continuous. Then G is also strongly continuous.

Proof. Indeed, our assumptions imply that the right adjoints FZ-R, i € I, are continuous
and they form a conservative family. Further, the compositions Fff o GI' are continuous.

Hence, the functor G is also continuous, as required. O

Given a presentable stable category C, we will call a full subcategory D < C localizing
if D is presentable stable and the inclusion functor commutes with colimits. Equivalently,
this means that D is generated as a cocomplete stable subcategory by a set of objects (or

by a single object).

1.3. Well generated triangulated categories. The notion of presentability for a stable oo -
category C can be formulated in terms of its triangulated homotopy category hC. Namely,
C is presentable if and only if the triangulated category hC is well generated in the termi-
nology of Neeman [NeeOla]. We briefly recall the relevant notions.

Let T be a triangulated category. The category T is called cocomplete if it has all small
direct sums (coproducts). Given an infinite regular cardinal x, an object z € T is called
k-compact if for any family of objects {y;}icr, for any morphism f:xz — @y; there exists
a subset J < I with |J| < k, such that f factors through @ y;. Inleplarticular, x is
w -compact if and only if it is compact, i.e. the functor HomT(:E],ei) commutes with small
direct sums.

A cocomplete triangulated category T is called k-well generated for a regular cardinal

k if there exists a generating set of x-compact objects {x;};er. This means that the objects



K-THEORY AND LOZALIZING INVARIANTS OF LARGE CATEGORIES 17

x; generate T via small direct sums, shifts and cones. Further, T is called well generated
if it is K -well generated for some k.

If T is a well generated triangulated category, we say that a full triangulated subcategory
S < T is localizing if it is closed under coproducts, and it is generated by a set of objects.

Let now C and D be cocomplete stable categories, and let x be a regular cardinal.

e (C is k-presentable if and only if hC is k-well generated;

e An exact functor F' : C — D is continuous if and only if the functor h F : hC — hD
commutes with coproducts;

e An object x € C is k-compact in the oo-categorical sense if and only if z € h( is
Kk -compact in the above sense.

e If C is presentable, then a full subcategory & < C is localizing if and only if
h€& < hC is localizing.

Recall that for a triangulated category T an additive functor F : T — Ab is called
cohomological if for any exact triangle z — y — z the sequence F(z) — F(y) — F(z)
is exact. By [NeeOla, Theorem 1.17], a well generated triangulated category T satisfies
Brown representability for contravariant functors: an additive functor F : T°? — Ab is
representable if and only if F' is cohomological and commutes with products. In particular,
an exact functor between well generated triangu;ated categories ® : T' — S has a right
adjoint iff /' commutes with coproducts.

A much more difficult question is the Brown representability for covariant functors, and
it is not known if it holds for abstract well generated categories. But if T'~ hC, where C
is presentable stable, then it follows from [Nee09, Theorems 1.11, 1.17 and 1.22] and [Lur09,
Proposition A.3.7.6] that an additive functor F' : T — Ab is corepresentable if and only
if F' is cohomological and commutes with products. In particular, for such 7' and for any
well generated triangulated category S, an exact functor ® : T'— S has a left adjoint iff

F' commutes with products.

1.4. Dualizable categories. We first recall the notion of a compactly assembled (not neces-

sarily stable and not necessarily cocomplete) category from [Lurl§].
Definition 1.10. Let C be an accessible oo -category with filtered colimits. Then C is called

compactly assembled if the colimit functor lim : Ind(C) — C has a left adjoint.

If the oo-category C is compactly assembled, then we denote by Yo : C — Ind(C) (or
simply J>) the (fully faithful) functor which is the left adjoint to lim. Note that the right

adjoint to lim is always given by the Yoneda embedding Y : C — Ind(C). Any compactly
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generated (i.e. w-accessible) category is compactly assembled. Indeed, if C ~ Ind(.A), then
the functor ) is obtained by applying Ind to the Yoneda embedding A — Ind(A).
Compactly assembled ordinary categories were studied in great detail by Johnstone and
Joyal [JJ82] under the name “continuous categories”. This is a generalization of the notion of
a continuous poset, see Subsection [5.1]for a more precise definition and [GHKLMSS8(0, BHS1]
for a detailed account.
We will need the following notion of strong continuity for functors between compactly

assembled categories.

Definition 1.11. 1) Let C and D be compactly assembled accessible categories. A functor
F :C — D is called strongly continuous if F is continuous and the natural transformation
VpoF —Ind(F)oYe is an isomorphism.

2) We denote by CompAss the (o0, 1) -category of compactly assembled accessible cate-

gories, where the 1 -morphisms are given by strongly continuous functors.

For stable compactly assembled categories, the two notions of strong continuity of exact
functors are equivalent by Proposition

A presentable stable co-category C is called dualizable if it is a dualizable object of
the symmetric monoidal category (PrsLt,®) (or equivalently of the symmetric monoidal
homotopy category h PrSLt ). That is, there exists an oo -category CV € Prig, and continuous

functors coev : Sp - C®CY and ev:CY¥ ®C — Sp such that the compositions
C coev [x]id C®Cv ®C id Xlev C, cv id [X] coev cv ®C®Cv evxlid C

are isomorphic to the identity.
It turns out that a presentable stable category C is compactly assembled if and only if

C is is dualizable. This is part of the following result due to Lurie.

Proposition 1.12. [Lurl8, Proposition D.7.3.1] Let C be a presentable stable oo -category.

The following are equivalent.

(i) The oo -category C is dualizable as an object of Prk .
(ii) C is compactly assembled.
(iii) C 1is a retract in Prsljt of a compactly generated category.
(iv) Let D be another presentable stable category and F : D — C be a continuous
localization, i.e. the right adjoint F® : C — D is fully faithful. Then F has a

continuous section.

Remark 1.13. Given a dualizable category C, we have a natural functor (—)¥ : C? — CV,

which can be described (at least) in two ways. The first one is the following: given x € C,
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the object =¥ € CY corresponds to the continuous functor

Homypyq(ey(V(x),Y(-)) : C — Sp.
Another description is via the universal problem: we have
Homev (y, 2V) =~ Homegev (2 Xy, coev(S)).

In the special case C = Mod-A, where A is an Eq -ring, we have C¥Y ~ A-Mod - the
category of left A -modules. For a right A -module M we have MY = Homy(M,A) — the

usual dual left module of a right module.

Remark 1.14. Essentially rephrasing the previous remark: given a dualizable category C

and an object x € C, the ind-object JA}(a;) corresponds to the functor
ev((—)Y Xz): CP? — Sp.

Proposition 1.15. Let F : C — D be a continuous functor between dualizable categories.
Then the right adjoint FE :D — C is continuous if and only if the natural transformation

VpoF — Ind(F) o Ve is an isomorphism.

Proof. The corresponding natural transformation between the right adjoints is given by

¢+ lim o Ind(F By > F Roli_r)n of functors Ind(D) — C. Tautologically, ¢ is an isomorphism

if and only if F® commutes with filtered colimits, or equivalently with all colimits (since
FE is exact). O

We now define the category of dualizable categories.

Definition 1.16. The category Caut‘situal is the (non-full) subcategory of Prk formed by du-
alizable categories and strongly continuous functors. Equivalently, Cat‘situal is the full sub-

category of PréL formed by dualizable categories.

In particular, the category Cat‘situal is locally small (since so is PriF). Note that

Catd"® — CompAss is a (non-full) subcategory.

We make an immediate observation about short exact sequences.

Proposition 1.17. Consider a short exact sequence 0 — C EpSeso0in PréL. If D

1s dualizable, then so are C and &.

Proof. Indeed, both C and & are retracts of D in PlrsLt . the right adjoint functors F%
and G are continuous, and we have FEF ~ide, GG® ~idg. O

We need one more characterization of dualizable categories, which is easy to deduce from
Proposition [[12] and which is implicit in the proof of [Lurl8 Proposition D.7.3.1].



20 ALEXANDER I. EFIMOV

Proposition 1.18. Let C be a presentable stable oo -category. Then C is dualizable if and
only if there exists a small stable oo -category A and a strongly continuous fully faithful

functor C — Ind(A). Equivalently, there is a short exact sequence in Cat‘situal of the form
(1.2) 0 — C — Ind(A) — Ind(A") — 0.

Proof. If we have a strongly continuous fully faithful functor ® : C — Ind(A), C is dualiz-
able by Proposition [L.I7

Conversely, suppose that C is dualizable. By the criterion of Proposition [[.12] we
have a fully faithful functor strongly continuous functor ) : C — Ind(C). As explained
in [Luri8, Proof of Proposition D.7.3.1] the essential image of ) is contained in Ind(Co)
for some small stable subcategory Cy < C. We obtain a fully faithful strongly continuous

functor C — Ind(Cp), as required. O

We make the following observation about compact objects, which follows easily from

theorems of Neeman and Thomason.

Proposition 1.19. Let C be a dualizable category, and let A < C¥ be a full stable subcategory.
Then we have an equivalence (C¥/A)X¥ = (C/Ind(A))“. For any compact object z €
(C/Ind(A))“, the object x @ x[1] can be lifted to a compact object of C.

Proof. If C is compactly generated, then the result follows from |[Nee96l Theorem 2.1].

In general, we choose a fully strongly continuous functor C — D, where D is com-
pactly generated. Then the equivalence (D*/A)K# = (D/Ind(A))¥ induces an equiva-
lence (C¥/A)Kar = (C/Ind(A))~.

The second assertion of the proposition follows from Thomason’s theorem [Th97, theorem
2.1]. O

Next, we show that any dualizable category is wj-compactly generated. This follows

from the following result which is (to the best of our knowledge) due to H. Krause.

Proposition 1.20. Let F': A — B be a functor between small stable oo -categories. Then the
category ker(Ind(F) : Ind(A) — Ind(B)) is wy -compactly generated, and its w; -compact

objects are exactly the form

(1.3) “lim” (71 ELNAELR ...), where F(fy,) =0 1in B forn > 1.
Proof. This is a special case of [Krl(), Theorem 7.4.1]. O

Remark 1.21. Note that the statement of [Krl0, Theorem 7.4.1] implies that for any un-

countable regqular cardinals k < X\ the (non-full) inclusion Préﬁ — Prsljt’)\ commutes with
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fibers (i.e. with kernels). It is easy to deduce that this inclusion commutes with all k -small
limits.

Indeed, it is sufficient to prove this for fiber products and for rk -small products. Given k -
strongly continuous functors F: A— C and G : B — C between k -presentable categories,
we can first form the laz fiber product A ®prg B. The functor FEG is k -accessible,
hence by Proposition the category A ®prg B is k -presentable. The natural functor
A®pra B — C preserves kK -compact objects. Hence, by [Krl0, Theorem 7.4.1] its kernel
A x¢ B is k-compactly generated by the k-compact objects of A ®prg B. Finally, if

{Ci}ier is a K -small collection of k -presentable categories, then the category [[C; is also

Kk -presentable, and ([[C;)" =]CF.

Corollary 1.22. Any dualizable category C is wi-compactly generated. In particular,

LL
st,wq

(and a non-full subcategory of Prk ).

st,wi

Catgt“al is naturally a full subcategory of Pr
Proof. This is a direct consequence of Propositions [[.18] and [L.20) O

Corollary 1.23. For a dualizable category C, the essential image of the functor y:C—
Ind(C) is contained in the full subcategory Ind(C*?).

Proof. Since C is wy -compactly generated, the colimit functor factors through Ind(C*?) :

lim : Ind(C) — Ind(C**) — C.

Here the first functor is the right adjoint to the inclusion. Hence, the functor Y factors
through Ind(C*"). O

Remark 1.24. In general, if C is dualizable and A < C is a (strictly) full stable subcategory.
Then the essential image of Y is contained in Ind(.A) if and only if the functor Ind(A) — C
is a quotient functor. This condition is much stronger than the condition that A generates
C by colimits.

For example, let k be a field and consider the 3-dimensional k-algebra A =
k[z,y]/ (22, 2y,y?), and let B = D(A) be the stable subcategory gemerated by A* — k-
linear dual of A. Then B generates D(A) by colimits, but the functor Ind(B) — D(A) is

not a quotient functor.

We give a proof that any compactly assembled category (not necessarily cocomplete) is

w1 -compactly generated.

Proposition 1.25. Let C be an accessible compactly assembled category. Then C is wq -

accessible. Moreover, the wy -compact objects of C are evactly of the form x = lim(z; —

xy — ...), where for each n the morphism Y(xy) — V(&ni1) factors through V(1)
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Proof. Suppose that = = lim x,, is a sequential colimit as above. Then

V(z) = lim Y(zy) = lim V().

n n
Hence, the object Y(z) is w;-compact in Ind(C). Since Y is fully faithful and commutes
with filtered colimits, we see that x is wi-compact in C. Conversely, suppose that x is
wy -compact. Since the right adjoint to Y commutes with filtered colimits, we see that
V(z) is w;-compact in C. Hence, Y(z) = “lim” (27 — 9 — ...) for some sequence

(Zn)n=1. Then YV(z) =~ h_n}j}(a:n), hence for each n there is some k > n such that the

map Y(z,) — Y(x) factors through JA}(a:k) Passing to a subsequence, we may assume
that k =n + 1, as required.
It remains to show that any object of C is an w -directed colimit of w; -compact objects.
Let z € C, and )A)(x) = “lim”xz;, where I is directed. Let J” be the poset of order-
i€l

preserving maps f:N — I. Then J” is directed and
v = lim g ().
feJ” n
Let J' < J” be the subset of maps f : N — I, such that for each n > 0 the map
V(@fm)) — Y(Tfm+1)) factors through y(xf(n+1)). Arguing as above, we see that the
inclusion J’' — J” is cofinal, in particular J’ is directed.
Denote by J the poset of equivalence classes J'/ ~, where f ~ g if f(n) = g(n) for
n » 0. The partial order on J is the following: given elements f,g e J with representatives
f,g€J', wehave f<g if f(n)<g(n) for n» 0. Then the poset J is w;-directed, and

the map J' — J is cofinal. Moreover, the functor J' — C, f+— lim z (), factors uniquely
n

through J. Therefore, we have
@ = lmlim 24().
feJ
This shows that = is an wq -directed colimit of wq -compact objects of C. O

In particular, the category CompAss is locally small.

Remark 1.26. One can show that the category CompAss is in fact wq -presentable. More
precisely, it is generated by colimits by a single wy -compact object, given by the poset R u
{+o0} with the usual order, see Appendiz [D, more precisely, Remark [D4]. In fact the
category CompAss shares a lot of good properties with the category Catgt“al. However,
in this paper we will mostly restrict our attention to dualizable categories, i.e. compactly

assembled stable categories.
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1.5. Examples of compactly assembled categories, stable and non-stable. We first give a

few examples of dualizable (=compactly assembled stable) categories.

Example 1.27. Let X be a quasi-compact quasi-separated scheme. By [BVdBO03, Theo-
rem 3.1.1] the derived category Dg.(X) of complexes of Ox -modules with quasi-coherent

cohomology (considered as a stable oo -category) is compactly generated, hence dualizable.

Example 1.28. (Fultings [Fa02], Gabber-Ramero [GabRamO03]) Let A be an (associative
unital) ring, and let J < A be a two-sided ideal such that J*> = J (we do not assume
that J or J®a J is flat as a left or right module). Then Mod-A/J < Mod-A is a Serre
subcategory. Denote by Mod,-A the Serre quotient Mod-A/Mod-A/J. Then the derived
category D(Mod, -A) is dualizable.

Indeed, the subcategory Dyioa-a/7(A) = D(A) is (presentable and) closed under prod-
ucts and coproducts, hence the inclusion functor has both left and right adjoints. Since
D(Mod, -A) ~ D(A)/Dyioa-a/7(A), we have a short exact sequence in Catdual .

(1.4) 0 — D(Mod,-A) — D(A) 2> Dygoa-a/s(A) = 0,

where the functor ® is the left adjoint to the inclusion.
It is formal that we have a dg ring B such that Dyjoq-a/7(A) ~ D(B), and ® is

identified with — (5;; B. In general (without flatness assumptions) we can only say that
B is connective (i.e. H>%(B) =0), HY(B) =~ A/J, and H°(Fiber(A — B)) = J®a J
(the non-derived tensor product). If J is flat as a right (or left) A -module, then we have
B = A/J. More generally, if J®a J is flat as a right (or left) A-module, then B is the
dg ring Cone(J ®4 J — A).

Example 1.29. Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space. Then the category Shv(X;Sp)
of sheaves of spectra is dualizable (note that we do not require hyperdescent for sheaves).
More generally, for any dualizable category C the category Shv(X;C) ~ Shv(X;Sp)®C is
dualizable. Even more generally, if C is a presheaf on X with values in Catstual, then the

category Shv(X;C) is dualizable, see Section[d. We will prove in Section @ that
KM (Shv(X;C)) = Fe(X, (K™ (C))F),
where (—)* denotes the sheafification.
Example 1.30. Let R be a (for simplicity) noetherian commutative ring, and let I < R be
an ideal. Clausen and Scholze [CS20] defined the category Nuc(R;) of nuclear solid modules.

This category is dualizable but not compactly generated (unless I is nilpotent). The compact

objects are given by the usual category of perfect complexes Perf(R;). Moreover, the category
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Nuc(R;) is closely related with another category ﬁ\u/c(Rj) which can be defined as an inverse

limit in Catdual .

—~ dual
Nuc(R;) = lim D(R/I™).

We refer to Subsection [I.10 for a discussion on general inverse limits in Catgtual. We will

study both categories Nuc(R;) and m(Rf) in great detail in the forthcoming paper [E1].
In particular, we will prove that there is a natural fully faithful strongly continuous functor

Nuc(R;) — m(Rf) which induces equivalences on compact objects, and we have

K" (Nuc(R;)) = K" (Nuc(R;)) = lim K (R/I").

We now give some examples of compactly assembled non-stable categories.

Example 1.31. Given an associative unital ring A, the category Flat-A of flat right A -

modules is compactly generated by Lazard’s theorem, hence it is compactly assembled.

Example 1.32. Let P be a poset considered as a category. Then P is compactly assembled
if and only if P is a continuous poset, see Subsection [31] for the characterization of such
posets. For example, the poset R U {+00} with the usual order is continuous, and we have

)A)(x) = “lim”y. Another example is the poset Open(X) of open subsets of a locally compact

y<x

Hausdorff space. In this case we have Y(U) = “lim " V.
Veu

Example 1.33. Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space. Then the ordinary category
Shv(X;Set) is compactly assembled, see [JJ82]. By [LurlS], the oo -category Shv(X;S) of

sheaves of spaces is compactly assembled.
The following example might be new (to the best of our knowledge).

Example 1.34. Denote by PreNorm; the category of prenormed R -vector spaces, where
the morphisms are given by contractive linear maps (i.e. the maps F : X — Y such that
||F(z)|| <||z|| ). Then PreNorm; is presentable and compactly assembled. Indeed, the cat-
egory PreNorm; has colimits, and it is generated by colimits by finite-dimensional normed
vector spaces and by the object (R,0) (1 -dimensional vector space with zero prenorm). We

have
V((R;0)) = “lim” (Rse| - |),

e>0
and for a finite-dimensional normed space V we have

(VA1) = “Tim” (Viell - [])-

c>1



K-THEORY AND LOZALIZING INVARIANTS OF LARGE CATEGORIES 25

1.6. Continuous stabilization. We describe the left adjoint to the (non-full) inclusion
Catglt“al — CompAss. If C is an accessible oo-category with filtered colimits, we de-
note by Stab®*(C) the (presentable stable) category of cofiltered limit-preserving functors
C? — Sp. If C is k-accessible, we can identify the category Stab®"(C) with the cate-
gory of functors (C®)°? — Sp which commute with x-small cofiltered limits. The inclusion
Stab®™(C) — Fun((C*)°?,Sp) commutes with limits and r -filtered colimits, hence it has
a left adjoint F +— F%.

For = € C, we denote by h, : (C*)? — Sp the “representable” presheaf, given by
h:(y) = S[C(y,x)], y € C". For any presentable stable category D we have an equivalence

(1.5) Fun® (Stab®™(C), D) = Fun®™(C, D), F — (x — F(hf)).

Proposition 1.35. Let C be a compactly assembled accessible category. Then the category
Stab®™(C) is dualizable. The left adjoint to the inclusion Cat&%® — CompAss is given by
C — Stab®n((C).

Proof. By Proposition [.25] the category C is wi-compactly generated. If £ > wy is a
regular cardinal, then the left adjoint to the inclusion Stab®™(C) — Fun((C*)°P,Sp) has

an explicit description:

(1.6) F—F' Fiz) = lim F'(z;), where z € C", V(z) = “lim” ;.
J J

We observe that the (a priori partially defined) functor Y : Stab®™(C) —
Ind(Stab®™(C)) is defined on objects of the form K% and is given by
V(L) =lim At weC, V(x) = “lim”z;.
J J
Indeed, if (F}); is an ind-system in Stab®™(C), then applying (L8] we get
Hom (A%, lim F) = lim lim F}(z;) = Hom(“lim” A% | “lim” F}).
- — - 70
7 7 7 J ?
Since the category Stab®"™(C) is generated by the objects hg;, we conclude that Stab®"(C)
is dualizable and the functor z — hﬁ is strongly continuous.
By the above, if D is dualizable, then a continuous functor F : Stab®™(C) — D is
strongly continuous iff we have Y(F(h%)) = Ind(F)(Y(h%)). This exactly means that the

functor x +— F(hg;) is strongly continuous. This proves the proposition. O

Below we will be especially interested in the special case of Proposition [1.35] for the poset

C = (R u {+mw}, <), considered as a compactly assembled category.
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Remark 1.36. Note that if C is an accessible oo -category with filtered colimits, and D is
a presentable stable category, then the tensor product Stab®™(C)® D is identified with the
category of cofiltered limit-preserving functors C°P — D. This follows from (L3) and from
the equivalence

Stab®"*(C) ® D ~ Fun®(Stab®™(C), D°P)°P,

1.7. Duality as a covariant involution on dualizable categories. Note that the category
CatP®! has a covariant involution A — A%. We observe that Catd' also has a covariant
involution (—)¥, so that Ind(A)Y = Ind(A%) for A e CatP®.

Namely, given a strongly continuous functor F': C — D between dualizable categories,
we see that the dual functor FY : DV — CV has a left adjoint FV-L' : C¥ — DY. More
precisely, we have FY'I' = (FF)v where F®:D — C is the right adjoint to F.

This gives a well-defined functor (—)V : Cat&®® — Catd'! which is naturally an invo-

lution. In particular, the functor (—)¥ commutes with all limits and colimits in Catd'a!,

Remark 1.37. In fact, the involution (—)V : Catd'® — Cat&®® can be naturally extended
to an involution (—)Y : CompAss — CompAss. This follows from the following statement,
which we will address elsewhere.

Denote by Cat®™@ the following non-full subcategory of Prl formed by dualizable objects;

tdual gre functors which have a colimit-preserving right adjoint. We

the 1-morphisms in Ca
claim that there is a natural equivalence CompAss — Cat®® . This equivalence sends a
compactly assembled accessible oo -category C to the category ¢ of cofiltered limit-preserving
functors C°? — S. The inverse functor sends a dualizable (non-stable) category D to the

category of left exact colimit-preserving functors DY — S.

Remark 1.38. Ezplicitly, the involution (—)¥ : CompAss — CompAss can be described
as follows. Given C € CompAss, the category C¥V < Ind(C?) ~ Pro(C)? is the full

subcategory formed by pro-objects “lim”x;, where I is codirected, such that for any i€ I
iel
there exists j <i such that the map Y(x;) — V(z;) in Ind(C) factors through Y(z;).
For example, if X is a locally compact Hausdorff space, then Open(X)Y ~ J#(X)P -

the poset of compact subsets of X with the reverse inclusion order.

1.8. Dualizability via compact morphisms. We give a criterion for dualizability of a pre-
sentable stable category C in terms of the homotopy category h(C. At least conceptually,
most of this subsection is covered by the results of [Kr00, [Kr05], applied to the smashing
subcategory hY(C)  hInd(C*') (assuming that C is dualizable). In particular, the ideal
of compact maps corresponds to this smashing subcategory as in [Kr00, Theorem A] and
[Kr05, Theorem 1]. However, the criterion for dualizability does not follow formally from

the results in loc.cit.
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Let C be a presentable stable category. We give the following definition.

Definition 1.39. A morphism f : x — y in C is called compact if for any ind-object
“h_p)l”zi € Ind(C) and for any morphism g : y — h_p)lzi, the composition g o f factors
7 (2
through some z;.
Remark 1.40. 1) Definition also makes sense for mnon-stable presentable categories.
However, in this section we consider only stable categories.
2) For an object x € C, compactness of the identity map id, is equivalent to the com-

pactness of x.
The following observation is essentially the motivation for Definition [1.39]

Proposition 1.41. Suppose that C is dualizable. The following are equivalent for a morphism
firx—y in C.

(i) f is compact.

(i) The map Y(z) — Y(y) in Ind(C) factors through Y(y).

Proof. = . This follows from the definition of compactness, applied to the identity

A~

map y — lim(Y(y)) = v.

— [(ii)]. For any ind-object “lim”z; and map g :y — limz;, we can identify g
i i
with the map h: Y(y) — “lim”z;. Composing h with the map Y (z) — Y(y), we get an
i
element of lim mo(Hom(z, z;)). It is represented by some map = — 2;. The composition

(A
T — z; — lim z; is homotopic to go f. Hence, f is compact. g
i
Corollary 1.42. In a dualizable category C, any compact morphism is (homotopic to) a

composition of two compact morphisms.

Proof. Let f : © — y be a compact morphism, and choose its lift f : Y(z) — V(y).

Let y(y) = “lim"y;, where I is filtered. Since Y commutes with colimits, we have
i€l

V(y) ~ h_n}j} (yi). Hence, the morphism f factors through some )(y;,). We obtain compact
i
morphisms * — v;,, ¥i, — ¥, and their composition is f. (]

roposition 1.43. Let f : x — y be a morphism in a presentable stable category C. e
P ition 1.43. Let f b hism i table stable cat C. Th
following are equivalent.
(i) f is compact.
i) for any ind-object “lim”z; € In such that lim z; = 0, the map of abelian groups
i) f ind-object “lim” Ind(C h that lim 0, th f abeli
i i
lim 7o Hom(y, 2;) — lim 7o Hom (, 2;)
i i
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18 zero.

Proof. = . Suppose that limz; = 0, where I is directed, and take some map
el

h:y — z,, i€ l. Dnote by g the identity map

12

gy — lim Fiber(y — 2;)

=10

y.

Since f is compact, the composition g o f factors through some object Fiber(y — z;),
i = ig. It follows that the composition x ER y — z; is zero, as required.
= . Consider an arbitrary ind-object “h_g)l”zi € Ind(C), where I is directed.
1
Take a map g : y — h_I)nzZ Put w; := Cone(z; — h_p)lzj). Then h_I)an = 0. Pick some

7 j 7
ig € I, and consider the composition

hizdsy o limz — w;
. y - (2 0°
(2
By for some ¢ > 4y the composition z LN w;, — w; is zero. It follows that the

composition go f factors through z;. Hence, f is compact. g

Proposition 1.44. Let f:x — y be a morphism in a presentable stable category C. Suppose
that y is wy -compact. The following are equivalent.
(i) f is compact.

(ii) for any sequence of objects zi,za,... in C, the image of the map
o Hom(yv @ ZTL) — 70 Hom(y7 @ zn)
n n
is contained in @ mo Hom(z, z,).
n

Proof. = . This is clear: apply the definition of compactness to the sequence

( D 2k)nz1-

1<k<n

= . Consider a directed system (z;);er, and a map ¢ :y — lim z;. Since y is

(2
w1 -compact, we may assume that I = N. Indeed, w;-compactness of y implies that for

some sequences ig < i1 < ... of elements of I the map ¢ factors through lim 2;, .
n
Assume I = N. Recall that we have a cofiber sequence

@zn — @zn — h_H)lZn.
n n n
Consider the composition
hiy S limz, — @ z[1].

n n
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By the map h factors through a finite direct sum @ z,[1]. Replacing the sequence
0<n<k
(zn)n=0 by its tail (z,)n>k+1, we may and will assume that h is a zero map.

Hence, g can be lifted to a map §:y — P z,. By the composition g o f factors
n
through a finite direct sum @ z,. It follows that go f factors through zj, hence f is

0<n<k
compact. O
We can now give a criterion of dualizability on the level of homotopy categories. Propo-

sition [[.44] justifies the following definition.

Definition 1.45. Let T be a well generated triangulated category, and let © € T, y € T%!.

A morphism f :x — y is called compact if for any sequence of objects (z1,22,...) in T

and for any morphism g :y — @ z,, the composition go f factors through a finite direct
n

sum @ zy, for some k.
1<n<k

Recall that in a triangulated category 1" with countable coproducts we have sequential

homotopy colimits, defined up to a non-canonical isomorphism:
hocolim(z EiN T2 ELN ...) = Cone(EP zy, A=), @D zn).
n>1 n>1

Theorem 1.46. Let C be a presentable stable category. Then C is dualizable if and only if
the triangulated homotopy category hC satisfies the following condition:

(%) the category hC is generated (as a localizing subcategory) by a set of objects x;,
j €1, such that each x; 1is isomorphic to a homotopy colimit of a sequence y1 — y2 — ...,

where each vy, is wy-compact and each map Yy, — Yn+1 S compact.

Proof. Suppose that C is dualizable. Take some z € C¥'. Then )Y(z) is contained in

Ind(C*1)“1, so JA}(a;) =~ lim y, for some sequence y; — y2 — ... of objects of C*'. Since
n

Y commutes with colimits, we have
n n

It follows that for each n there is some m > n such that the map Y(y,) — Y(ym) factors
through ji(ym) By Proposition [[.41] this means that the map v, — vy, is compact.
Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that all maps y, — yn+1 are compact. Hence,
the category hC satisfies (*): we can take the collection of all w;-compact objects.

Now suppose that hC satisfies (*). To show that C is dualizable, it suffices to observe
the following.
Claim. For any sequence 1 EiN Y2 L, i C*! such that each map f,, is compact, the

ind-object “lim”y, is in the left orthogonal to ker(lim : Ind(C) — C).
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Proof of Claim. Suppose that an ind-system (z;);e; satisfies lim z; = 0. Then each map of

7
spectra

h_I>n Hom(yn+17 Zi) - h_I>n Hom(yTw Zi)
i i
induces zero maps on the homotopy groups. Hence,

Hom (“liny”yy,, “liny”z;) = Lim lim Hom(yn, 2;) = 0.
n 7 noo1

This proves the claim. O

It follows that the (a priori partially defined) functor ) is defined on each x;. Since the
objects x; generate C, it follows that Y is defined on the whole category C. g

The strong continuity of functors between dualizable stable categories can also be inter-

preted in terms of compact morphisms in the homotopy categories.

Proposition 1.47. A continuous functor F : C — D between dualizable presentable categories
is strongly continuous if and only if the functor h F preserves wi-compact objects and

compact maps between them.

Proof. Suppose that F is strongly continuous. Then F' preserves wi-compact objects and
Ind(F) oY =~ YpoF. It follows from Proposition [[.41] that F preserves all compact maps,
in particular, h /' preserves compact maps between wj-compact objects.

Suppose that h F' preserves w;-compact objects and compact maps between them. By
the proof of Theorem [[6] we sce that for each w; -compact object 2 the map Yp(F(z)) —
Ind(F)(Ve(x)) is an isomorphism. Since C is w;-compactly generated, we conclude that

F' is strongly continuous. ([l

Finally, given a dualizable category C and two objects z,y € C, we discuss the relation
between the following two abelian groups:

e the abelian subgroup of 7y Hom(z,y), which consists of compact maps;
e the abelian group mo Homp,g(c)(V(z), V().

We recall the general notions of an ideal and a quasi-ideal in a small additive category.
Given small additive categories A and B, a left resp. right A-module is an additive functor
A — Ab resp. A% — Ab, and an A-B-bimodule is a biadditive bifunctor A x B°? — Ab.
Recall that an ideal J of a small additive category A is a subbimodule of the diagonal
bimodule A(—,—) : A%” x A — Ab. More generally, a quasi-ideal in A is a bimodule
I: AP x A — Ab together with a map « : I — A(—,—) (not necessarily injective) such
that for any f € I(x,y), g€ I(y,z) we have a(g)f = ga(f).

We have the usual notion of a tensor product of left and right .4-modules. In particular,
given bimodules F,G : A? x A — Ab, we have a bimodule F ®4 G, given by (F ®4
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G)(z,y) = G(—,y) ®4 F(x,—). Note that the tensor product of quasi-ideals is naturally a
quasi-ideal. We say that a bifunctor F is flat on the right if each right .4-module A(—,z)
is flat, x € A.

Given a quasi-ideal (I, «), we have a natural map mult : I®q1 — 1, nm(g ®f) =

a(g)f = ga(f). We say that a quasi-ideal (I,«) is idempotent if mult is an isomorphism.

Lemma 1.48. Let A be a small additive category. The assignment (I,«) — «o(I) gives a

bijection
Isomorphism classes of idempotent
quasi-ideals (I, ) in A such that I is oo ><
flat on the right

The inverse map sends an ideal J to the quasi-ideal J ®4 J, where the map J®4J — A

ideals J in A such that J*> = J>
and J ®4 J is flat on the right.

s given by the multiplication.

Proof. Let (I,a) be an idempotent quasi-ideal in A, and let J = «(I). It is clear that
J? = J. We need to show that J ®4 J =~ I as quasi-ideal. Note that if f € I(x,y),
g€ I(y, z) are elements such that a(f) =0 or a(g) =0, then M(g®f) = 0. It follows
that the isomorphism mult factors through J®4 J, hence J®q J = 1.

Conversely, let J be an ideal in A such that J? = J and I = J ®4 J is flat on the
right. We need to show that I is idempotent. It suffices to show that the map

(1.7) (JQNQT > (J@N @A~ -) =T ®]

is an isomorphism. Since J2 = J, the map (L7) is surjective. On the other hand, since

J®4J is flat on the right, the map (7)) is injective. Hence, this map is an isomorphism. [J

Proposition 1.49. Let C be a dualizable category, and let T = hC be its homotopy category.
Denote by J the ideal of compact maps in T“'. Consider the bifunctor

[T x T — Ab, I(z,y) = 7o Homyug(e) (Ve (@), Ye(y)).

Then I is an idempotent quasi-ideal in T“', which is flat on the right. Moreover, I
corresponds to J wia the bijection from Lemmal[I48. In particular, we have an isomorphism
of quasi-ideals I =~ J Qpw1 J.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to check that I is a quasi-ideal. If z € T%' and )>c(:n) =

“lim” (1 — w2...), then I(—,z) = lim 7% (—,z,), hence I is flat on the right. Since
n

V(z) =~ h_n}j}(xn), we see that I is idempotent. By Proposition [[.41] we see that J is the
n
image of I. The rest follows from Lemma [[.48] O
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Remark 1.50. We remark that both Lemma [1.48 and Proposition [1.9 hold in the non-
additive resp. mon-stable context. Namely, if A is any (discrete) small category, then we
can consider the (bi)functors with values in the category of sets instead of abelian groups.
The tensor product and flatness are defined in the usual way, and the notion of a (quasi-
Jideal is the same. The statement of Lemma 1248 still holds, and the proof is the same.

If C is a compactly assembled accessible o -category (not necessarily cocomplete), then
the analogue of Proposition [1.49 still holds, and the proof is the same. If C is an ordinary

category, then I is the quasi-ideal of wavy arrows in the terminology of [JJ82, Section 2].

Remark 1.51. Another generalization of Proposition [1.49 is the following. Let T be a com-
pactly generated triangulated category, and consider a smashing subcategory S < T. This
means that S is a full triangulated subcategory closed under coproducts, and the inclusion
functor has a right adjoint ® : T — S which commutes with coproducts. Then we have a
quasi-ideal I in T%, given by I(x,y) = Homyp(z, ®(y)). Moreover, I is idempotent and
flat on the right. The image of I in T% 1is the ideal J of maps which factor through an
object of S. We have J? = J, and we obtain an isomorphism of quasi-ideals J Q7w J = I.
Proposition[T.49 is a special case of this statement with T = hInd(C*?), and S = hY(C).

1.9. The axiom (AB6).

Definition 1.52. Let C be an oo -category with infinite products and filtered colimits. We
refer to the following condition as the aziom (AB6):

- for any collection of filtered categories J;, i € I, and for any functors J; — C, j; — xj;,

lim iji — H lim x;,

(ji)i€ll; Ji el iel ji€J;

the map

s an isomorphism.

Originally the axiom (AB6) was formulated by Grothendieck [Gro57] for abelian cate-
gories, but it makes sense in any oo -category with infinite products and filtered colimits.
The most important observation is that (AB6) holds in the category of sets, hence also in

the oo-category of spaces. We deduce the following statement.

Proposition 1.53. Let C be an oo -category with infinite products. Then the category Ind(C)
also has infinite products, and the following isomorphism holds:

H“h_n}”xji;“ ll_H)l ”ijia

iel  Ji€Js (Gi)i€l lier Ji i€l

where J; are filtered categories, i € I, and we have functors J; — C, j; — xj,.
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Proof. Since (AB6) holds in the oo-category of spaces, for any object y € C we have a

chain of isomorphisms:

Map(y,“ lim "[]=z;,)= lim Map(y,[[a;)= lim [][Map(y,a;,) =

(ji)ie]_[id Ji el (ji)ie]_[iel Ji el (ji)ie]_[iel Ji el
[ ] lim Map(y, z;,) = [ [ Map(y, “lim "x;,) = Map(y, | [ “lim "z;,).
iel ji€J; iel Ji€Jdi iel Ji€J;
This proves the proposition. O

We obtain another criterion of dualizability, which is due to Clausen and Scholze.

Proposition 1.54. (Clausen, Scholze) Let C be a presentable stable category. Then C is
dualizable if and only if (ABG) holds in C.

Proof. Suppose that C is dualizable. Then the colimit functor lim : Ind(C) — C has a

left adjoint ) : C — Ind(C). Hence, the functor lim commutes with infinite products. By

Proposition [[L53], this exactly means that (AB6) holds in C.
Conversely, suppose that (AB6) holds in C. Arguing as above, we see that the functor

lim : Ind(C) — C commutes with infinite products. Now, the category Ind(C) is not

presentable, so we need the following additional observation to deduce the existence of the

left adjoint to lim.

Let k be a regular cardinal such that the category C is x-compactly generated. Denote
by (lim) : Ind(C*) — C the colimit functor. Denoting by G : Ind(C) — Ind(C*) the

right adjoint to the inclusion, we see that the natural transformation (lim), o G — colim
is an equivalence of functors Ind(C) — C. Since both functors lim : Ind(C) — C and
G : Ind(C) — Ind(C") commute with infinite products, we deduce that the functor (lim) :

Ind(C*) — C also commutes with infinite products. Hence, it has a left adjoint C —
Ind(C*). Then the composition C — Ind(C*) — Ind(C) is left adjoint to lim, hence C is

dualizable. O

Remark 1.55. The same argument shows that a (not necessarily stable) presentable category
C is compactly assembled if and only if it satisfies (AB6) and the strong version of (ABS5):
filtered colimits commute with finite limits. If C is a complete lattice, then this statement
is well known, see [GHKLMS80, Theorem 1.2.3].

Below we will see that the category Catd™® satisfies (AB6) (Proposition [L.I06) but the
strong (AB5) does not hold in Cat&®®  (Corollary [T.87).
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1.10. Automatic dualizability and images of functors. We have the following sufficient con-

dition for dualizability.

Proposition 1.56. LetD be a presentable stable category, and consider a family of strongly
continuous functors F; : C; — D, where each C; is dualizable. Suppose that D is generated
by the images of F; (by colimits). Then D is dualizable.

Proof. We first reduce to the case when I consists of a single element. Consider the

category C = [[;C;. Then C is dualizable: it is sufficient to prove this for compactly

generated categories, and in this case we have C ~ Ind(@Cy). By Proposition [I7] the
i

induced functor F :C — D is strongly continuous and its image generates D.

So assume that I = {i} and put C =C;, F = F;. We give two proofs.
First proof. Note that the right adjoint functor Ff : D — C is conservative (since the
image of F' generates), and it commutes with products and filtered colimits. Since the
axiom (ABG6) holds in C, we deduce that it also holds in D. By Proposition [[L54, D is
dualizable.

Second proof. Let x € C be a generating object, and J>(3:) = “lim”z;. Then for an ind-
i
object “lim”y; € Ind(D) we have an equivalence

J

Hom (“limy” F (), “lim”y;) = Hom (“lim” . “lim” F7(y;)) = Hom(a, lim F7(y,)) =

7 7 7 J J
Hom (z, F(lim y;)) = Hom(F(x), lim ;).
j j

Hence, the (a priori partially defined) functor Vp is defined on F(z). Since the objects
F(x) generates D by assumption, we conclude that the functor Yp : D — Ind(D) exists,
hence D is dualizable. O

An important corollary is that we have well-behaved images of 1-morphisms in Catdua! .

Definition 1.57. Let F : C — D be a continuous functor between presentable stable cate-
gories. We denote by Im(F) < D the localizing subcategory generated by the image of F.
Equivalently, Tm(F) is the fiber of the cofiber of F in Prk.

Corollary 1.58. Let C and D be presentable stable categories, and suppose that C is du-
alizable. Let F : C — D be a strongly continuous functor. Then the category Im(F) is

dualizable, and the inclusion Im(F) — D is strongly continuous.

Proof. The functor F : C — Im(F') is strongly continuous, hence Proposition implies
that Im(F') is dualizable. Applying Proposition [[L9] to the functors C — Im(F) — D, we

deduce that the inclusion Im(F') — D is strongly continuous. O
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Remark 1.59. In the assumptions of Corollary[L58, if D is dualizable, then Im(F) is also
the fiber of the cofiber of F in Catdual,

Remark 1.60. Note that we have a (not very explicit) description of the functor PrSLtL —
Catgtual, right adjoint to the inclusion. Let C be a presentable stable category, and denote
by P the poset of (strictly full) dualizable subcategories D < C, such that the inclusion is
strongly continuous. Note that P s indeed a small set: any such D is generated by wi -
compact objects of C. Moreover, P is a complete lattice: the supremum (join) of a collection
{Di}icr is given by the image of the functor [[,D; — C. In particular, P has the largest

element Dyax. Then Dpax is exactly the image of C under the functor PrSLtL — Cat‘situal.

1.11. Calkin categories. Fix an uncountable regular cardinal . We will define the Calkin
and k-Calkin categories as follows.

Given a small stable Karoubi complete category A, we put
Calk(A) = (Ind(A)/A)X* Calk.(A) = (Ind(A)"/A)Ker,

It turns out that this construction has a direct analogue for dualizable categories.

Let C be a dualizable category. By Corollary [[.22] C is wj-compactly generated. By
Corollary [L23] the image of the functor Y : C — Ind(C) is contained in the full subcategory
Ind(C“'). Hence, we have a fully faithful strongly continuous functor ) : C — Ind(C").

Definition 1.61. For a dualizable presentable stable category C we define its continu-
ous k -Calkin category Calk®™(C) as the category of compact objects in the quotient
Ind(C¥)/Y(C) ~ ker(lim : Ind(C*) — C). We have a short exact sequence

0 = € 2 Ind(C") — Ind(Calke™(C)) — 0

in Catdual,
We have fully faithful functors Calke™(C) — Calk$®™(C) for k < \. We denote by
Calk®™(C) the colimit of Calk$e™(C).

We observe that this Calkin construction is functorial: we have a well-defined functor
Calk®™ : Catd®® — CatP*!. Indeed, if F : C — D is a strongly continuous functor

between dualizable categories, then we have a commutative square

C _F, D

e | o |
md(cs) 24U, macen).
Hence, we have a well-defined functor CalkS™(F) : Calke™(C) — Calk®™ (D).
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Proposition 1.62. If C is compactly generated, we have a natural equivalence Calk,(C¥) ~
Calkeo™t (C).

Proof. Indeed, in this case the functor Y : C — Ind(C") is identified with Ind(} : C¥ — C¥).
Applying Ind to the short exact sequence

0— C¥ — C* — Calk,(C¥) — 0,

we obtain an equivalence Calk,(C*) ~ Calk™(C). O

Remark 1.63. Note that if C is compactly generated, then the essential image of the functor
C¥1 — Calkfflnt (C) is a stable subcategory: it is equivalent to the Verdier quotient C“/C¥.
However, in general this essential image does not have to be a stable subcategory, see Propo-
sition [B below.

Proposition 1.64. The functor Calk™ : Catd®al — CatP™ takes short evact sequences to

short exact sequences.

Proof. The only assertion which requires a proof is the following: if F' : C — D is a
strongly continuous fully faithful functor between dualizable categories, then the functor
Calkio™(F) @ Calke™(C) — Calk®™(D) is fully faithful. Passing to ind-completions, it
suffices to check that the functor Ind(C*)/Y(C) — Ind(D*)/Y(D) is fully faithful. But this

is the same as the functor

ker(lim : Ind(C") — C) — ker(limy : Ind(D") — D).

The latter functor is fully faithful, because the functor Ind(C*) — Ind(D") is fully faithful.
U

We conclude this subsection with the description of morphisms in the Calkin category.

Proposition 1.65. Let C be a dualizable category. The category Calk®™(C) is identified
with the essential image of the functor Cone(Ye — Ye) : C — Ind(C). In particular, for

xz,y € C, we have

Homcalkcont(c) (x,y) = Cone(HomInd(C) (y(x),j)(y)) — Home(z,y)) =
Cone(eve(z” Xy) — Home(z,y)).

Proof. This follows directly from the definitions. Namely, the left adjoint to the inclusion
ker(lim) — Ind(C) is given by the left Kan extension of the functor

A~

Cone(Ve — Ve) : € — ker(lim). O
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Note that if C = Mod-A for some E;-ring A, then for any right A-modules M and
N Proposition [[.L65] gives an isomorphism

Homcgi(a) (M, N) = Cone(N(?HomA(M, A) — Homa (M, N)).

1.12. Colimits of dualizable categories. We first observe the following.
Proposition 1.66. The full subcategory Catd"® — Pril is closed under colimits. In partic-

ular, the category Catd™® is cocomplete and the functor Catd'® — PrL  commutes with

colimits.

Proof. The second statement follows from the first one by Proposition .71
To prove the first statement, consider a functor I — Cat‘situal, i — C;. Applying Propo-
cont
sition [I.7] again, we see that the functors C; — lim C; are strongly continuous, and their

7
cont

images generate the target. Hence by Proposition[L.50] the category lim C; is dualizable. [

(2

We need the following general facts about the directed colimits in Pri* and Prk .

Proposition 1.67. Let (C;)ier be a directed system of presentable stable categories, and C =

cont

limC;. We denote by Fj; : C; — C; the transition functors, and by F; : C; — C the
i

structural functors to the colimit. Also, denote by FZ-? and FZ-R the corresponding right

adjoint functors.
1) We have
lim F P =~ ide .
i
2) Suppose that the functors Fj; are strongly continuous, i.e. the functors FZ? are
continuous. Then for any i,7 € I we have an isomorphism

(1.8) lim F{Fy =~ FJ'F;.

kzi,j
Proof. We use once again the natural equivalence C ~ limC;, where the transition functors
in the inverse system are FZ? Moreover, the composi‘zion C ~limC; — C; is identified
with the functor FZ.R. ’

To prove 1), we simply observe that for x,y € C we have isomorphisms

Home(x,y) = LiilHom(FiR(a;),FiR(y)) ~ liﬂlHomc(FiFiR(a;),y) ~ Home(lim FiFf(z),y).

3 3 3
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We prove 2). By Proposition [[7] the functors FiR are continuous. Using again the

continuity of Fi}j%, we obtain a well-defined functor F :C; — limC; ~ C, given by
J

Fi(x) = (lim FjiF,(x));.
k>1,j
Then (L8] is equivalent to the statement that F] =~ F;. To check this, take some objects

r€Ci, y=(yj); €limC; ~C. We obtain the following isomorphisms:
i

12

Home (F/(z),y) =~ @Homcj( lim F’]I});Flk(a:),y]) >~ lim Homcj(F%Fik(a:),yj)

J
j kxi,j k=j=i

lim Homc, (Fj;(x),y;) = lim Home, (:E,Fg(yj)) = Home, (z,y;) = Home, (z, FE(y)).

j=k>i j>i

Hence, F] ~ F;, as required. O

Proposition 1.68. The categories Pril and Catd™® satisfy the weak (AB5) aziom: the class
of fully faithful functors is closed under filtered colimits. In particular, a filtered colimit of
dual
st

short exact sequences in Cat 1$ again a short exact sequence.

Remark 1.69. We explain in Appendiz [4l that in each of the categories Pré, Prslth and

Cat‘situal the monomorphisms are exactly the fully faithful functors.

Proof of Proposition [1.68. By Proposition [L.G6l it is sufficient to prove the statement for
pril.
Consider a filtered system of strongly continuous fully faithful functors (®; : C; — D;)jer,

where the transition functors Fj; : C; — C; and Gj; : D; — D; are strongly continuous.
cont cont

Put C = li_n)lC,-, D = limD;, and denote by ¢ : C — D the colimit of ®;. Denote by
i i

F;:C; > C, G;:C; — C the structural functors. For 4,7 € I we can directly compute the

composition F]-RtI)Ri)Fi : C; — C;. Namely, applying Proposition [L67] together with strong

continuity and fully faithfulness of ®; we obtain

F'o"oF; ~ ofGIG;®; =~ oF(lim G Gi)®; =

k=i,j
lim OFGEGy®; = lim Fi@f®,Fy, = lim FjiF, = F/'F,.
k=i,5 k>i,5 k>i,5
Hence, ®%® >~ id, i.e. ® is fully faithful. U

Corollary 1.70. Let C be a presentable stable category, and suppose we have a directed
family of presentable stable full subcategories C; < C, i € I, where the inclusion functors

C; — C are strongly continuous. If C is generated by C; as a localizing subcategory, then
cont

the natural functor limC; — C is an equivalence.
i
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cont
Proof. By Proposition [L68] the functor lim C; — C is fully faithful. By assumption, C is

(]
generated by C;, so we actually have an equivalence. O

Remark 1.71. The following example shows that the analogues of Proposition[1.68 and[1.70
fail in PrsLt. Denote by p, the n-th prime number, n =1, i.e. p1 =2, po=3,.... Put
C:= D(Z) and C, = D(Ay), where A, = Z[p.*, k =n], n > 1. We consider C, as a
full subcategory of C wia restriction of scalars, and denote by F, : C, — C the inclusion
functor. Hence, we have

CicCyc---cC.

Note that the subcategories C, generate C as a localizing subcategory. Indeed, we have
cont
Q=A4,€Cy, and Fp, = A, /pn Ay € Cp. However, we claim that the functor ® : h_H)lCn —C
n
s not an equivalence.

Indeed, otherwise by Proposition[1.67 1) we would have lim F,FR ~idc. But this clearly

fails:

n n

Cone(limy F,, F;f(Z) — Z) = lim R Hom(A,/Z[—1],Z) = Cone(P Z, — [ [Z,) # 0.
p p

Hence, ® is not an equivalence.
We have the following important observation about compact objects.
Proposition 1.72. The functor (—)* : Catd®® — CatP™ commutes with filtered colimits.

Proof. Consider an ind-system (C;); of dualizable categories. By Proposition [.G8, we have
a short exact sequence

cont
0 — lim ¢; — Ind(lim C#") — Ind(lim Calk,, (C;)) — 0.

K3 K3 7

It follows that

cont
(lim €;)* ~ ker(lim C¥' — lim Calk,, (C;)) ~ limker(C* — Calk,, (C;)) = Lim C¥.

7 7 7 7 7

Here we used the fact that in CatP®f filtered colimits commute with finite limits. O

The following example shows that Proposition [[.72] does not hold for presentable cate-

gories.

Proposition 1.73. Let k be a field. Denote by X,, the rectangle [0,2]x[0,1] = R? (consid-

ered as a topological space). Denote by C,, < Shv(X,,; D(k)) the full subcategory of sheaves
whose pullback to {0} x (0,1] wvanishes. Then the pullback functors C, — Cp+1 are strongly
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cont
continuous, the colimit limC, ~ D(k) is compactly generated, but we have C¥ = 0 for
n
n > 0.

In particular, the functor (—)* : Prkl — CatP®" does not commute with sequential
colimits.
Proof. 1t is clear that each functor C, — C,41 is strongly continuous. Identifying the
cont
colimit with the limit of the inverse sequence, we see that limC, is equivalent to the full

n
subcategory of C; consisting of sheaves whose support is contained in X,, for all n (and

whose pullback to {0} x (0,1] vanishes). This is simply the category sheaves supported at
the point {(0,0)}, which is equivalent to D(k).

It remains to show that C¥ = 0. Since all the categories C, are equivalent, we may
assume n = 1. Suppose that F € C} is a non-zero compact object. For 0 < ¢ < 1, put
Y. = ([0,¢] x {0}) U [¢,1] x [0,1]. The pullback functor C, — Shv(Yz; D(k)) is strongly
continuous, hence Fy, is a compact sheaf on Y. Since Y. is contractible and compact, it
follows from Proposition that Fjy. is a constant sheaf. Since this holds for arbitrarily
small € >0 and since F # 0, we deduce that G = F|(g,1]x{1} is a non-zero constant sheaf
on Z = (0,1] x {1}. The pullback functor C; — Shv(Z;D(k)) is strongly continuous,
hence G is also a compact sheaf. But Supp(G) = Z is not compact, a contradiction with
Proposition O

We observe that the Calkin construction commutes with sufficiently filtered colimits.

Proposition 1.74. The functor Calk®™ : Catd'® — CatP*! commutes with & -filtered col-
imits. In particular, the functor Calk, : CatPl — CatP™ commutes with & -filtered

colimits.

Proof. Recall that the functor PrSLt’,i — CatPf, C > C*, commutes with r-filtered col-
imits. Hence, so is the composition (—)* : Catdia! — PrsLt’,i — CatP*! | It follows that the
functor Catd™ — Cat® C — Ind(C*)/Y(C), commutes with r-filtered colimits. Pass-
ing to compact objects, we deduce that the functor C — (Ind(C*)/Y(C))¥ = Cat®™(C)

commutes with k-filtered colimits. O

We conclude this subsection with the following elementary statement about pushouts.

Proposition 1.75. In each of the categories Cat‘situal, PrthL and Prft, the class of fully

faithful functors is closed under pushouts.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove this for Prk . Passing to the right adjoints, we deduce this from

the standard statement: a pullback of a quotient functor is a quotient functor. O
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1.13. Semi-orthogonal decompositions. We have the natural notion of a semi-orthogonal

decomposition in Pri’ and in Catd!.

Definition 1.76. A (finite) semi-orthogonal decomposition in PrSLtL (resp. Catstual of a
presentable stable (resp. dualizable) category C is a collection of presentable stable (resp.
dualizable) subcategories Cy,...,C, < C such that

i) the inclusion functors C; — C are strongly continuous;

ii) For i > j, x€C;, yeCj, we have Hom(z,y) = 0;

iii) The categories C; generate C as a stable subcategory.

In this case we write C = {Cq,...,Cp).

Remark 1.77. Let i1 : C —> & and iy : D — £ be strongly continuous functors between
presentable stable categories. Then i1 and io define a semi-orthogonal decomposition £ =
(C,D) in PrLl if and only if the following conditions hold:

e i1 (resp. iz ) has a strongly continuous left (resp. right) adjoint i¥ (resp. i );

o we have iti; = ide and idp = ifis;

o we have iliy =0 (equivalently, ifiy =0 );

e we have a cofiber sequence igill — id — iyil in Fun®l(£,€).

This is a straightforward generalization of a similar statement for small stable categories.

Note that the strong continuity of if follows from the cofiber sequence triangle in the last

condition.
The following observations are immediate.

Proposition 1.78. Let C = {(Cy,...,Cy) be a semi-orthogonal decomposition in PrSLtL. Then
C is dualizable if and only if each C; is dualizable. In this case we also have a semi-

orthogonal decomposition on the level of compact objects: C¥ = (CY{,...,C¥).

Proof. If C is dualizable, then each C; is a retract of C in Prk, hence C; is dualizable.
Conversely, if each C; is dualizable, then C is dualizable by Proposition
For the second statement we may assume that n = 2. Denote by i1 : C1 —» C, i5:Cy — C
the inclusion functors. Then the functors i : Cf — C¥ and #§ : C5 — C¥ satisfy the
version of conditions of Remark [[L77] for small stable categories. Hence, they induce a
semi-orthogonal decomposition C¥ = (C{’,C§). O
The usual construction of a semi-orthogonal gluing via a bimodule works in the context

of dualizable categories.

Proposition 1.79. Let F': D — C be an accessible functor between dualizable categories, and
consider the semi-orthogonal gluing £ = C ®r D, with the inclusion functors i1 : C — &,

is : D — E. The following are equivalent.
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(i) the category & is dualizable and the functors iy and iy are strongly continuous.

(ii) the functor F is continuous.

Proof. Note that the functor iy is automatically strongly continuous.
— [(ii)]. It suffices to recall that F = i oiy, where if* is the right adjoint to i;.
= . Suppose that F' is continuous. Note that the functor i{z is given by

it (z,y, ) = Fiber(z 5 F(y)).
Hence, 4, is strongly continuous. The dualizability of £ follows from Proposition .78 [

We have the following expected statement about the functors to and from a dualizable

category with a semi-orthogonal decomposition.

Proposition 1.80. Let £ be a presentable stable category with a semi-orthogonal decompo-
sition € = (i1(C),i2(D)) in Pril. Denote by m : & — C the left adjoint to iy, and
w1 £ — D the right adjoint to is. Let T be another presentable stable category.

1) A continuous functor F : T — & is strongly continuous if and only if the compositions
moF :T —>C and myo F : T — D are strongly continuous. We have a semi-orthogonal
decomposition

Fun™®(T, £) = (Fun™*(T, C), Fun™* (T, D)).

2) A continuous functor G : £ — T is strongly continuous if and only if the compositions

Goi1:C— 7T and Goig: D — T are strongly continuous. We have a semi-orthogonal

decomposition
Fun (&, T) = (Fun™t(cD, T), Funt®(C, T)).

Proof. We first prove part 2). The criterion of strong continuity follows from Proposition
LY applied to the functors i; : C — &, iy : D — £. The functors i : Fun’®(D,T) —
Fun®E(€,7) and i : FunL(C, T) — Funl (€, T) are given respectively by precomposition
with 7o and 7. The left adjoint to i, is given by precomposition with is, and the right
adjoint to 4} is given by precomposition with ;. It follows formally that ¢} and i}, are fully

faithful and the composition i%i} is zero. It remains to observe that the cofiber sequence

197y — id — dym in Fun®?(€, €) implies that we have a cofiber sequence i — id — iil"
in Fun(Fun®" (&, T), Fun’* (&, T)).

We now prove part 1). The proof of a semi-orthogonal decomposition is similar; here the
inclusion functors are given by the compositions with ¢; and i3. The “only if” direction
of the criterion is clear. To prove the “if” direction we note that the functors i1m F and
iomoF' are strongly continuous, and the cofiber sequence iomoF — F — i1m F implies that

F' is also strongly continuous. O
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For a future reference, we define the notion of a poset-indexed (possibly infinite) semi-

orthogonal decomposition.

Definition 1.81. Let I be a partially ordered set, and let C be a presentable stable (resp.
dualizable) category. An I -indexed semi-orthogonal decomposition of C in PrftL (resp. in
Catd" ) is a collection of presentable stable (resp. dualizable) subcategories C; < C, i€ I,
such that

i) the inclusion functors C; — C, i€ I, are strongly continuous;

ii) For i £ j, x€C;, yeCj, we have Hom(z,y) = 0;

i1i) The categories C; generate C as a localizing subcategory.

In this case we write C ={C;;i € I).

Proposition 1.82. Let I be a poset and let C = (C;;i € I) be a semi-orthogonal decom-
position in Pril . Then C is dualizable iff each C; is dualizable. In this case we have a

semi-orthogonal decomposition C¥ = (C¢;i € I).

Proof. The first statement is proved in the same way as Proposition [[.78

To prove the second statement, we introduce for each finite subset J < I the subcategory
Cj < C generated by C;, j e J. By Propositions[L.56l and [[.9] the category C; is dualizable
and the inclusion C; — C is strongly continuous. Moreover, we have a semi-orthogonal
decomposition C; = (Cj,j € J). By Proposition [LT8, the category CY is generated as a
stable category by C, j € J. Combining Corollary [[.70] and Proposition we deduce

that the category C* ~ lim Cy is generated as a stable subcategory by C, i€ I. Hence,
JcI

we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition C* = (C¥;i € I), as required. O

1.14. Finite limits of dualizable categories. The limits in the category Catd"® of dualizable

categories are much more complicated then colimits. We start their study with the case of
kernels (i.e. fibers).

Proposition 1.83. Let C be a dualizable stable category. For any x € C*' there exists a
functor ® : Q¢ — C such that

o lim®(a) =z
aceQ
o for any a € Q, we have lim ®(b) — ®(a);
b<a

e for any a <b, a,beQ, the morphism ®(a) — ®(b) is compact.

Proof. Tt is convenient to replace the poset Q< with the isomorphic poset Z[1/2]<.



44 ALEXANDER I. EFIMOV

Choose a sequence 1 — x2 — ... in C such that limz, =~ z and each map x, — T,11
n

] x, fora>=1;
is compact. Define the functor ®f : Z< — C by the formula ®{(a) =

0 for a < 0.
Since any compact morphism in C is a composition of two compact morphisms, we can

L
27L

a,b € 5=7Z such that a < b, the map @/ (a) — @/ (b) is compact. The sequence (®/,);>1
defines a functor ®': Z[3]< — C.
Finally, we define a functor ® : Z[]< — C by the formula ®(a) = lim ®'(a). Then &

b<a
satisfies the required properties (since Z[3]< is a dense linearly ordered set). O

define inductively the functors @, : (57Z)< — C such that (®],,), Lz = @/ and for any

The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 1.84. Let C be a dualizable pesentable stable category, and D < C be a full stable
subcategory, closed under coproducts. Then there exists the largest dualizable subcategory
E < D such that the inclusion functor & — C 1is strongly continuous.

Moreover, £ is generated by the objects of the form h_I)n(F : Q< — D), where F is a

functor such that for any rational numbers a < b the map F(a) — F(b) is compact in C.

Proof. Denote by & < D the full subcategory generated (as a localizing subcategory) by
the objects described in the second assertion. We first prove that £’ is dualizable and the
inclusion & — C is strongly continuous.

Consider a functor F': Q< — D as above. We may and will assume that for each rational

a the map lim F'(b) — F(a) is an equivalence. Indeed, as in the proof of Proposition [L.83]
b<a
we may replace I’ by the functor F”: Q< — D, given by F’(a) = lim F'(b).
b<a
Now, we observe that our assumptions on F' imply that each object F'(a) is contained

in E' (because the linearly ordered set Q-, is isomorphic to Q< ). It follows that the
functor Y : & — Ind(£’) exists and we have JA/(h_n)l(F)) = “lm”(F(0) — F(1) — ...).

Moreover, the inclusion & — C commutes with Y, hence it is strongly continuous.

Now, let £” < D be some full dualizable subcategory, such that the inclusion £&” — C s
strongly continuous. We claim that £” is contained in £’. To see this, take any countably
presented object z € (£”)¥. Choose a functor F : Q< — &£” such that each map F(a) —
F'(b) is compact in £” (hence in C) and lim(F') = z. We see that z € £ as required. [

We can give a description of kernels in Catdu! .

Proposition 1.85. Let F : C — D be a strongly continuous functor between dualizable
categories. Denote by ker(F) < C the usual kernel of F (the fiber in PrL ). Then the
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dualizable kernel of F (i.e. the fiber in Cat(si‘}‘al) s given by the largest dualizable full
subcategory € < ker(F') such that the inclusion € — C s strongly continuous. More
precisely, € can be described as in Lemma [1.87)

Proof. Let T be a dualizable category, and G : T — C a functor such that F'o G = 0.
We want to show that the image of G is contained in £. But Corollary implies that
the category Im(G) (as in Definition [L57) is dualizable and the inclusion Im(G) — C is
strongly continuous. Since Im(G) < ker(F'), we conclude that Im(G) < £ as required. [

We denote by kerd"(F) the category described in Proposition [[85]

Example 1.86. Let R be a discrete valuation ring with the maximal ideal m < R, and with
the field of fractions K. Then ker®®(D(R) — D(R/m)) = 0. Indeed, the usual kernel
is given by ker(D(R) — D(R/m)) = D(K), but the inclusion functor D(K) — D(R) is
strongly continuous. The only localizing subcategory of D(K) which is not equal to D(K)

1S zero.

Corollary 1.87. Sequential colimits in Cat&™® do not commute with finite limits. In par-

ticular, the category Ca‘cstua1 18 not compactly assembled.

Proof. Take some prime number p and denote by R, = Z,((y») the ring of integers of
the cyclotomic extension Q,(¢n) D Qp. Then ker™(D(R,) — D(F,)) = 0. On the other
hand, the colimit R = lim R,, is a non-discrete valuation ring, hence
cont
ker®™!(lim D(R,,) — D(F,)) ~ ker®™(D(R) — D(F,)) ~ D(Mod,-R) # 0.
Hence, sequential colimits in Catgt“al do not commute with kernels. This implies that

Catd! is not compactly assembled. O

We have the following general statement about fiber products in Catdu@!.

Proposition 1.88. Consider a pair of strongly continuous functors between dualizable cate-
gories F: A—>C, G:B—C.

1) The fiber product A xg“al B exists in Catgtual, and the natural functor A xgual B —
A x¢ B is fully faithful and strongly continuous. More precisely, the category A xg“al B is
the largest dualizable subcategory £ — A x¢ B, such that the functors € - A and £ — B
are strongly continuous.

2) If moreover G is a localization, then we have A xg“al B~ A x¢ B, and the functor

A xdwl B A s a localization.
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Proof. 1) By Proposition the lax fiber product A ®prg B is dualizable. It follows
from Proposition that A x3" B ~ ker®™(® : A @prg B — C), where ®(z,y,¢) =
Cone(F(z) — G(y)). The usual fiber product (taken in Prk) is simply ker(®). The rest
follows from Proposition

2) Tt is well-known that in Prk a pullback of a localization is a localization. To show
that A x¢ B is also the fiber product in Catd"®! it suffices to show that the functor
® : A®prg B — C is a localization (assuming that G is a localization). This is standard.
Explicitly, the right adjoint ® is given by ®f(z) = (0, G*(2),0), and ®o ®¥ =id. O

We will need the following statement about the class of situations when the fiber product

of compactly generated categories is automatically compactly generated.

Proposition 1.89. Let F': A — B be a homological epimorphism of small stable idempotent-

complete categories. Then we have equivalences
Ind(A x5 .A) ~ Ind(A) X?I‘lll(?(lB) Ind(A) ~ Ind(A) X1yq(5) Ind(A).

Proof. By Proposition we only need to show that the category Ind(A) xq(s) Ind(A)
is compactly generated. It suffices to show that the objects of the form (z,0), z €
ker(Ind(F)), are generated by colimits by the essential image of the diagonal functor
A—- Axp A

2,

By Proposition [L20] we may assume that z is of the form “lim”(zy ELN To > ...

where z, € A and F(fy): F(z,) — F(2n41) is a zero map in B. Then we have

(z,0) = lim((21, 1) > (z2,22) &> ...)  in Ind(A) x1q(5) Ind(A),

where the maps g, : (zn,2,) — (Tp+1,Tn+1) are chosen (non-uniquely) in such a way
that they induce the pairs of maps (f, : ©n — Zn+1, 0 @ &, — Tp41). This proves the

proposition. ]

1.15. General limits of dualizable categories. To describe the general limits in Catd'a! we

will use the following non-standard adjunction statement.

Proposition 1.90. Let k be an uncountable regular cardinal. The (non-full) subcategory

dual

inclusion functor Catd® — Prk
)

has a right adjoint, given by C — Ind(C").

Proof. We construct the adjunction unit and counit as follows.

Let C be a dualizable stable category. Then the adjunction unit on C is given by the
functor Y : C — Ind(C*) (we know that this functor is strongly continuous).

Let D be an k-presentable category. Then the adjunction counit is given by the colimit

functor lim : Ind(D") — D. Note that this functor is wi -strongly continuous.
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lim
If C is dualizable, then the composition C = Ind(C*) — C is isomorphic to the identity
functor. If D is x-presentable, then the composition
lim
lim

nd(D*) 2 11q(Ind(DF)<) —> Wd(D*)

is also isomorphic to the identity. This proves the adjunction. O

Remark 1.91. Given a dualizable category C and an wi -presentable category D, an w1 -
strongly continuous functor F :C — D corresponds via the above adjunction to the compo-

sition C > Ind(C¥") Ind(F1), Ind(D*1).

Theorem 1.92. Let I be an oo -category, and ® : I — Cat&®® be a functor, i — C;. Then

the limit of F exists, and is given by

dual
lim C; = ker®™®!(Ind(lim C;*) — Ind(lim Calk’>™(C;))).

3 K3 3

dual
Proof. By Proposition [L90 we see that the limit limInd(C;") exists and is given by

(2
Ind(liﬁl C;"). Let D be a dualizable category. Note that a strongly continuous functor

(3
D — Ind(C/') corresponds to a strongly continuous functor D — C; if and only if the
dual
composition D — Ind(C;") — Ind(Calk™(C;)) is zero. It follows formally that lim C;

(3
exists and it is the largest dualizable subcategory

€ < ker(Ind(lim C*) — [ [ Ind(Calk(™(C:)))

such that the inclusion functor £ — Ind(limC;”") is strongly continuous.
—
K3

Note that for any functor I — Catgtual, 1 — D;, we have a strongly continuous fully
dual dual

faithful embedding Ind(lim D) — lim D;. To conclude, we simply observe that lim C; is
— P —

1 (2 (2
equivalent to

dual dual
ker®™ (lim Ind(C{*) — lim Ind(Calki™ (C;))),
and we have a factorization
dual dual
@Ind((j’fl) ~ Ind(Lir_n C;“) — Ind(@ Calkfflnt (C)) — Lin Ind((]alkfflnt (C)),

where the latter functor is fully faithful.
This proves the theorem. O
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1.16. Example: fpqc descent. To give a feeling of dualizable inverse limits, we prove the

following statement. Here we denote by Ring the category of commutatie rings.

Proposition 1.93. 1) The functor Ring — Catd® R — D(R), is a sheaf in the descendable
topology.
2) The functor Ring — Cat&™® R — D(R), is a sheaf in fpqc topology.

Recall that the descendable topology on Ring® is given by the pretopology in which
the covers are the maps R — S such that S is a descendable R-algebra, see [Mat16l,
Definition 3.18]. Namely, this means that the unit object R is contained in the stable
idempotent-complete ideal of D(R) generated by S.

We need the following lemma.

Lemma 1.94. Let F : C — D be a strongly functor between presentable stable categories,
and denote by FT its right adjoint. Suppose that there exists n > 0 such that each object
of C is a direct summand of an object with a finite filtration with at most n non-zero
subquotients, which are contained in FT(D). Then for any regular cardinal  the functor

F preserves and reflects & -compact objects.

Proof. Since F is continuous, F takes C® to D*.
If = € C is an object such that F(x) is k-compact, then for any collection of objects

(yi € D)jer we have
Hom(z, @ F®(y;)) = Hom(z, FR(@ yi)) = Hom(F(x), @ yi) =

limy Hom(F(z),y;) = lim Hom(z, FR(@y,)) = lim Hom(z, D FE(y,)).
Jcli, jeJ Jcl, jeJ Jcl, jeJ
|J|<k |J|<k [Jl<k

The assumption on F' can be reformulated as follows: for any infinite set I the category
[1;C is generated by the full subcategory [[; F¥(D) as a stable idempotent-complete

subcategory. We conclude that x is k-compact. ([l

Proof of Proposition[1.93. 1) Let R — S be a map such that S is descendable over R.
Below all the tensor products over R are always derived, including the tensor powers of S,
i.e. they are taken in D(R). By [Matl6l Proposition 3.22] we have an equivalence D(R) ~
Tot(D(S®**1)). By Lemma [[94] it induces an equivalence D(R)“! ~ Tot(D(S®*+1)«1),
By Theorem [I.92] we obtain

Tot?(D(S3*11)) = ker ™! (Ind(D(R)*") — Tnd(Tot(Calk, (S%**1)))).

It suffices to prove the following statement:
(*) the functor Calk,, (R) — Tot(Calk,, (S®**1)) is fully faithful.
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To prove (x), recall that by Proposition [L65] for M, N € D(R)“* the complex of mor-
phisms between M and N in the Calkin category is given by

Homca,, (r) (M, N) = Cone(RHomp(M, R) @ N — RHompg(M, N)).
R
Since we know the descent for D(—)“*, it suffices to show that the map

RHomp(M,R)® N — Tot(RHomgge+1 (S®* T @ M, St @ (S®* 1@ N))
R R S®e+1 R

is an isomorphism. This is equivalent to proving the following

(#+) the map RHompg(M, R) @z N — Tot(RHompg (M, S®*™!) ®x N) is an isomor-
phism.

This follows easily from the descendability of S over R. Indeed, by [Mat16, Proposition

3.20] the inverse system (Tot, S®**1), is pro-constant, hence we have equivalences

Tot(R Homp(M, S®*+1) ® N) = lim Tot,,(R Homp (M, S®**1) ® N) =

n

lim R Homg (M, Tot,,(S®* ™)) ® N = RHompg(M,lim Tot, (S®* ™)) @ N =
A R R R

n

R Homp(M, R) @ N.

2) Descent for finite disjoint unions is obvious. We need to prove that for a faithfully flat
map R — S we have D(R) ~ Totd! D(§®*+1). As in the proof of 1), we only need to
show that D(R)“' ~ Tot(D(S®*T1)%1) and to prove the fully faithfulness statement ()
above.

By Proposition below, S is isomorphic to an wy -directed colimit lim.S;, where S;
are descendable faithfully flat R-algebras (and I is an wj -directed poset).Z eéince the func-
tors D(—)*! : Ring — CatP®! and Calk,, (—) : Ring — CatP*! commute with w; -filtered
colimits (by Proposition [L74]), we deduce from part 1) that D(R)“! ~ Tot(D(S®**1)«1)
and the functor Calk,, (R) — Tot(Calk,, (S®**1)) is fully faithful. As in the proof of 1),
this implies that D(R) ~ Totdual D(§®*+1), O

The following result is due to Peter Scholze (private communication). We give a short

proof based on Positselski’s results on accessibility [Pos23].

Proposition 1.95 (Scholze). Let R be a commutative ring. The category of faithfully flat
R -algebras is wy -accessible. A faithfully flat R -algebra S is w1 -compact if and only if S
is a countably presented R -module (equivalently, a countably presented R -algebra).

In particular, any faithfully flat R -algebra is an wi -directed colimit of descendable faith-
fully flat R -algebras.
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Proof. The second assertion follows from the fact that a faithfully flat countably presented
R-algebra S is descendable by [Mat16, Corollary 3.33].

By Lazard’s theorem, the category Flatp of flat R-modules is equivalent to the ind-
completion Ind(P(R)), where P(R) is the category of finite projective R-modules. The
category of flat commutative R-algebras Algg, p is equivalent to the category of modules
over the monad Sym*(—) : Flatg — Flatg. The functor Sym*(—) commutes with filtered
colimits and preserves wi-compact objects. Applying Proposition below, we see that
the category Algg, p is wi-accessible, and a flat R-algebra S is wy-compact if and only
if S is a countably presented R-module.

It remains to observe that if S” — S is a map of flat R-algebras such that S is faithfully
flat over R, then S’ is also faithfully flat over R. g

Remark 1.96. It seems plausible that for any descendable map R — S and for any un-

countable reqular k we have an equivalence
Calk, (R) ~ Tot(Calk,(S®*)).

However, we only checked the fully faithfulness statement (the proof for k > wy is the

same). It is not clear how to prove the essential surjectivity even for k = w;.
Recall the following 2 -categorical notion.

Definition 1.97. [AR94] Consider a pair of functors F,G : C — D between ordinary cate-
gories, and let ¢, : F — G be a pair of natural transformations. The equifier of (p,1)
is the full subcategory Eq(p,1) < C formed by objects x € C such that o, = 1.

Proposition 1.98. Let k be an uncountable reqular cardinal, and let C be a kK -accessible
(ordinary) category which has filtered colimits. Let (T : C — C,n :id¢ — T,p : T? — T)
be a monad such that T commutes with filtered colimits and preserves k -compact objects.
Then the category of T -modules Modp(C) is k -accessible, and a T -module M € Modp(C)

is K -compact in Modp(C) if and only if its underlying object is k -compact in C.

Proof. Let D be the category of pairs (x,«), where x € C, a:T(x) — z. Clearly, C has
filtered colimits and the forgetful functor 7w : D — C commutes with filtered colimits. By
[Pos23l, Theorem 4.1] the category D is k-accessible, and m: D — C preserves and reflects
K -compactness.

Consider a as a natural transformation 7' o7 — m. Then the category Modz(C) is
equivalent to the joint equifier of the pairs (id;,aon): 7 — 7 and (T(a),ps) : T? o1 —
T o w. Applying [Pos23, Theorem 3.1], we conclude that the category Mody(C) is k-

accessible, and the forgetful functor to C preserves and reflects k-compactness. O
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1.17. Products of dualizable categories. In this subsection we discuss the products in
Catd" | It turns out that they are very well-behaved: the functor Ind(—) : CatP®f —
Catd®® commutes with products, and the category Catl®l satisfies the weak (AB4*) ax-
iom and the (AB6) axiom.

First, we make an observation about infinite products of ind-objects. Let A;, i€ I, be
a family of small stable categories. Given ind-objects M; € Ind(A4;), i € I, we can consider
each M; as an object of Ind([[;.4;). We denote by [[, M; the product of these objects
in Ind(][;A;). We denote by [, : [ [; Ind(A;) — Ind(] [, Ai) the resulting functor. This
is simply the right adjoint to the natural functor Ind(] [, A;) — [[,; Ind(A;). We give two

more equivalent descriptions of the functor [, .

Proposition 1.99. 1) For a small stable category A, let us identify the category Ind(B) with
the category Fun(B°P,Sp) of exact functors to Sp. Then for a collection of ind-objects
M; € Ind(A;), i€, the ind-object [ [, M; € Ind(] [, Ai) is identified with the functor

HAfp—»Sp, HM (3)i) HM x;).

2) If J;, i € I, are filtered categories such that M; = “lim "z, then the ind-object
Ji€di
[1; M; e Ind(] [, Ai) is given by the formula

H “lim”xz;, =« lim 7 (zj,):
7 ]ZEJZ (jl-)z-e]_[id Jl

Proof. Part 1) follows directly from the definition, and part 2) follows from Proposition
.53 O

Corollary 1.100. Let {F : A; — B;}icr be a family of functors between small stable cate-

gories. Then we have a commutative square of categories
[T Ind(A;) L2, 17 mags;)
| |
nd([, A) 25, 1411, B).
Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition [[L99] part 2). O

Given a small stable category B, we denote by — ®p — : Ind(B) ® Ind(B°?) — Sp the
evaluation functor. It is identified with the functor THH(B, —) : Ind(B ® B°?) — Sp.

Proposition 1.101. Let {A;}icr be a collection of small stable categories, and take some
ind-objects M; € Ind(A4;), N; € Ind(A;?), i€ I. Then the natural map

(H M) ® (I~ - U(Mi @ N

(2
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s an equivalence.
Proof. Let us write M; = “lim”z’,, M; = “lim "2”,, i€ I, where J; and J; are filtered
‘] GJ/ ] JHEJ” ]l
categories and a;;.,_ € A;, a: i € AP . Then applying Proposition .99 and (AB6) for Sp we
1

get a chain of equivalences

[Ty o [IM= ¢ @) @ ¢y @)=

(3)i€TTier 7} LA el e 2
lim HA a:u,a:/ :H lim A(a:]{,x];/);
(G5, Gell; Jix 11 77 4 i (3550 )edix T}
. . /i ~
H(uh—n)l”:pj;) ® (u h_I)n ,’:Ej;/) ~ H(MZ % NZ)
i el i jredr i g
This proves the proposition. O

We now can deduce the statement about infinite products of homological epimorphisms.

Proposition 1.102. Let {F;: A; — B;}icr be a family of homological epimorphisms between
small stable categories.

1) The functor |, F;: [1;Ai = [ 1, Bi is a homological epimorphism.

2) For a family of objects {M; € Ind(A;)}icr, the object [[, M; is contained in
ker(Ind([ [, £3)) < Ind([[; Ai) if and only if each M; is contained in ker(Ind(F;)) <
Ind(A;). Moreover, the category ker(Ind(] [, F;)) is generated by the objects of this form.

Proof. Put A:=1[, A, B:=1[;B:;, F:=1],F.
1) Take some families of objects {x; € B;}ier, {yi € Bi}ier. Since F; are homological

epimorphisms, using Proposition [[LTOT], we obtain equivalences

B(F(—), (yi)i) (;% B((z4)i, F(—))

lle

H(Bi(Fi(_)v Yi) S%_ Bi(wi, F3(—))) =

i
HBi(xiayi) = B((%:)i, (¥3)i)-
i
Hence, F' is a homological epimorphism.
2) The first statement holds even without the assumption that F; are homological epi-
morphisms, it follows from Corollary [LTO0l For the “moreover” statement, note that the

category ker(Ind(F')) is generated by the objects of the form
Fiber(A(—,z) — B(F(-), F(z))) € Ind(A), == (z;)ic A=]]A.

But we have

Fiber(A(—, z) — B(F( HFlber ;) — B(Fi(—), Fi(x:))),
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and
Fiber(A;(—, x;) — B(F;(—), Fi(z;))) € ker(Ind(F;)).
This proves part 2). O

Now we can describe the products in the category Catdual.

Proposition 1.103. Let {C;}icr be a collection of dualizable categories.
1) We have a short exact sequence

dual
(1.9) 0— [[C—md(] [c") — Ind( H Calke™ (C;)) — 0.

i
2) If the categories C; are compactly generated, then we have an equivalence

dual

H = Ind(H C¥).

In other words, the functor Ind : CatP*™f — Ca‘cdual commutes with products.

Proof. By Theorem [L92] we have an equivalence
dual

[]¢ =~ ker™ ! (Ind(] [ C5*) — Ind H CalkZ™(C;))).
Now part 1) follows from Proposition[[.102] applied to the homological epimorphisms C;* —
Calkfflnt (Ci).

Part 2) follows from the fact that an infinite product of short exact sequences in CatPerf

is a short exact sequence, applied to the sequences

0 — C¥ — C' — Calk®™(C;) — 0. O

tdual

Now we want to prove that an infinite product of short exact sequences in Ca is again

a short exact sequence. Here the non-trivial part is the weak version of (AB4*) for Catdua! .

tdual

an infinite product of epimorphisms (quotient functors) in Ca is an epimorphism. We

need the following observation.

Lemma 1.104. 1) Let {C;}ier be a collection of dualizable categories. We have a fully faithful

strongly continuous functor
dual

1‘[ Ci)Y — Ind( H(c;ﬂ)oz’).

The image of ® contains all objects of the form [],eve,(—,x;), where z; € C, and
eve, : C; ®C;Y s the evaluation functor for C;. Moreover, the image of ® is generated by
the objects of this form.
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2) Let {F; : C; — D;}ier be a family of strongly continuous functors between dualizable

categories. Then the following square commutes:
(L") —— (")
vl J
Ind(TT,(P5")%) —— Id([T,(C")%)
Here the functors ® and ¥ are as in 1). The functor G (resp. G') is (H?ualFi)V (resp.
Ind([ [;(£5)) ).

Proof. 1) The functor ® is obtained by applying (—)"¥ to the inclusion in the short exact
sequence (L9). Note that the (fully faithful) functor C;” — Ind(C;*) = Fun(C;*,Sp) takes
x to the functor eve,(—,z). The assertion now follows from Proposition [[LT02] part 2),
applied to the homologicl epimorphisms (C;™*)% — Calk™ (C;)%.

2) We need to show that the image of G’ oW is contained in the image of ®. By part 1),
it suffices to show that for any z; € C;Y, the object G'(] [, evp,(—,x;)) € Ind([ [;(C;*)°P) is

contained in the image of ®. We have
G ([ Jevn.(= ) = [ Jevn (Fi(=),2:) = | Jeve. (= Y ().
By part 1), the latter object is in the image of ®. This proves the proposition. O

We can now deduce that the weak (AB4*) holds in the category Catdue!.

Proposition 1.105. Consider a collection {0 — A; — B; — C; — 0} of short exact sequences

in Catd®® . Then the sequence

dual dual dual
o—J[A—-]]B—-]]C—0

s also short exact.

Proof. The only statement that requires a proof is that the functor H?ual B; — H?ual C;
is a quotient functor. Equivalently, it suffices to show that the functor (H?ual B)v —
(H?ual C;)V is a quotient functor, i.e. its right adjoint is fully faithful. By Lemma [[LT04],

the latter functor is the upper horizontal arrow in a commutative square
ey ——  (q1"B)"
Ind([[;(C;*)?) —— Ind([ [;(B;*)7).
Here both vertical arrows are fully faithful, and so is the lower horizontal arrow. Hence,

the upper horizontal arrow is also fully faithful, as required. O
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It turns out that the (AB6) axiom holds in the category Catd® itself.

Proposition 1.106. The aziom (AB6) holds in Catstual. That is, for any filtered categories

Jiy, 1€ 1, for any functors J; — Catgtual, Ji = Cj;, the natural functor
dual dual
cont cont
(1.10) lim  []¢—]]limc,
(gi)i€ll; Ji i i Ji€Ji

s an equivalence.

Proof. We first observe that (AB6) holds in the category CatPe! of small stable Karoubi-
complete categories, since the category CatP*! is compactly generated (one can also check
(ABG6) for CatPe! directly, by showing that the comparison functor is fully faithful and
essentially surjective). Since the functor Ind : CatP®! — Catd'® commutes both with
products and with filtered colimits, we deduce that (II0) is an equivalence when all C;,
are compactly generated.

By Propositions and [LT08] filtered colimits and products of short exact sequences
in Catd®! are short exact. Consider the map of short exact sequences

cont

lim  [["Cj, —— Id( lim [[,C") —— Ind( lim [, Calk™(Cy,))
(di)i€ll; Ji (Ji)i€ll; Ji (d:)i€l s Ji

cont
[["im e, ——  Wd([[limc) ——  Ind([], lig Calki)™(C;,)).
Jiedi Jiedi Jiedi
By the above discussion, the middle vertical and the right vertical arrows are equivalences.

Hence, so is the left vertical arrow. This proves (AB6) for Catdual. O

2. DUALIZABILITY IS EQUIVALENT TO FLATNESS

In this section we give a non-trivial criterion of dualizability of a presentable stable
category via a “flatness” condition. It can be skipped on the first reading.

Let C be a presentable stable category. We can ask the following naive question: is
it true that for any fully faithful colimit-preserving functor D — £ between presentable
stable categories, the functor C® D — C® &£ is also fully faithful?

Definition 2.1. A category C € Prsljt is called flat if the answer to the above question is
affirmative, i.e. the tensor product C ® — : PrSLt — PrSLt preserves fully faithful functors

(=monomorphisms).

We have the following surprising result.
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Theorem 2.2. Let C be a presentable stable category. Then C is flat if and only if it is

dualizable.

The “if” direction is easy: dualizability of C implies an equivalence C®— ~ Fun®*(C¥, —).
To prove the “only if” direction, we need a certain “extra 2-functoriality” statement.
Denote by Pri® the (o0, 2) -category of presentable stable categories and exact accessible

functors. We have the following result.

Proposition 2.3. Let C be a presentable stable category. Then we have a natural oplax
2 -functor C® — : Prif® — Pri° which induces the usual Lurie tensor product when we
restrict to continuous functors. Moreover, if C is flat, then we get an actual 2 -functor
C®—: Prif¢ — Pri°.

Proof. Givem presentable stable categories D and &, let us denote by Corr(D,E) the
(00, 2) -category of triples (7 ,41,%2), where 7 € Prk and i1 : D — T, iy : £ — T are

fully faithful continuous functors, such that we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition
T = (i2(€),i1(D)).

Then Corr(D, €) is in fact an (o0, 1) -category, and it is naturally equivalent to the category
Fun®*(D, &) of exact accessible functors D — &£. Namely, given a triple (7,i1,i2) €
Corr(D, &), the corresponding functor is given by F = z’§ oiy : D — &, where z'§ is
the right adjoint to io. Conversely, to an exact accessible functor F': D — £ we associate
the category 7 = £ ®r D as in Definition [[LT] Recall that 7 is the category of triples
(x,y,¢), where z € D, y € &, and ¢ : y — F(z). The inclusions i; : D — T and
i9 : &€ > T are given respectively by i1(x) = (2,0,0) and i2(y) = (0,y[—1],0).

Given correspondences Tig € Corr(D1, D) and Ta3 € Corr(Ds, D3), we can define their
composition T3 € Corr(Dy,D3) as follows. We form the pushout 793 := Ti2 up, T23
(in Pré ), and take the full subcategory Ti3 — Ti23 generated by the images of the com-
positions Dy — Tia — Tio3 and D3 — Taz — Ti23. Then 7Ti3 is naturally an object of
Corr(Dy, D3). Moreover, this composition operation is compatible with the composition of
the corresponding accessible functors.

Now, we observe that for any presentable D and £ we have a well-defined functor
C® —: Corr(D,&) — Corr(C®D,CR®E). Indeed, given (T,i1,i2) € Corr(D,E), we have
(CRT,CRi1,C®iz) € Corr(CRD,CRE). Here the fully faithfulness of C®i; (resp. C®is)
follows from the existence of a continuous right adjoint if* to i1 (resp. a left adjoint %
to ig).

Now, given T2 € Corr(Dy,Ds) and Ta3 € Corr(Ds,D3) as above, we observe that we
have a natural equivalence (C® Ti2) Ucgp,) (C® Ta3) — C® (Ti2 up, T23). Thus, we have
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a natural transformation
(2.1) C® (Taz o Tiz) = (C®T23) o (C® Ti2)

in Corr(Dy,Ds3). Moreover, if C is flat, then (21 is an equivalence.

Identifying the correspondences with accessible functors, we obtain an oplax 2-functor
C®—:Pri° — Prifc. If C is flat, we get an actual 2-functor.

Finally, if the triple (7T,i1,i2) € Corr(D,E) corresponds to a continuous functor F :
D — &, then the functor i : 7 — & is continuous. Hence, the functor C ®il! is the right
adjoint to C ® i2, and the object (C®T,C®i1,C®iz) € Corr(C®D,CRE) corresponds
to the functor C ® F' — the usual Lurie tensor product. O

Proof of Theorem [2.2. We already observed that dualizability implies flatness by identifying
C® — with Fun®(CV, -).

Now, suppose that C is flat. Using Proposition 2.3] (extra 2-functoriality), we will deduce
that (AB6) holds in C. By Proposition [[54] this will imply that C is dualizable.

Consider a family of filtered categories J;, i € I. We define the following presentable (in
fact, compactly generated) stable categories:

A= HFun(Ji,Sp), B:= HSp, D:= Fun(H Ji, Sp), & :=Sp.
el el iel

We have the following natural exact accessible functors:

- T: A — B, the product of the colimit functors Fun(J;, Sp) — Sp;

- U :B— &, the product functor;

- V:A— D, taking (F;); to the functor (j;)i — [ [;c; Fi(ji);

- W :D — &, the colimit functor.

Since the axiom (AB6) holds in the category Sp, the natural transformation WoV —

U oT is an equivalence. So we have a commutative square

A-—L. B

vl
p W, E.
Applying the extra 2-functoriality of C ® —, we obtain a commutative square
coA L coB
CRV l C®Ul

cop L% cee.
But it is straightforward to check that the latter square is of the form
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[[Fun(J;,C) —— Hie[ ¢

el
(2.2) l l
Fun(] [,c; Ji,C) —— C.
Moreover, the functors in this commutative square are analogous to the functors T,U, V, W,

with “Sp” replaced by “C”. Therefore, commutativity of (2.2)) exactly means that (AB6)
holds in C. O

3. EXTENSIONS OF COMPACTLY GENERATED CATEGORIES

Consider a short exact sequence of presentable stable categories of the form
(3.1) 0 — Ind(A) 5 ¢ & md(B) — 0,

where A and B are small idempotent-complete stable categories, and the functors F' and

G are strongly continuous.
Question 3.1. Is it true that the category C is automatically dualizable?

It turns out that in general the answer is “no”. To give a precise criterion of dualizability
of C, we introduce some notation.

Denote by G the right adjoint to G, and by G®F the right adjoint to G®. Note
that we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition C = (G*(Ind(B)), F(Ind(.A))). Putting
® := GBR o I : Ind(A) — Ind(B), we obtain an equivalence C ~ Ind(B) ®g Ind(A).

Note that we have equivalences of categories of functors:
Fun®*(Ind(A), Ind(B)) ~ Fun®*(Ind(A), Fun(B?, Sp)) ~
Fun(B°?, Fun®*(Ind(A), Sp)) = Fun(B°,Ind(Ind(A)°?)) ~ Fun(B, Pro(Ind(A))).

We denote by ¥ : B — Pro(Ind(A)) the functor corresponding to ®.
Recall the following full subcategories of Pro(Ind(A)) formed by (elementary) Tate ob-

jects.

Definition 3.2. [Henl7, Definition 1] We denote by Tateq(A) < Pro(Ind(A)) the full sub-
category which is generated by Ind(A) and Pro(A) as a stable subcategory. We denote by
Tate(A) the Karoubi completion of Tateg (A).

The following result gives a criterion when C is dualizable.

Proposition 3.3. Within the above notation, the following are equivalent.

(i) C is dualizable.



K-THEORY AND LOZALIZING INVARIANTS OF LARGE CATEGORIES 59

(ii) C is compactly generated.
(iii) the image of ¥ is contained in Tate(A) < Pro(Ind(A)).

Assuming Proposition B3] we deduce the following result.

Theorem 3.4. Let A and B be small stable Karoubi complete categories. Denote by
Ext!(B, A) the (large, locally small) space of short exact sequences in CatPt of the form

(3.2) 0—>A—D—B—0.

Then we have an equivalence Ext!(B,.A) ~ Fun(B, Tate(A))>.

Proof. The functor Ind(—) gives an equivalence between the space of short exact sequences
of the form ([B.2)and the space of short exact sequences of the form (3.I]) such that C is
compactly generated. Applying Proposition B.3] — , we see that the latter space
is equivalent to Fun(B, Tate(A))™. O

Remark 3.5. The special case of Theorem for split extensions is well-known. Namely,
short exact sequences of the form ([B.2) where both functors have right (resp. left) adjoints
correspond to semi-orthogonal decompositions of the form D = (B, Ay (resp. D ={A,B) ),
which in turn correspond to functors B — Pro(A) < Tate(A) (resp. B — Ind(A) <
Tate(A) ), i.e. A-B-bimodules (resp. B-A-bimodules).

Proof of Proposition [3.3. Clearly, = .

= If C is dualizable, then for any object x € B, there exists an object y € C¥
such that G(y) = x @ z[1]. Such objects together with the objects of A form a generating
collection of compact objects of C, hence C is compactly generated.

— . We use the above observation: C is compactly generated if and only if
for any object x € B there exists a compact object y € C¥ such that G(y) = x @ x[1] =: 2.
Via the identification C ~ Ind(B) ®g Ind(A), ® = GFE o F, the object y must be of the
form (z,w,p), ¢:z— ®(w).

We need to describe the necessary and sufficient conditions for (z,w,¢) to be a compact
object of C. Note that Home¢((z,w, ), (—,0,0)) =~ Hom(z,—) commutes with colimits

since z is a compact object of Ind(B). We have
(3.3) Home ((z,w, ¢), (0, —,0)) = Fiber(Homp,q(4)(w, —) — Hompqs) (2, ®(—)))-

We deduce that the object (z,w,¢) is compact if and only if the right-hand side in (33))
commutes with coproducts.

Note that the functor Homp,q(s) (2, ®(—))) is exactly the object W(z) € Pro(Ind(A)),
where ¥ : B — Pro(Ind(A)) corresponds to ®, as above. We conclude that the existence
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of y € C¥ such that G(y)

~ 2z is equivalent to the existence of objects u € Pro(A) c
Pro(Ind(A)) and v < Ind(A) < Pro(Ind(A)), and an exact triangle

u— ¥(z) >v—>ul[l] in Pro(Ind(A)).

By [Henl17, Theorem 3], this is equivalent to the inclusion ¥(z) € Tate(A). By Thomason’s

theorem the latter condition is equivalent to the inclusion ¥(z) € Tate(.A). This proves the

equivalence of and O

Remark 3.6. It follows from the proof of Proposition that the universal extension of
L(A) by A is the following short exact sequence:

0 — AL Ind(A) ®r Pro(A4) <> Tate(A) — 0.

Here the functor T : Pro(A) — Ind(A) is given by T(“lim”x;) = limx;. The functor F

is given by F(z) = (z,2,id,). The functor G is given by G(z,y,p) = Fiber(xz %> y). The
category Ind(A) ®r Pro(A) can be thought of as the category of elementary Tate objects of
A with a choice of a lattice. The functor G then simply forgets the lattice.

Example 3.7. Let p be a prime number, and consider the short exact sequence
0 — Perf, tors(Z) — Perf(Z) — Perf(Z[p~']) — 0.

The associated Z -linear functor Perf(Z[p~']) — Tate(Perf, tors(Z)) sends Z[p~'] to Q,

where Q,, s considered as a Tate object in the usual way.

We give some natural examples of non-dualizable categories which are extensions of

compactly generated categories. We use the notation z(%) = @z for the direct sum of
S

copies of an object x indexed by the elements of a set S.

Proposition 3.8. Let k be a field. Consider the category C = D(k)Bg D(k), where ®(V) =
(VONON Bquivalently, C is the category of triples (V,W,¢), where V,W € D(k) and
0: VA S WM Then C is not dualizable.

Proof. Consider the functor W : Perf(k) — Pro(D(k)) corresponding to ®. By Proposition
B3] we need to show that W(k) ¢ Tate(Perf(k)).

Identifying Pro(D(k)) with the opposite of the category of k-linear accessible functors
D(k) — D(k), we see that (k) corresponds to the functor ®. Using the fact that (AB6)
holds in D(k), we obtain isomorphisms

Fom)-1
(V)= (VO = lim [] @ V= lim Hm(@K®,V).
FiIN>NnpeN =0 f:N-N neN
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Putting X; := @ k), we obtain an isomorphism ¥ (k) =~ « lim ”Xy.
neN f:N-N
To show that W(k) ¢ Tate(Perf(k)), we need to show that the image of W¥(k) in

Pro(Calk(k)) is not a pro-constant object. Assume the contrary. Since the maps X, — Xy
are split epimorphisms for f < g, we deduce that the images X ¢ must form an eventually
constant pro-system (Xy)rn_n in Calk(k). But this is clearly false: for any f:N — N, the
map X;i1 — X; is not an isomorphism in Calk(k) since Fiber(X;4; — X;) =k®™. O

Another application of Proposition [B.3]is the classification of dualizable localizing subcat-
egories of D(R), where R is a noetherian commutative ring (we do not require the inclusion
functor to be strongly continuous). For a subset S < SpecR denote by Dg(R) < D(R)
the full localizing subcategory generated by residue fields objects k(p) = Ry/pR,, p € S.
By [Nee92, Theorem 2.8] the assignment S +— Dg(R) gives a bijection

{subsets of Spec R} =~ {localizing subcategories of D(R)}

Moreover, by [Nee92, Theorem 3.3] the inclusion Dg(R) — D(R) is strongly continuous
if and only if S is closed under specialization. In this case the category Dg(R) is compactly
generated by the Koszul complexes Kos(R; f1,..., fn), where fi,..., f, € R are elements
such that V(fi,...,fn) < S.

Definition 3.9. Given a poset (P,<) and two elements x,y € P, we put [z,y] :={z € P |

x < z<vy}. We call a subset S < P convez if for any x,y € S we have [x,y] < S.

Theorem 3.10. Let R be a noetherian commutative ring and S < Spec R a subset. Then
Dg(R) is dualizable if and only if S < Spec R is convex with respect to the specialization
order. In this case the category Dg(R) is compactly generated.

Example 3.11. Let k is a field. Consider the following full subcategory of the derived
category of quasi-coherent sheaves on the affine plane:
C:={M e D(k[z,y]) | M[z~"]/yM[z™"] = 0} = D(k[=,y)).

Then Theorem implies that C is not dualizable. Indeed, the corresponding subset
S < Speck[x,y] contains the ideals {0} and k[z,y|, but does not contain the ideal (y).

We need the following auxiliary statement.

Lemma 3.12. Let (R, m) be a noetherian local commutative ring, and M € D(R) a complex
of R-modules. Denote by ¢ : Dy tors(R) — D(R) the inclusion functor. Suppose that the
functor Homp(M,1(—)) commutes with coproducts. Then M is a perfect complex of R -

modules.
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Proof. Denote by Z the injective hull of the R-module R/m. Then Z is a locally m-
torsion R-module, hence Z € Dy tors(R). Moreover, Z is an injective cogenerator of the
abelian category of R-modules.

We first observe that M has bounded cohomology. Indeed, suppose that H"i (M) # 0
for infinitely many integers n;. For each i, choose a non-zero map H™ (M) — Z (which

exists since Z is a cogenerator). Since Z is injective, we obtain the map M — [[Z[—n;] =
i

@ Z[—n;]. This map does not factor through a finite direct sum, which contradicts the

i

commutation of Hompg(M,:(—)) with coproducts.
Next, we show that each R-module H™(M) is finitely generated. We may and will
assume that n = 0. Suppose that H°(M) is not finitely generated. Then we can construct

a strictly increasing sequence of submodules
0#NyE Ny c---c H(M)

such that each N, is finitely generated. Put N = (J,, N,. For n > 0, choose a non-

zero map fn : N, — Z. such that (f.)n,_, = 0 (where N_; = 0). Choose some

gn : N — I which extends f,, for each n > 0. The sequence (g,)n>0 gives a well-defined

map g: N — @PZ =7IW, which does not factor through a finite direct sum. Since R is
N

noetherian, the module ZN is injective. Choosing an extension h : H O(M) — M) of g,
we obtain a morphism M — ZM | which does not factor through a finite direct sum. This
contradicts the commutation of Hompg(M,:(—)) with coproducts.

So we showed that M has bounded finitely generated cohomology. To prove that M
is perfect, it suffices to observe that M ®pr R/m is perfect over R/m : by adjunction, the
functor Homp/m(M ®g R/m,—) commutes with coproducts. O

Lemma 3.13. Let (R,m) be a local noetherian commutative ring without zero-divisors. Let
S < SpecR be a proper subset such that m,{0} € S, and S\{{0}} is closed under special-
ization. Then the category Dg(R) is not dualizable.

Proof. Put 8" := S\{{0}}, and denote by K the field of fractions of R. We have a short
exact sequence
0 — Dg/(R) ©> Ds(R) % D(K) -0,
where F' and G are strongly continuous, and the categories on the left and on the right
are compactly generated.
Suppose that Dg(R) is a dualizable category. The proof of Proposition B.3] shows that
there exists an object M € Dg/(R) and a map K @ K[1] © M such that the functor

Fiber(Homp(M, —) 227, Homp(K ® K[1], F(-))) : Ds/(R) — D(R)
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commutes with coproducts. Since Dy tors(R) © Dg/(R), denoting by ¢ : Dy tors(R) —
D(R) the inclusion functor, we see that the functor Hompg(Cone(p),:(—)) commutes with
coproducts. By Lemma B.I2] we deduce that Cone(yp) € Perf(R). But choosing some
p € Spec R\S, we have

Cone(yp) (;% R, =~ K[1] ® K|[2] ¢ Perf(R,),
a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem [310. Suppose that S is convex. Denote by S’ < Spec R the set of all
points which are specializations of elements of S. Put S” = S’\S. Then S’ and S” are
closed under the specialization, hence the categories Dg/(R) and Dgr(R) are compactly
generated and the inclusion Dgr(R) — Dg/(R) is strongly continuous. Hence, the quotient
Dg(R) ~ Dg/(R)/Dgr(R) is also compactly generated.

Now let S < SpecR be a non-convex subset. Suppose that the category Dg(R) is
dualizable. Choose some z,y € S such that y ~ x and [z,y] ¢ S. Since R is noetherian,
we may and will assume that y is a minimal element of the set {z € S|z~ x and [z, z] ¢
S}. Denote by p € R and q © R respectively the prime ideals corresponding to the points
z and y. Put R’ := R,/qR,. We identify the set Spec R’ with its image in Spec R, and
put S’ := S n SpecR/.

Since the category Dg(R) is dualizable, so is the category Dg(R)®gr D(R'). Moreover,

since D(R') is dualizable, the functor
Ds(R) @ D(R) — D(R) @ D(R)) ~ D(R)

is fully fiathful. Its essential image is clearly the category Dg/(R), which is therefore
dualizable. But our choice of the ideals p and q implies that the subset S’ < Spec R’
satisfies the conditions of Lemma B.I3l Hence, the category Dg/(R) is not dualizable, a

contradiction. O

Remark 3.14. The “only if” part of Theorem fails for non-noetherian rings. Namely,
let k be a field, and consider the rank 2 wvaluation ring
R = X[[z]] + yk((x))[[y]] = k(())[[y]]-

Then Spec R = {(x), (y),{0}}, where m = (x) is the maximal ideal, and the field of frac-
tions of R is K = R[y~'].

Consider the non-convex subset S = {m,{0}} < Spec R. Then we have
Dg(R) ~ Dy tors(R) X D(K)

— a compactly generated category.
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To see this, it suffices to observe that if M is an x® -torsion R -module, then 1y acts by
zero on M. Indeed, if o€ M is an element such that x"a = 0, then ya = (z~"y)z"a = 0.
It follows that for N € D, ors(R) we have

lle

Homp(K,N) = lim(N < N &£ ) > 0.

Hence, the full subcategories Dy tors(R) and D(K) in Dg(R) are mutually orthogonal.

4. LOCALIZING INVARIANTS

4.1. Universal localizing invariants. To avoid set-theoretic issues, we will consider only ac-
cessible localizing invariants with values in accessible stable categories.
Let £ be an accessible stable category with (not necessarily cocomplete). Recall that a
functor F: CatP™ — £ is a localizing invariant if the following conditions hold:
(i) F(0) = 0;
(ii) for any fiber-cofiber sequence of the form
A— B

|

0 — C

in CatPf the square

F(A) —— F(B)

J |

0 —— F(C)
is a fiber sequence (equivalently, a cofiber sequence);

If x is a regular cardinal such that & has k-filtered colimits, we denote by
FunlOC,H(Catporf,S ) the category of localizing invariants which commute with & -filtered
colimits. It follows from [BGT13| that for any regular cardinal s there exists a universal
localizing invariant U : CatPerf — Mot}fc such that the category Mot}fc is accessible

and has k-filtered colimits, and for any other such category £ we have
Funjee . (CatP™, £) ~ Fun® (Mot !¢, £).

Here the right-hand side is the category of exact functors which commute with k -filtered
colimits.

A clarification is required when k is uncountable. In this case the construction of
[BGT13, Section 8.2] gives a solution to a different universal problem: the authors con-

struct a presentable stable category M and a localizing invariant U, : CatPt — ME
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which commutes with k -filtered colimits, such that for any presentable stable category &
we have
Funlocv,{(Catperf, &) ~ Fun” (M. E).

The following proposition describes a relation between these two constructions.

Proposition 4.1. Let k be an uncountable reqular cardinal. The category Mot}fc 1S K-

accessible, and the category My . is compactly generated. We have an equivalence
Mot!°® ~ Tnd,, (Mf.)“).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that if £ is an accessible category with « -filtered colimits, then
the category Funlocv,{(Catperf, &) is equivalent to the category of partially defined localizing
invariants (Catperf)“ — & (where we consider only short exact sequences of x-compact
categories). This follows from Lemma below. O

Lemma 4.2. Any short exact sequence in CatP™™ is an wy -filtered colimit of short exact

sequenes of wi -compact categories

Proof. Consider a short exact sequence
(4.1) 0-A—-B->C—0

in CatP®f . Choose an w; -directed system (B;)ier such that each B; isin (Cautperf)“’1 and

B ~ lim B;. Consider a poset .J of pairs (i,D), where i € I and D < AxpB; is a full stable

(2
idempotent-complete subcategory generated by at most countable collection of objects. By
[L6l such a category D is automatically wq-compact. The poset J is wi -directed, and we

conclude that (£1)) is a J-indexed colimit of short exact sequences
0—D— B — (B;/D)X¥ - 0
of wy -compact categories. ]

Localizing invariants which commute with filtered colimits are called finitary. In this
case we write
Mot'® = Mot!®®,  Uipe = Uroc -
Recall that for each regular x the category Mot}fc has a natural (closed) symmetric
monoidal structure, and the functor Uy, is symmetric monoidal. Below we will often
formulate results in terms of the universal localizing invariants. They automatically imply

the corresponding results for general localizing invariants.
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Remark 4.3. In the forthcoming papers |[E1, [E2] we will study the categories Mot!°¢ and

tloc

Mot}f,’f i great detail. In particular, we will prove that the category Mo and its relative

versions are rigid as a symmetric monoidal categories in the sense of Gaitsgory and Rozen-
blyum |GaRol7, Definition 9.1.2]. This in particular will imply that the category Mot!¢ is
dualizable, which is quite non-obvious from the definition. In this paper however we will use

only the universal property of the categories Mot},f’c.
We recall the following standard notion of a K -equivalence.

Definition 4.4. Let F' : A — B be an exact functor between small stable idempotent-complete
categories. We say that F is a K -equivalence if there exists an exact functor G : B — A
such that we have [F oG] = [id] in Ko(Fun(B,B)) and [GoF] = [id] in Ko(Fun(A,.A)).

It is well-known that a K -equivalence induces isomorphisms on all additive invariants,

hence on all localizing invariants, see [BGT13].

4.2. Localizing invariants of dualizable categories. The notion of a localizing invariant
Catd®® — £ is defined in the same way as for CatP!. By Theorem the category
Catgt“al is w1 -presentable, and again we will consider only accessible localizing invariants. It
turns out that any localizing invariant F' defined on small categories has a unique extension
to a localizing invariant F°"* defined on dualizable categories, so that F°°"*(Ind(A)) = A.

Roughly the idea is the following. Proposition shows that for a compactly generated
presentable category C the Calkin category Calkﬁ,ol’“t (C) is, up to direct summands, the
quotient of C«! by the full subcategory of compact objects C*. For a general dualizable
category C, one can think of Calkfj’l’“t (C) asa “virtual quotient of C** by compact objects”.

We will use this point of view to extend localizing invariants from CatP! to Catdua!.

Definition 4.5. Let C be a dualizable presentable oo -category. For any accessible stable
category & and for any accessible localizing invariant F : CatP™t — £ we define the
functor Fo : Catdal — £ by the formula

F©™(C) := QF(Calk,, (C)).

If F is the K -theory functor K : CatP®™' — Sp, then we refer to the functor K<t

Catd®® — Sp as continuous K -theory.

Proposition 4.6. Let £ and F be as in Definition [[-5. The functor F<™ : Catdial — &

18 a localizing invariant. In particular, F is additive in semi-orthogonal decompositions.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition [[.64] O
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Proposition 4.7. If £ and F are as in Definition [[.5, and C € Catse, then we have a
natural isomorphism
Fm(C) = F(C¥).
More precisely, we have a natural isomorphism FoInd =~ F of functors CatP®f — &.
Proof. This follows immediately from the short exact sequence (in CatP®'?!)
0—C¥ = C¥' — Calk®™(C) — 0,
and from the vanishing F(C*') = 0. O

We have the following (expected) statement about filtered colimits.

Proposition 4.8. Let £ be an accessible stable category with k -filtered colimits, and F :
CatPt — & a localizing invariant which commutes with «k -filtered colimits. Then the

functor Fo : Catdl — & commutes with k -filtered colimits.

Proof. Let I be a k-filtered category, and consider a functor I — Catstual, i — C;. Since

a short exact sequence
0—C— Ind(C*") — Ind(Calkgolnt (C)) —0

is functorial in C € Catd"® it follows from Proposition [L68) that we have a short exact

sequence
cont
(4.2) 0 — lim C; — Ind(liny €;**) — Ind(limg Calk(s™ (C:)) — 0.

3 K3 3

Now, we have
FO (Ind(lim C;")) = F(lim C;) = lim F(C;™*) = 0.

3 (2 (2

Applying F to ([E2), we get

Fcont((lﬁz Ci) = QF (lim Caulkfuolnt (Ci)) = lim QF(Calkﬁﬁnt (Ci)) = lim Feor(Cy).
This proves the proposition. O
Corollary 4.9. Continuous K -theory of dualizable categories commutes with filtered colimits.

Summarizing, we can formulate the following theorem.

Theorem 4.10. Let k be a reqular cardinal and £ an accessible stable category with k -

filtered colimits. The precomposition functor

FunaCC(CatStual,E) —olnd, FunaCC(CatpCrf,S)



68 ALEXANDER I. EFIMOV

induces an equivalence between the full subcategories FunlOCﬁ(CatStual,g) and
FunlOC,H(Catpcrf,é’) of localizing invariants which commute with & -filtered colimits.

The inverse functor is given by F s F<o0t,

Proof. By Propositions and 8 the assignment F — F% is indeed a functor
FunlOC,H(Catporf,S ) — FunlOC,H(Catgﬁal,ﬁ). By Proposition [£.7], it is a right inverse to the
precomposition — o Ind.

On the other hand, for any G € FunlOC(Catgtual, £), and any dualizable category C, we

have a short exact sequence

0 — C — Ind(C*") — Ind(Calk™(C)) — 0,

which is functorial in C. This gives an isomorphism G = (GoInd)®* of functors Catdia! —

£. This proves the theorem. O

Further, we have two straightforward results about commutation of F™ with suffi-

ciently nice pullbacks and pushouts.

Proposition 4.11. Let F : CatP*™ — £ be an accessible localizing invariant. Let A EiR
BEC bea pair of strongly continuous functors between dualizable categories, and assume
that F is a localization (i.e. a quotient functor). Then the fiber product A xpC, taken
in PrSLt, 18 also the fiber product taken in Catstual, and the natural map F©"(A x5C) —
F™(A) X peont(g) F™(C) is an equivalence.

Proof. The first assertion is the part of Proposition [.88 Also by loc. cit. the functor
A xgC — C is alocalization. Clearly, the natural functor ker(A xgC — C) — ker(A — B)
is an equivalence. Applying F", we deduce the commutation of F" with this fiber

product. O

Proposition 4.12. Let F : CatP*™ — & be an accessible localizing invariant. Let A KAy BN

C be a pair of strongly continuous functors between dualizable categories, and assume that
F s fully faithful. Then the natural map F™(A) Upeont gy F"(C) — F" (A ug™ C)

s an equivalence.

Proof. By Proposition [[.75] the functor ¢ — AuE™ C is fully faithful. Clearly, the functor
between the quotients B/A — (Aug™ C)/C is an equivalence. Applying F™, we obtain

the commutation of F™ with the pushout. O
We observe that there is an alternative equivalent definition of F™ as follows.

Proposition 4.13. Let F : CatP®™ — & be an accessible localizing invariant. Then for a

dualizable category C we have

Fm(€) = F(C X cangom ey C)-
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Proof. Tt suffices to show that for any homological epimorphism A — B in CatP®! we have
F(A xp A) ~ F(A) xp)y F'(A). This follows from Propositions and @111 O

Finally, we mention the following straightforward result about infinite semi-orthogonal

decompositions.

Proposition 4.14. Let C be a dualizable category, I a poset, and C = {(C;;i € I) — an

I -indezed semi-orthogonal decomposition. Then the natural map PULM(C;) — UL (C)

el
is an isomorphism. Hence, the same holds for any finitary localizing invariant.
Proof. Asin the proof of Proposition[[.82] we have an ind-system of dualizable subcategories
Cj < C (with strongly continuous inclusions), where J runs through finite subsets of I, and

C, is generated by C;, j € J. We have C ~ limCy, and C; has a finite semi-orthogonal

J
decomposition with components C;, j € J. We obtain the isomorphisms

uﬁ)ocnt(c) ~ hm ul(;ont CJ ~ hm@ Cont z @ cont z N

C loc loc
JCI JclI jed el

Remark 4.15. Note that the functor Uﬁ)ocn}; Catdal — Motlo® is the universal localizing in-
variant of dualizable categories which commutes with « -filtered colimits. It follows formally
that Ul‘z)%n; 18 symmetric monoidal: we only need to know that for a dualizable category C
the functor C® — preserves short exact sequences and filtered colimits. An alternative way
to argue is to use Theorem [{.16 below which says that L{C"“fC is the right Kan extension of

uloc,/-v

4.3. Right Kan extension. In this subsection we explain another equivalent way to extend
localizing invariants from small stable categories to dualizable categories. We prove the

following result.

Theorem 4.16. Let F : CatP™! — £ be an accessible localizing invariant, where & is
a presentable stable category. Then the functor FM : Catd“al — & is the right Kan

extension of F wvia Ind(—) : CatP® — Catdual,

We will again use the fact that the category Catd“al is wi -presentable (Theorem [C.6]).

It is convenient to define the following topologies on the opposite categories (Catperf)of”
and (Catd"@)P. In both cases we define a pretopology for which a family of functors
{A — A;}icr is a cover if I consists of one element 7 and the functor A — A; is fully
faithful. To deal with set-theoretic issues we also consider the induced pretopologies on
the small subcategories (CatPe™*)°P and (Catgtu 3Ll"{)O” (note that these subcategories are
closed under finite limits), where k is an uncountable regular cardinal. In each case we
denote by 7 the corresponding Grothendieck topology.

We make the following observation.
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Proposition 4.17. Let F : CatP?®! — £ be an accessible localizing invariant. Then F and

Feont gre sheaves for the T -topology.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove this for F", TLet ® : C — D be a fully faithful strongly
continuous functor between dualizable categories. Consider the Cech conerve D* of ®,
Le. D" =D o™ ... L& D — the cofiber product of n + 1 copies of D. It follows from
Proposition that F"(D*) is the Cech conerve of F™(C) — F<™ (D). Since &£ is
stable, we conclude that F°"(C) =~ Tot(F"(D*)). O

Next, we observe the following equivalence of categories of sheaves.

Proposition 4.18. Let k be an uncountable reqular cardinal, and let £ be a presentable
dual,x

category. Let F : Caty — & be a T -sheaf. Then the composition CatPef — Catgt“al

—

E is also a T -sheaf. The induced functor
Shv, ((Catdh%)or. £) s Shy..((CatPeHr)oP; £)
18 an equivalence. Its inverse is given by the right Kan extension.

Proof. The first statement is obvious. The functor (Ind(—))® : (CatPeh)or — (Cat;itu alwyop
sends covers to covers, and it commutes with finite limits. It remains to apply Theorem
[C.6l part 3), condition it implies that for any fully faithful strongly continuous functor
C — D between k-compact dualizable categories we can find a fully faithful strongly
continuous functor D — Ind(A), where A € CatPf is k-compact. In particular, the
covering C — Ind(A) of C is a refinement of the covering C — D. This implies the

equivalence of categories of sheaves, as stated. O

Proof of Theorem[{.16] Choose an uncountable regular cardinal such that F and F
commute with & -filtered colimits. It suffices to show that the restriction of F" to
Catd™ " is the right Kan extension of the restriction of F to CatP®™ . This follows
immediately from Propositions 17 and I8 F" and F are 7-sheaves respectively
dual,ss Feont

on (Catd"™)op and (CatPe™ )P and F is the composition CatPe* — Cat!

E. 0

4.4. Example: sheaves on the real line. We consider the special case of sheaves on the real
line. Let C be a dualizable category. Recall that the category Shv(R;C) is dualizable
[Lurl8]. In this subsection we give a detailed proof of the following special case of Theorem
0.2

Proposition 4.19. For a dualizable category C we have We have

UL (Shv(R; C)) = QUE™(C), UL (Shv(R U {—w0};C)) = 0.

loc loc loc
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Hence, the same holds for any finitary localizing invariant, for example, for K -theory.

Example 4.20. Let k be a field, and consider the dualizable category C = Shv(R; D(k)).
Combining Propositions [{.19 and [{.13, we see that

Kfont (C) ~ KO (Cwl XCalkﬁf’lnt(C) Cwl) ~ k*.

Given X € k*, we can describe its representative in the fiber product as follows. Consider
the object kg € C*'. The endomorphism algebra of its image in the Calkin category is
k x k (the cohomology of the neighborhood of infinity of R ). The object (kr,kg, (X, 1)) €
cen X Calkeo™ () C¥' represents the class A € K{(C).

Recall that if C is compactly generated, then we have a notion of a singular support
for C-valued sheaves on C!-manifolds [RS18, Definition 4.5]. We will be interested in the
following special case.

Denote by v = R¢g © R the cone of non-positive integers. The ~-topology on R is
defined as follows: a subset U < R is «v-open if U is open and U 4+~ = U. In other words,
U is vy-open if either U = or U =R or U = (—w0,a) for some a € R. We denote by
R, the set R equipped with ~-topology. Denote by ¢, : R — R, the identity map of R
considered as a map of topological spaces. Similarly, we denote by ¢_, : R — R_, the

map to R equipped with (—v)-topology. The following is due to Kashiwara and Schapira.

Proposition 4.21. [KS18] Let C be a presentable stable compactly generated category. The
pullback functor % : Shv(R,;C) — Shv(R;C) is fully faithful and its essential im-
age 1is exactly the subcategory Shvryxr.,(R;C). In particular, we have Shvgxr.,(R;C) =~
Shv(R,;C).

Proof. This is a straightforward generalization of the special case of [KS18, Theorem 2.5].
O

In fact there is a reasonable notion of singular support for sheaves with values in arbitrary
presentable stable categories, see Remarks and To avoid the technicalities, we
will use the following definition in the special case R x R>¢ < T*R.

Notation. For a presentable stable category C, we denote by Shvso(R;C) resp. Shvo(R;C)
the category Shv(R.,;C) resp. Shv(R_,;C) of C -valued sheaves on Ry resp. R_,.

Note that for C = Sp we have a tautological equivalence Shvsq(R;Sp) ~ Stab®"((R u
{+00})<), where the latter category was defined in Subsection Here the poset (R u
{+00})< is considered as a compactly assembled category. In particular, by Proposition
the category Shvso(R;Sp) is dualizable.

Moreover, by Remark for any presentable stable category C we have

(4.3) Shvso(R;C) ~ Shvso(R; Sp) ® C.
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In particular, if C is dualizable, then so is the category Shv(RR;C).

Proposition 4.22. Let C be a dualizable category, and choose some dense subset A < R.
Denote by A< the set A considered as a linearly ordered set with the usual order.

1) We have a short exact sequence in Catd'al .

(4.4) 0 — Shvs(R;C) — Fun(A%,C) 2 Hc — 0.

Here the functor @ is given by ®(F), = Cone(lim F'(b) — F(a)). In particular, we have

b>a

Shvso(R;C) ~ Shvso(R;Sp) ® C.
2) We have U™ (Shvso(R;C)) =

loc

Proof of Proposition [{.22 1) We first check that @ is indeed a strongly continuous local-

ization. First, for a € A, define the functors

r forb<a
(4.5) P, :C— Fun(AZ,C), P,(z)(b) =
0 forb>a,

o x forb=a
I, : C - Fun(AZ.C), I, (z)(b) =
0 ford<a.

The right adjoint to P, is given by F +— F(a), which is also the left adjoint to I,. It
follows that for a € A the right adjoint to the functor F +— Cone(lim F'(b) — F'(a)) sends

b>a

z € C to the functor Go(z): AZ — C, given by

xr for b= a;
Ga(z) = Fiber(lo(z) — lim Iy(2)),  Ga(x)(b) =
b>a 0 forb+#a.
Here the latter description of Gg,(z) follows from the fact that A< is a dense linearly
ordered set. Now the right adjoint to ® is given by

(4.6) (IJR ((a)a) HG (4q) @Ga(xa).

acR acR
Thus, ®7((24)q)(b) = x5, and the maps ®F(x)(b) — ®%(z)(a) are zero for a < b. In par-
ticular, ® is strongly continuous and the adjunction counit ® o ®% — id is an equivalence,
so @ is a localization.
Now, we observe that the category Shvs((R;C) is naturally equivalent to the right
orthogonal Im(®%)t = Fun(AZ,C). This equivalence sends a sheaf F to the functor
a— F((—o0,a)). Note that for a € R, z € C, we have G,(z) = Cone(lim P,(z) — Pu(7)),

b<a
hence

Hom(G,(z), F') = Home(z, Fiber(F'(a) — lim F'(b))).

b<a
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Using (&8)), we see that the category Im(®%)1 consists of functors F : A% — C such that

for any a € R the map F(a) — lim F'(b) is an isomorphism. This corresponds exactly to
b<a

the fact that F is a sheaf on R.

Finally, since the functor ®f has a right adjoint, we have equivalences

Shvso(R;C) ~ Im(®F)* ~* Im(®F) = ker(®).

This proves that we have a short exact sequence @4) in Catl*® . This proves part 1).

2)By (4.3)), it is sufficient to prove the vanishing for C = Sp. Take A =R and consider
the short exact sequence (Z4). We need to show that the map U™ (®) is an equivalence
in Mot

Note that the categories A = Fun(R¢;Sp) and B = [[Sp are compactly generated.
R

We have an R-indexed semi-orthogonal decomposition A“ = (P,(Sp“),a € R), where

the (fully faithful, strongly continuous) functors P, are defined in (£35]). Also, we have

a tautological R-indexed orthogonal decomposition of the category BY ~ @ Sp*. The
R

functor ®“ : AY — B% is compatible with these decompositions and it induces the identity

functors on the components. Hence, the map UM (®) = Ujoe(P*) is an isomorphism. O

Proof of Proposition [{.19 Again, it suffices to prove the result for C = Sp. We have a
short exact sequence in Catd?!

0 — Shv(R; Sp) EIR Shv(R u {—w0}) — Sp — 0,
where the j : R — R u {—oo} is the inclusion. Hence, it suffices to prove the result for
sheaves on R U {—o0}.

We claim that there is a natural short exact sequence in Catd'a! :

(4.7) 0 — Shvso(R; Sp) 2> Shv(R U {—0}; Sp) —> Shvso(R; Sp) — 0.

Assuming this, the result follows from Proposition

The functor ¥ in ([@7T) is the left adjoint to ji o ¢* . The functor @ is given by ¢,
where @, : R U {—00} — R, is the map (extending ¢, ) to the sobrification of R,. Note
that as a set R, is naturally identified with R U {—c0} (where —oo is the generic point),
and clearly Shv(R.;Sp) ~ Shv(R.;Sp)

An explicit description of the functors ® and W is the following. For a convex open

subset U € Ru {—o0} and for a € R we have
©(F)(U) = F(UnR) +7), 2H(G)((~»,a)) = G([~x0,a)),
FU—-7~) if —oo¢U,;

V(G)((a,+0)) = Ti_pq(R U {-0},G)[1], ¥HF)(U) = _
0 if —ooeUl.
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With these descriptions it is straightforward to check that (47) is indeed a short exact

sequence. O

Remark 4.23. It follows from Proposition[4.3 below and from the above proof of Proposition
[4-19 that the result holds for all accessible localizing invariants, not necessarily finitary. We
use this to prove Theorem [6.1] on localizing invariants of categories of sheaves on finite CW

complexes.

Remark 4.24. If X is a C'-manifold and C is a presentable compactly generated stable
category, then the singular support of a C -valued sheaf on X is defined in [RS18], Definition
4.5], which is a straightforward generalization of [KS90, Definition 4.4.1]. However, if C is
a dualizable category which is not compactly generated, then already in the 1 -dimensional
case the non-characteristic deformation lemma [RS18, Theorem 4.1] fails and the conditions
of [KS90l Proposition 5.1.1] are no longer equivalent.

To illustrate this, let C = Shv(R;Sp). Consider a C -valued sheaf F on R given by
F((a,b)) = S@p,1), for a < b. Then according to [RS18, Definition 4.5 the singular
support SS(F) would be the zero section TER < T*R. But clearly the sheaf F is not
locally constant, hence the definition of the singular support has to be modified.

We mention several equivalent ways to define the singular support for a sheaf F on a
C' -manifold X with values in a presentable stable category C.

1) A point (x9,&y) € T*X is not contained in SS(F) if and only if for some (any) choice
of local coordinates it satisfies the equivalent conditions (2) and (3) of [KS90, Proposition
5.1.1].

2) The singular support SS(F) < T*X is the smallest conical closed subset L < T*X

such that F is contained in the essential image of the functor
Shvz(X;Sp) ® C — Shv(X;Sp) ® C ~ Shv(X;C).

This functor is fully faithful since the inclusion Shvp(X;Sp) — Shv(X;Sp) has a left
adjoint.

3) The singular support of F is the support of the conical sheaf (of spectra) phom(F,F)
on T*X (microlocal Hom), where the bifunctor puhom is defined as in [KS90, Definition
4.4.1].

4) Choose a regular cardinal r such that F takes values in C*. Then the composition
Open(X)P e Ind(C) defines a sheaf F' with values in the compactly generated
category Ind(C*) (since the Yoneda embedding Y : C — Ind(C) commutes with limits). We
put SS(F) := SS(F'), where the latter singular support is defined as in [RS18, Definition
4.5].
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5) If C is dualizable, we can define the singular support of F to be the singular support

c
of the sheafification of the presheaf Open(X)°P ERN Ind(C¥*) where the latter is defined
as in [RS18| Definition 4.5].

Remark 4.25. Essentially the above issue with the definition of the singular support reduces
to the fact that Kashiwara’s criterion for a functor R¢ — C to be constant fails when C is
not compactly generated (even if we require that C is dualizable). Namely, if C is compactly

generated and F : R¢ — C is a functor, then F is constant if and only if we have

(4.8) lim F(b) — F(a) — lim F(b),  for any a € R,
b<a b>a

see [RS18, Corollary 3.2]. However, if C = Shv(R;Sp) and F : R¢ — C is given by
F(a) = S(_w,q), then the condition ([A8]) holds but F' is not constant.

4.5. Commutation of K-theory with infinite products. Recall that by [KW19] K -theory
commutes with infinite products of small stable Karoubi-complete categories. Their proof
is based on the Grayson’s construction [Gral2] (more precisely, its version for stable oo -
categories) which roughly speaking allows to identify K, of some category with a direct
summand of K, 1 of another category. We will give an alternative (and in our opinion
more conceptual) proof of the commutation of K -theory with products, using the category

of sheaves on the real line instead of the Grayson’s construction.

Remark 4.26. While the paper was being written, Viadimir Sosnilo explained to me a con-
siderable simplification of the proof from [KWI19|. In particular, his argument allows to
prove Theorem [1.29 below (except for the assertion about K™ ) without using dualizable

categories at all.
We first recall a simple proof of the commutation of K, with infinite products.

Proposition 4.27 (Heller’s criterion). [KW19, Lemma 2.12] Let T be a small triangulated

category, and take two objects x,y € T. The following are equivalent:
(i) we have [z] = [y] in Ko(T);

(ii) there exist objects z,u,v € T and exact triangles
u—>xr®z—v— ull],

u—y®z—v—ull]

Corollary 4.28. [KW19, Lemma 5.1] For a collection of small triangulated categories Tj,
iel, we have Ko([ [, T3) =[], Ko(T3).

We will prove the following general result.



76 ALEXANDER I. EFIMOV

Theorem 4.29. 1) Let £ be an accessible stable category with a non-degenerate t -structure.
Let F,G : CatP® — £ be accessible localizing invariants and ¢ : F — G a morphism such
that mo(p) : mo(F') — mo(G) is an isomorphism. Then ¢ is an isomorphism.

2) In particular, both K -theory K : CatP*™ — Sp and continuous K -theory KOO .

Catd™® — Sp commute with infinite products.

Proof that 1)= 2). By Proposition [[L.T03] it suffices to prove the statement for continuous
K -theory. Consider a collection {C;},c; of dualizable categories. We need to show that
Keont (H?ual Ci) = []; K©™(C;). We may assume that the categories C; are all equivalent:
indeed, each C; is a retract in Cat&%! of the category [] ;i Cj-

In other words, we need to show that for a set I and a dualizable category C the map
wec + K Cont(H?uaIC) — []; K©"(C) is an isomorphism. But this is the special case of
1) for the standard t¢-structure on Sp. Indeed, by Proposition the functor C —
K ([T C) is a localizing invariant, and so is the functor C — [[; K°"(C). When C

is compactly generated, the map m(p¢) is an isomorphism by Corollary [£.28] O

To prove part 1), we need the following result on K -equivalences.

Proposition 4.30. Let A be a small stable idempotent-complete category with an N -indexed
semi-orthogonal decomposition A = (Ag,A1,...). Denote by B, < A the full stable sub-
category generated by Ag, A1,..., A, and denote by p, : B, — A, the right adjoint to
the inclusion functor. Consider the sequence (Bp)n=0 as an inverse sequence where the
transition functors Bpi1 — B, are left adjoint to the inclusions. Then the compositions

Ty lim By, — By, Pry A, define a K -equivalence F :lim B, — IT Ax.

k n neN
Proof. Put B := limB,,. The functors Gy : [TA, — I A.— By are compatible with
n n o<n<k

the functors Byy1 — By, hence we obtain a functor G : [[ A, — B. By construction, we

neN
have F oG ~id. We need to show that [G o F| = [id] in Ky(Fun(B, B)).
For each n > 0 the inclusions B, — Bg, k = n, define a fully faithful functor B,, — B.
Its left adjoint is simply the structural functor B — B,. Denote by ¢, : A, — B, — B the

composition functors, n > 0. Since the compositions A, ~* B — Bj vanish for k < n,

we see that the direct sum of the functors ¢, o m, is well-defined. Moreover, we have
P pom, =xGoF.

n=0

Now, denote by ¥, : B — B, — B the composition, and put @, := Fiber(id — ¥,,_;)
(where W_; = 0). Equivalently, ®,, : B — B is the semi-orthogonal projection onto
the left orthogonal to B,—; (where B_y = 0). Denote by w, : ®,+1 — P, the natural

transformations, n = 0. Then Cone(u,) = ¢y, 0 7.
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Since the composition B 2, B By vanishes for k < n, we see that the direct sum
@ @, is also a well-defined endofunctor of B. By the above, we obtain an exact triangle
n=0

P @, {ninz0, @ ¢, > GoF in Fun(B,B).
n=1 n=0

We conclude that

[id] = [®o] = [D Pu] — [D Pu] =[G o F]

n=0 nx=1

in Ko(Fun(B, B)), as required. O

We deduce the following statement about commutation of Ky with certain “extremely

nice” sequential limits.

Corollary 4.31. Let By i3 B E . be an inverse sequence in CatP™ such that each
functor F,, has a fully faithful right adjoint FF. Then we have an isomorphism of abelian
groups Ko(lim B,,) — lim Ko(B,,).

n

Proof. Denote by A, < B,, the kernel of F,_; (i.e. the left orthogonal to the image of
qu ), n = 0, where we put B_; =0, F_; = 0. It follows from Proposition and

Corollary [4.28] that

Ko(lim B,) = Ko(] [ An) = [ [ Ko(An) = lim Ko(By,). O
n n=0 n=0 n

We deduce that all accessible localizing invariants vanish for the categories of the form
ShV)OGR;C»

Proposition 4.32. Let C be a dualizable category. Then for any regular cardinal x we have
UL (Shvso(R;C)) = 0.

loc,x

Proof. Since Shvso(R;C) ~ Shvso(R;Sp)®C, we may assume that C = Sp. Applying [£.22]
to A= Q, we obtain a short exact sequence
0 — Shvo(R; Sp) — Fun(Q<,Sp) = [ [Sp — 0
Q

in Cat‘situal. Moreover, the source and the target of ® are compactly generated categories.

Denote by ®“ the induced functor on the subcategories of compact objects. It suffices to

show that ®“ : Fun(Q<,Sp)* — ([[Sp)* ~ @ Sp* is a K -equivalence. As in the proof of
Q Q

proposition [£.22] we put A = Fun(Q«,Sp) and B =]]Sp.
Q
Note that the functor ®“ : AY — B“ has an obvious section ¥ : B ~ P Sp¥ — A,
Q

which corresponds to the collection of “representable” functors P,(S), a € Q, where P, is
defined in (£5). We need to show that [¥ o ®“] = [id] in Ky(Fun(A¥, AY)).
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Choose any bijection N = Q, 7+ a,. Denote by A, < A% the full stable subcategory
generated by the objects P, (S), 0 < i < n. Then B, is equivalent to the category
Fun([n],Sp“), where as usual [n] denotes the poset {0,1,...,n}. Clearly, each inclusion
B, — B,+1 has both left and right adjoints. Moreover, we see that the elements [P,(S)],
a € Q, form a basis of Ky(A%¥) >~ PZ.

Q

It follows from Corollary E3T] that Ko(Fun(A¥, A¥)) = lim Ko(Fun(B,,.A*)). Since

Fun(B,, A) ~ Fun([n], A), we deduce that "
Ko(Fun(A¥, A¥)) = Homgz(Ko(A*), Ko(AY)) = Endz (P Z).
Q

It remains to observe that the functor ¥ o ®¥ induces the identity map on Ky(AY) : it
sends each object P,(S) to itself, a € Q. O

Proof of Theorem [{.29, . We first prove that if m,(¢) is an isomorphism for n < 0. The
argument is basically the same as in [KW19]. We know that my(¢) is an isomorphism by
assumption. Assuming that 7,(¢) is an isomorphism for some n, we see that for any
A e CatP! the composition

)

Tn—1(p) : Tn_1F(A) = m,F(Calk,, (A)) Tnle), TG (Calk,, (A)) = m,_1G(A)

is also an isomorphism. By induction, we see that 7,(¢) is an isomorphism for n < 0.
Deote by ot : Feont —, Geont the induced map between the localizing invariants of

cont )

dualizable categories. Arguing as above, we see that m,(p is an isomorphism for n <

cont ) cont )

—1. Tt remains to show that if m,(¢ is an isomorphism for some n, then m,41(¢

is also an isomorphism.
Let C be a dualizable category. Then the functor T'.(R, % (—))[1] : Shvzo(R;C) — C,

F — lim F((-o0,a)), is a strongly continuous localization (the right adjoint sends an
a

object of C to the corresponding constant sheaf). We denote by Shv.o(R;C) the kernel of
[¢(R, ¢5(—)). Applying Proposition .32} we see that the composition

oont)

7Tn+1(gpcont) C Ty FEO C) = WnFCOHt(ShV>0(R;C)) ), ﬂnGCOHt(ShV>0(]R; C)) ~

Tntl Gcont (C)

is an isomorphism. Therefore, the map ¢ : ot — Gt g an isomorphism. U

5. SHEAVES AND COSHEAVES ON CONTINUOUS POSETS

5.1. Continuous posets. Recall that a partially ordered set (P,<) is called continuous if

P has directed supremums (joins), and the functor lim : Ind(P) — P has a left adjoint

y:P— Ind(P). Equivalently, this means the following.
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Assuming that P has directed supremums, one defines another relation « on P :

namely, j < k if for any directed system (l;);c; of elements of P such that k < supl;, we
el

have j < I; for some i€ I. Then P is continuous if and only if for each j € P the poset

{ke P |k« j} is directed and we have equality

j =supk.
k<j
In this case we have Y(j) = “lim”k. We refer to [GHKLMSS80, BHS81] for details.

k<j

Example 5.1. Let P =R u {+00} with the usual linear order. Then P is continuous and

we have x <y iff x <y.

Example 5.2. Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space, and let P = Open(X) — the set
of open subsets of X, ordered by inclusion. Then P is continuous and we have U <V iff
UECYV, ie. UcV and U is compact.

From now on we assume that P is a continuous poset. We define a Grothendieck topology
on P (considered as a category) as follows. A sieve on j is a covering sieve if and only
if it contains all k& « j. This is indeed a topology, since for any k « j there exists [ € P
such that k& « [ « j. Below we will consider sheaves and cosheaves on P with respect to

this topology.

5.2. Sheaves of spectra on continuous posets. Let P be a continuous poset. We denote by
Shv(P;Sp) the category of sheaves on P (where P is considered as a category) for the
above topology. This is in fact the category Stab®(P) from Subsection
Namely, since every object of P has the smallest covering sieve, a presheaf F is a sheaf
if and only if
F(j) = lim F(k), jeP.

k<j
Denote by (—)f : PSh(P;Sp) — Shv(P;Sp) the sheafification functor. Explicitly, we have

(5.1) FH(j) = lim F (k).

k<j

For j € P, denote by h; the “representable” presheaf of spectra,

S ifk<y
hj(k) =
0 else.
Its sheafification is given by
S ifk«y
1) —
hi(k) =

0 else.
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Proposition 5.3. The category Shv(P;Sp) is dualizable. For any dualizable category C, we

have an equivalence
Fun’t(Shv(P; Sp),C) = Fun® ™ (P,C), F — (j — @(hg))
Proof. This is a special case of Proposition d

5.3. Localizing invariants of categories of sheaves on continuous posets. Consider now a
presheaf C on P with values in Catd'a! Cj = C(j) for j € P. We denote by res;j, : C; — Cy,
the restriction functors for j > k, and by resfk : Cr, — C; their right adjoints. Consider
the category PSh(P;C) of C-valued presheaves on P (i.e. the category of sections of the
associated biCartesian fibration over P°P). For j € P, we denote by i; : C; — PSh(P;C)
the functor given by

resjp(x) for k < j;

2j(z)(k) =

0 else.
The right adjoint to 7; is given by Zf(]—") = F(j).
Denote by Shv(P;C) the category of C-valued sheaves on P. For j € P we have a
functor ¢; : C; 4, PSh(P;C) — Shv(P;C). The right adjoint to ¢; is given by L;-%(]:) =
F ()

Our goal in this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 5.4. 1) The category Shv(P;C) is dualizable.

2) For each compact element i € P, the functor ; : C; — Shv(P;C) is strongly contin-
wous and fully faithful.

3) The functors v;, i€ P, induce an isomorphism @ UZ(C;) — UL (Shv(P;C)).

1€PY foc
Proof. For a presheaf F € PSh(P;C), we denote by F* e Shv(P;C) its sheafification. Since
any object j € P has the smallest covering sieve {k :k « j}, we see that
(5.2) Fi(j) = limresl (F(k)), jeP.
k«j

In particular, we have F%(j) = F(j) for j € P¥. This shows that for j € P the functor
Lf : Shv(P;C) — C commutes with coproducts. This proves 2).

To prove 1), we first observe that the category PSh(P;C) is dualizable. Indeed, we have
a P-indexed semi-othogonal decomposition of the category PSh(P;C) in Pril:

(5.3) PSh(P;C) = (i§(C;); ] € P).

Since C; are dualizable, so is the category PSh(P;C) by Proposition [[L.82]
Now, it follows from (5.2]) that the sheafification functor has a left adjoint L : Shv(P;C) —
PSh(P;C). We deduce that the category Shv(P;C) is dualizable.
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To prove 3), consider the full subcategory D = ker((—)*) = PSh(P;C). By the above we

have a short exact sequence in Catdua! :

(5.4) 0 — Shv(P;C) & PSh(P;C) > D — 0,

where the functor @ is the left adjoint to the inclusion. We first observe the following.
Claim 1. Let F € PSh(P;C) be a presheaf such that for any k < j the map res;jp(F(j)) —
F(k) is zero. is Then F is contained in D.

Proof of Claim 1. This follows directly from the description of the sheafification functor
G.2). O

Next, we observe that the category D has the following semi-orthogonal decomposition.
Claim 2. For j € P, the functor ® oij : C; — D s zero (resp. fully faithful) for j € P*
(resp. for j e P\P¥ ). Moreover, we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

D = {(®(z(C)); 5 € P\P®).

Proof of Claim 2. Let us describe the functor L : Shv(P;C) — PSh(P;C) more explicitly.

For j e P, we have

(5.5) Louj = lim (i o res;y).
k<j
Indeed, it follows from (5.2]) (by adjunction) that for = € C;, the object lim ix(res;jx(z))

k<j
is left orthogonal to D. On the other hand, it follows from Claim 1 that the object

Cone(lim iy (vesjx(z)) — 7;j(z)) is contained in D (since the latter presheaf can take non-
k<j
zero values only for k € P such that £ < j but k « j). This proves the isomorphism

B3).

We deduce that

® o ij = Cone(lim (i), o resjx) — ;).
k<j
In particular, we see that ® o7; is zero for je P¥. If j e P\P¥, then
®(z;(x))(j) = Cone(lim iy (2)(j) — 7;(2)(j)) = Cone(0 — z) = .
k<j

Hence, the adjunction unit @ — (® 0 i;)® o (® o 7;) is an isomorphism. We conclude that
the functor ® o 7; is fully faithful for j e P\P“.

Similarly, if j,k € P\P* and k <€ j, then ®(¢;(x))(k) =0 for 2 € C;. This implies the
semi-orthogonality.

Finally, taking into account the vanishing of ® o; for j € P“, we deduce that the

categories ®(7;(C;)), j € P\P¥, generate D. This proves the claim. O
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It follows from Claim 2 and the semi-orthogonal decomposition (5.3]) that after applying
UL to the short exact sequence (5.4]), we get a split exact triangle:

cont cont
U (Shy(P;C)) B, geont(pgp(p;c)) Lo, gyeont(p)

loc loc

@ U C)  ——  DQURC)  —— D UC)
jepw jep jEP\P%

This proves part 3). O

5.4. Localizing invariants of categories of cosheaves on continuous posets. Let now C :
P — Catd® be a copresheaf of dualizable categories on P, C; = C(j) for j € P. By
a C-valued copresheaf on P we mean a section of the associated biCartesian fibration
over P We denote by coPSh(P;C) this category of copresheaves. Further, we denote by
Cosh(P;C) < coPSh(P;C) the full subcategory of cosheaves: it consists of copresheaves F
such that F(j) = lim coresy;(F(k)), j € P. We denote by (=) : coPSh(P;C) — Cosh(P;C)

k<j
the cosheafification functor, i.e. the right adjoint to the inclusion.

Again, we denote by 7 : C; — coPSh(P;C) the left Kan extension functor, given by

B cores;p(z) for k > j
gj(2) (k) = !

0 else.

The right adjoint to Z; is given by Zf(]:) = F(j). We have a composition ¢; : C; —
I’
coPSh(P;C) LR Cosh(P;C). The following result is basically dual to Theorem [5.4]
Theorem 5.5. 1) The category Cosh(P;C) is dualizable.
2) For each compact element j € P¥, the functor (; takes values in cosheaves, hence we
have a fully faithful strongly continuous functor vj : C; — Cosh(P;C).
3) The functors v, j € P, induce an isomorphism @ U™ (C;) = UL (Cosh(P;C)).

loc loc
jepPw

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem [5.4], the category coPSh(P;C) is dualizable and we
have a PP -indexed semi-orthogonal decomposition coPSh(P;C) = (i;(C;),j € P°?). The
cosheafification functor is continuous, since we have
(5.6) Fij) = lim coresy; (F(k)), je€ P.
k«j
It follows that the category Cosh(P;C) is dualizable. This proves 1).
Part 2) is clear from the definitions.

We prove 3). Consider the short exact sequence

(5.7) 0 — Cosh(P;C) — coPSh(P;C) L € — 0,
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where £ < coPSh(P;C) is the kernel of the cosheafification, and ¥ is the left adjoint to
the inclusion. We claim that the functors Vo : C; — & are fully faithful for j ¢ P¥ and

we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

(5.8) & =(U(5(Cy)), j € (P\P*)P).
Indeed, this follows directly from (5.6]): we have
W(55(x)) = Cone(lim i (cores;(x)) — ().
k>»j

It follows by adjunctions that the functors W o ; : C; — £ are fully faithful (j ¢ P“) and
their images are semi-orthogonal as required. Since the functors ¢;, j € P¥, take values in
cosheaves, we obtain the semi-orthogonal decomposition (5.8]).

As in the proof of Theorem [5.4, we see that after applying U™ to the sequence (5.7))
we get a split exact triangle:

U (Cosh(P; C)) D, gpeont (copsn(p;c)) L™, gyeont(g)

loc loc loc

@ U (C) —— DU —— D UG
jepPw jepP jeP\Pv
This proves 3). O

6. SHEAVES ON LOCALLY COMPACT HAUSDORFF SPACES

6.1. Sheaves on finite CW complexes. The following result describes arbitrary (accessible)
localizing invariants of categories of sheaves on finite CW complexes, in the case of constant
coefficients. Here we consider finite CW complexes both as topological spaces and as o0 -

groupoids (i.e. objects of o0 -ccategory S¥" of finite spaces).

Theorem 6.1. Let X be a finite CW complex, considered as a topological space. Let C be a

perf

dualizable category. Then for any accessible localizing invariant F : Cat — & we have

an isomorphism
FO"(Shv(X;C)) ~ Fcont(C)X.

Here in the right hand side we consider X as an object of S,

Proof. Suppose that £ has k-filtered colimits and F commutes with &k -filtered colim-
its. By Proposition €32, we have Uoc(Shvso(R;Sp)) = 0. Arguing as in the proof of
Proposition .19 we obtain

Uigers(Shv([0,1),Sp)) =

loc,k
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From the short exact sequence
0 — Shv([0,1); Sp) — Shv([0,1]; Sp) — Sp — 0

in Catd® we obtain
Uiy (Shv ([0, 1], Sp)) = Ui (Sp)-
It follows that for any finite CW complex X and for any dualizable category C we have
F©"(Shv(X;C)) = F®™(Shv(X x [0,1];C)).

Therefore we have a well defined functor G : (S¥™)? — &, such that for a finite CW
complex X we have G(X) = F°™(Shv(X;C)). Since G(*) = F"(C), it suffices to prove
that G commutes with pullbacks.

This is straightforward. Namely, consider cellular closed embeddings of finite CW com-
plexes X — Y, X < Z. Then both pullback functors Shv(Y;C) — Shv(X;C) and
Shv(Z;C) — Shv(X;C) are strongly continuous localizations and we have a pullback square

Shv(Y ux Z;C) —— Shv(Y;C)

J J

Shv(Z;C) —— Shv(X;0C).

By Proposition AI1] we obtain an isomorphism
FO" Shv(Y Ly Z;C) = FO"(Shv(Y;C)) X peont (shv(x:)) FO"(Shv(Z;C)).
Hence, G commutes with pullbacks. This proves the theorem. O

6.2. Sheaves and K-sheaves on locally compact Hausdorff spaces. Let now X be a locally
compact Hausdorff space, and consider a presheaf C on X with values in PrftL . In partic-
ular, we require that the restriction functors resyy : C(U) — C(V') are strongly continuous.
We will consider C-valued (pre)sheaves on X. Recall that F € PSh(X;C) is a sheaf if
and only if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) F()=0;
(ii) for any open U,V < X, we have a pullback square

FUOUuUV) —b resguvy F(V)

J J

resfl .y F(U) —— resfi ypyay F(UNV).

(iii) for any open U < X, the map F(U) — lim rest,, F(V) is an isomorphism.
Veu
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Recall from Example that the poset Open(X) of open subsets of X is continuous.
In particular, we have a topology on Open(X) as in Subsection [5.J1 This topology is
weaker than the usual one, and we denote by PSh®™(X;C) the category of sheaves on
Open(X) with respect to this topology. We call the objects of PSh®™(X;C) “continuous
presheaves”. These are exactly the presheaves satisfying the condition We denote by
(=)ot PSh(X;C) — PSh®™(X;C) the left adjoint to the inclusion. As in Subsection (5.3
we have

FOU) = lim resghy (F(V)).
Veu
We denote by (—)#: PSh(X;C) — Shv(X;C) the sheafification functor. It has a factor-

ization:
__\cont _\
PSh(X;C) 27 psheent(x; ¢) 2L shv(x;0).

We make the following observation.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose that F € PSh(X;C) is a presheaf which satisfies descent for finite
covers, i.e. the conditions and . Then F" s a sheaf. Equivalently, the natural
map FO — Ft s an isomorphism.

In particular, the inclusion functor Shv(X;C) — PSh®™(X;C) is continuous.

Proof. Assuming that F satisfies finite descent, it suffices to show that F¢1 satisfies finite
descent.

Clearly, Fu(zf) = F(&) = 0, so[(i)| holds. To see that holds for Fen  we first
introduce the following notation: for an open U < X we denote by Px(U) the poset
{W :W € U}. Now take some open subsets U,V < X, and consider the maps

(6.1) PX(U) XP)((V)—>PX(UUV), (Wl,WQ)'—’W1UW2;

(6.2) PX(U) pr(V)HPX(UﬁV), (Wl,WQ)'—’WlmWQ.

The standard arguments show that both maps (6.]) and (6.2]) are cofinal (hence, the maps
between the same posets with the opposite order are final). This directly implies that
holds for Fe®*. Thus, F°" is indeed a sheaf.

For the final assertion of the proposition, it suffices to notice that the class of presheaves

satisfying finite descent is closed under colimits. O

We consider the category PSh®™(X;C) as the first approximation of the category
Shv(X;C). Note that if C is a presheaf with values in Catd"® then we know the fini-
tary localizing invariants of the category PSh®™(X;C) by Theorem [5.4l To construct the
further approximations, it is convenient to use the language of % -sheaves, which we know

recall.
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We first extend the presheaf C to locally closed subsets by left Kan extension: for a
locally closed Y < X we put

cont
C(Y) := lim C(U),
UoY
where U runs over open subsets U < X such that Y is a closed subset of U. In particular,

we obtain a presheaf C 1% of presentable stable categories on Y.
Denote by #(X) the poset of compact subsets of X.

Definition 6.3. 1) Denote by PSh »(X;C) the category of # -presheaves, i.e. the category
of C -valued presheaves on H (X).

2) We denote by PSh%™(X;C) < PShy (X;C) the full subcategory of continuous K -
presheaves, i.e. & -presheaves such that for any compact Y < X we have an isomorphism
lim reszy (F(Z)) — F(Y).

Z3Y
Here Z DY if Z contains an open neighborhood of Y.
3) We denote by Shv 4 (X;C) < PSh®™(X;C) the full subcategory formed by continuous
JH -presheaves F satisfying additional conditions:
i) F() = 0;

i1) For compact subsets Y1,Ys € X, the following is a pullback square:

./."(Yl U Yg) _— res{%uy%yl ./."(Yl)

| |

res$1UY27Y2 F(Yy) — res)}% UY2,Y1nYs F(Y1 nYs).

Note that the poset ¢ (X)° is continuous, and Z « Y iff Z 3 Y. Hence, the category
PSh™(X;C) is the category of C-valued cosheaves for the topology from Subsection B.11
The following is an (almost) straightforward generalization of Lurie’s theorem for the

case of a constant presheaf C.

Proposition 6.4. [Lur09, Theorem 7.3.4.9, Corollary 7.3.4.10] 1) Consider the following

functors

(6.3) PShe™(X;C) — PShP™(X;C), F — (Y = lim resyy (F(U)));
U>Y

(6.4) PSh™(X;C) — PSh™(X;C), G (U lim resiy(G(Y))).
YcU

They are quasi-inverse equivalences.
2) The functors ([6.3) and (©4) induce equivalences between the full subcategories
Shv(X;C) = PSh*™(X;C) and Shv_(X;C) = PSh9™(X;C).
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Proof. Part 1) is proved by the same argument as [Lur(09, Theorem 7.3.4.9], and in fact we
do not need the strong continuity of the restriction functors resyy .

We prove 2). Let F bea C -valued sheaf, and denote by G the associated continuous % -
presheaf. Clearly, G(J) = 0. Consider compact subsets Y7,Y; c X, and put Y =Y; U Y3,
Yis = Y1 n'Ys. It suffices to show that the square

g(y) —— resfly, G(V1)

(6.5) j j

1resyy2 G(Yy) —— resﬁy12 G(Y12)
is the directed colimit of pullback squares

R
resy, oty F (Ur v Us) ——> TeSU LUL,Y TEST, Ly, F(Uh)

(6.6) | j
TesU LUy Y resgluUz,Uz ‘F(U2)) - 1“6551uU27U1mU2 ‘F(Ul n U2)
over open neighborhoods Uy o Yy, Us; D Ys.
Clearly, we have

li_II)l resy, uls,Y ./."(Ul ) Ug) = Q(Y)

U1>oY1,
UsDYo

Applying Proposition [L67] and Lemma below, we obtain the isomorphisms

: R ~ : ~
lim  resy, v,y resy, Ly, F (U1) = lim resyy resv v, F(Ur) =
U13Y1, U13Y1,U23Y2
UsDYs VoULwU2

. . R ~
lim resyy ( lim  resyy, F(U1)) = lim resyy resvy1 FY1) = resyy F (Y1),
VoY VoUioYh VDY

(here we used that the restriction functors are strongly continuous). The proof for the
remaining two objects of the square (6.5) is similar.
The proof in the other direction is as in [Lur09, Theorem 7.3.4.9] (and here we do not

need the strong continuity of the restriction functors). O

Lemma 6.5. Let I be a directed poset, and consider a functor I — PriE i C;. Consider

a section of the associated biCartesian fibration over I, i+ x;. Denote by Fj; : C; — C;

cont
the transition functors, and denote by F; : C; — C = UmC; the functors to the colimit.
i
Then for any i€ 1, we have
lim () = Bl ().

Jj=i J
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Proof. Fix i€ I. Applying Proposition [L67] we obtain the isomorphisms
. R ~ . R ~ 1 . R ~
lim Fi(x;) = lim Fyj (Fjy(x;)) = lim lim F (Fj0(2)) =
j>i == Jj=ztj'zj
lim £ (Fj(z;)) = F;(lim Fj(25)). O
j>i j=i
We introduce some notation. Suppose that X is compact. Given a finite collection
{Y1,...,Y,} of closed subsets of X such that X =Y; u---UY,, we put

(6.7) S(x:vi,..v) = 1Y © X | Y—compact, and Y < Y; for some i=1,... n}

We consider S as a poset with the reverse inclusion order.

Consider the set Jx of all collections S of compact (=closed) subsets of X of the form
S(xvi,..v,) asin ([@1). Define the partial order on Jx by setting S <" if " = S. Then
Jx is a directed poset.

Remark 6.6. 1) If X is locally compact, then the poset J# (X) has a natural Grothendieck
pretopology, where the family {Y; — Y}ier is a cover if I is finite and | J,c; Yi =Y. Then

for each compact Y < X, the poset Jy is a cofinal family of covering sieves for Y.

el

2) If X is compact and S = S(x.v,,..v,) € Jx 1is a sieve as above, then we have a final
functor P=1({1,...,n}) = S, I —Y;:=()Y:

Proposition 6.7. Let X and C be as above. Consider the functor (—)*: PShS™(X;C) —
Shv_»(X;C), which under the equivalence of Proposition[6.4] corresponds to the sheafification
functor. Then for F € PSh»(X;C) we have

(6.8) FHY) = lim lim resy ,(F(2)).
SelJy Zeldy

Proof. Consider the full subcategory Shvy;, »(X;C) < PShy(X;C) of presheaves sat-
isfying only the finite descent, i.e. sheaves for the finitary topology on #(X) de-
scribed in Remark 1). Then the corresponding finitary sheafification functor (—)&Fin .
PSh  (X;C) — Shvip, # (X;C) is given by (6.8). Thus, we need to show the following: for
Fe PShg‘éﬂt(X ;C), the . -presheaf FEFIn i continuous. This is straightforward. O
We observe the following.

Proposition 6.8. For a closed embedding ¢ : Y < X, the functor PSh%™(X;C) =,
PShg‘}m(Y;Qy) is a strongly continuous localization.

Proof. The functor (* and its right adjoint ¢4 are given by the formulas

K(FNZ) = F(Z),  w(F)NZ) =resf g0y (F(Z 0 Y)).

Hence, ¢4 is continuous and the adjunction counit ¢*t, — id is an isomorphism. O
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For S € Jx, we define the presentable stable category
D(X,S) = lﬂl PShi‘}nt(Y,QD/)

YeS
Proposition 6.9. 1) For each S € Jx, the functor PSh’o™(X;C) — D(x,s) is a strongly
continuous localization. The essential image of the right adjoint D x g) — PSh™(X;C)
consists of continuous presheaves F such that for each compact Y < X we have

(6.9) F(Y) = limresgty .z (F(Y n Z)).
ZeS

cont

2) Put D := lim D(xg). Then the functor PSh®"(X;C) — D is a localization, and
SGJX

the essential image of its right adjoint is exactly the category of & -sheaves Shv »(X;C).

In particular, we have an equivalence D ~ Shv 4 (X;C).

Proof. Observe that the analogue of part 1) for categories PSh (Y,C}y) holds trivially.
To prove the statement 1), we only need to show the following.

Claim. Let F € PShy(X;C) be a J -presheaf satisfying ([©.9). If each of the pullbacks
Fly, 18 in PSthgfnt(Yi;Qm), then also F € PShe™ (X;C).

Proof of Claim. We may assume that n =2, ie. S =S5X;V1, Y3). Take a compact subset
T < X. It suffices to show that the map
lim reszr 7 reS%’T,my1 F(T'n Y1) — res%TmY1 F(T )
T'3T
is an isomorphism, and similarly for Y5 and Yj n Ys.
This follows directly from Proposition and Lemma we have

lim respr prests ooy, F(T' A Y1) = lim  respr presgs ooy, F(T' 0 Y1) =
T'5T T">T'ST

: R ~ reclt
lim respn 7 respn poy, F(T 0 Y1) 2 resprqy, F(T 0 Y1),
T"ST

and similarly for Y5 and Y; n Y5. O

2) Tt follows from 1) that the functor PSh%™(X;C) — D is a strongly continuous
localization, and the essential image of its right adjoint consists of continuous % -presheaves
F such that for any compact Y < X and for any S € Jx we have
(6.10) FY)=limF(Y nZ), forYex(X), SelJx.

ZeS
We need to show that this condition holds if and only if F is a . -sheaf.
The “if” direction is obvious. We show the “only if” direction. Take some pair of

compact subsets Y7,Ys < X. For any open neighborhoods, U; o Y7, Us D Ys, denote by
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S(Ur,Us) € Jx thesieve S x.i7, 7, x\(u,u0s))- Applying the condition (6.10) to ¥V = Y1 uY3
and S = S(Up,Us), we see that the following is a pullback square:

F(Y) — 1feS)}§YmU—1 FY nUp)
resyy o, FOV 0 U2) —— vesyly o, F(Y 0 Ui 0 Ua).
Taking the colimit over U; and U, (and using Lemma again), we obtain the following
square:
Fhrivyy) —— ms{%uY%Y1 F(Y7)
I.eS}Ril uY2,Y2 ]:(Yé) reS}]% uY2,Y1nYa ]:(Yi N Yé)
Hence, this is a pullback square and F is a % -sheaf. O

6.3. Localizing invariants of categories of sheaves. From now on we assume that our presheaf
of categories C takes values in dualizable categories. Our goal in this section is to prove

the following theorem.

Theorem 6.10. Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space and C is a presheaf on X with
values in Catd® . Then the category Shv(X;C) is dualizable and we have the following

natural isomorphism in Mot'° :

Ui (Shv(X;C)) = Te(X, (U™ (€))F).

loc loc

Hence, this also holds for any finitary localizing invariant, for example, for K -theory.

Note that we already know the finitary localizing invariants of the categories of continuous

( -)presheaves.

Proposition 6.11. The category PSh"o™ (X;C) is dualizable and we have

Uoe(PSEPUXC) = D UoelCD)).

YcX
open-compact

Proof. This is a special case of Theorem since the compact elements of the continuous

poset J# (X)° are exactly the open-compact subsets of X. O

We need the following observation about the categories from Proposition

Proposition 6.12. Suppose that X is compact. For a sieve S € Jx the natural functor

dual
lim PSH™ (V5€py) — lim PShE(V3Cpy)
YEJX YEJX



K-THEORY AND LOZALIZING INVARIANTS OF LARGE CATEGORIES 91
s an equivalence. Moreover, we have

dual
Unoc( lim PShCJ(i)/nt<Y§Q|Y)) = lim uloC(PSh.cj?n%Y;QW))-
YEJX YEJX
Proof. This basically an iterated application of Propositions .11] and We prove the
statement by induction on n, where the case n = 1 is clear.

Let S = S(xvi,..v,), Where n > 1. We put

Pp— / Pp— // —
Z:=Y0 - 0uYy, S :=Szv,.v.) S =SMinZYinYe,..YinYa):

Using the induction hypothesis, we see that the functors

dual dual

lil_n PShcont(Y;g‘Y) N lin PShCOHt(Y;Q‘Y), lﬂl PShcont <Y7Q‘Y) N lﬂl PShcont<Y;g|Y)
YeS’ YeS’ YeS” YeS"

are equivalences.

Applying Propositions and [6.9] we see that the composition
PSh™(Y1;Cpy;) — PSh (Y1 0 Z;Cly, ) = Dyinz.sn

is a localization (both functors are localizations). It follows from Proposition [{.I1] that the
pullback square

dual dual
lil_n PShcont(Y; Q\Y) N l&l PShcom(Y; Q|Z)
YeS YesS’

J |

dual
PSh(ViiCpy) —— lim PSh™(Y;Cyy)
YeS”
in Catgt“al is also a pullback square in PrsLt, and Uj,. applied to this square is a pullback

square in Mot!°®. This proves the proposition. O

Proposition 6.13. Let X be locally compact Hausdorff, and £ a presentable stable category.
Given a K& -presheaf F € PSh(X;E), we define another # -presheaf F by the formula
FY):= D F),

zZcYy

where Z runs over open-closed subsets of Y. We have a natural map F — F.
1) If F is continuous, then so is F.

2) Assuming that F is continuous, the map of J# -sheaves F* — Ft s an isomorphism.

Proof. 1) This follows immediately from the following observation: for any compact ¥ < X
the map

lim ClOpen(Y”’) — ClOpen(Y)

Y'3Y
is a bijection of sets.
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2) Recall that F* is the sheafification of F for the finitary topology on .# (X). Consider
the weaker pretopology on #(X), for which a family {Y; — Y};c; is a covering if T is
finite and Y = | |,_; ¥;. Denote by (—)**¢® the corresponding sheafification functor. It
suffices to show that the map Fhweak Fhweak jg an isomorphism.

Let us observe that the weak sheafification functor is given by

Fro (Y o FRueai(y) = lim F(Y;),
Y=,V
where the colimit is over the decompositions of Y into a finite disjoint union of compact

subsets. Now it is clear that the map Fhweak Fhweak jg an isomorphism. O

Proof of Theorem [6.10. We first show directly that Shv(X;C) is dualizable (this is certainly
known, but we include a proof for completeness). Given an open subset U < X we denote
by (—=)v :C(U) — Shv(X;C) the left adjoint to the functor F — F(U). Equivalently, for
P e(C(U), the sheaf Py is the sheafification of the presheaf

v resyy(P) if V cU,

0 else.
We observe the following: for any compact inclusion V' € U of open subsets, for any objects
P,Q € C(U), and for any compact map P — @ in C(U), the induced map of sheaves
resy v (P)y — Qu is compact in Shv(X;C). Indeed, this follows from the factorization

Hom(Qu, —) — Hom(resz(Q)V, -) - Hom(resU,V(P)V, —) — Hom(resy v (P)v, —)

and the fact that the functor T'(V, —) : Shv(X;C) — C(V) is strongly continuous.

Now observe that we have a generating collection of sheaves
{Py | U~ countable at oo, P € C(U)“*}.

For any such object Py, since C(U) is a dualizable category, we can choose a sequence
Q1 — Q2 — ... in C(U)** such that P = lim @, and all the maps @Qn, — Q41 are

n
compact. Choose a sequence V; € V5 € ... of open subsets and compact inclusions such

that U = J,, V» and each V;, is countable at co. Then
Py = limresy,v, (Qn)v,,,
n
and by the above discussion each map resyy, (Qn)v, — resyv, ,(@n+1)v,,, is compact.
This shows that the category Shv(X;C) is dualizable.
To compute U™ (X;C), we first reduce to the case when X is compact. Denote by

X = X U {0} the one-point compactification of X, and denote by j : X — X the
embedding. Let 5C be the presheaf of dualizable categories on X obtained by extension
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by zero of C. Then Shv(X;C) ~ Shv(X,jiC), hence we may replace the pair (X,C) with
the pair (X, iC). Thus, we may and will assume that X is compact.

Consider the # -presheaf F € PSh%™(X;Mot!'), given by Y ~— UL™(C(Y)). Then
F is a continuous £ -presheaf. By Proposition [6.11] for a compact ¥ < X we have a
natural isomorphism

UM (PShP™ (YiCy)) = F(Y) = @ F(2).
ZeClOpen(Y)
Applying Propositions [6.9] and [6.13] we obtain the following chain of isomorphisms

FHX) = FHX) = lig lim F(Y) = li Lim U5 (PShP™ (Vs Cpy ) =

loc
SeJx YeS SeJx YeS

dual dual
lim 2462 (lim PSP (V3 )y )) = U4 (lim Tan PSR (Y€)= LA (Shv  (X50)).

lo loc
SeJx YeS SeJx YeS

This proves the theorem. O

6.4. Compact objects. Let (X,C) be as above. The following result describes the category
of compact objects of the category Shv(X;C). It is a generalization of [NeeOIlb, Theorem
0.1], and the proof is based on the ideas of loc. cit.

Proposition 6.14. Let F € Shv(X;C) be a sheaf. The following are equivalent.
(i) F is a compact object in the category Shv(X;C).
(ii) F has compact support and X can be covered by open subsets U such that Fjy =
Py for some compact object P € C(U)“.

Proof. The implication = is clear.
= . Suppose that F is compact.
We first show the following: if F, = 0 € C(z) for some x € X, then there is an open

neighborhood U 5 z such that Fjiy = 0. Indeed, since 7 =~ lim jyji;(F) and F
is compact, we deduce that F is a direct summand of some she‘;?;%{zl}le form jy 177 (F),
where V € X\{z}. Hence the restriction of F to (X\V) 3z vanishes.

Now let € X be a point such that F, # 0. Since the functor % : Shv(X;C) —
C, is strongly continuous, the object F, is compact in C(z). Hence, there is an open
neighborhood U 3 z and a compact object P € C(U)“ such that resy () (P) = F.
Shrinking U if necessary, we can lift the identity map of F, to a map P — F(U) in the
category C(U). Denote by ¢ : Py — F the associated map of sheaves. Choosing an open
V €U such that z € V, we see that Cone(p); is a compact object of ShV(V;QW) whose
stalk at x vanishes. By the above, we deduce that Cone(y) vanishes in a neighborhood of

x. Hence, shrinking U further, we may assume that Fj; = Py as required.
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Finally, to see that F has a compact support, note that F = lim jyj;;F. Since F
vecX
is compact, it is a direct summand of some sheaf jij;F, U € X, which has compact

support. ]

Corollary 6.15. Let X be a non-empty locally compact Hausdorff space, and let C be a

non-zero presentable stable category. The following are equivalent.

(i) The category Shv(X;C) is compactly generated.
(ii) The category C is compactly generated, and X 1is locally profinite.

Proof. = Consider the collection of sheaves
S ={Py € Shv(X;C): PeC¥ U c X is open-compact}.

Then each sheaf in S is compact and the right orthogonal to S consists of sheaves F such
that F(U) = 0 for every open-compact U < X. Since X is locally profinite, this means
that F = 0. Hence, S generates the category Shv(X;C).

= Choose a point = € X. The pullback to {z} is a strongly continuous
quotient functor Shv(X;C) — C. Since the category Shv(X;C) is compactly generated, so
is C.

Next, we reduce to the case when X is compact. If not, consider the short exact sequence
0 — Shv(X;C) — Shv(X u {w0};C) - C — 0.

Since the categories on the left and on the right are compactly generated, so is the category
in the middle. Hence, we may and will assume that X is compact.

Suppose that X is not profinite. Choose a connected component Y < X such that Y is
not a single point. Then Y is closed, hence compact Hausdorff. The functor Shv(X;C) —
Shv(Y;C) is a strongly continuous localization. Since the category Shv(X;C) is compactly
generated, so is the category Shv(Y;C) Replacing X with Y, we may and will assume
that X is connected.

Choose a point xg € X. Choose a non-zero compact object P € C,, and consider the
skyscraper sheaf P,, on X. Then we can find a directed system (F;);e; of compact C-
valued sheaves such hat h_H,l-E ~ P,,. By Proposition each F; is a locally constant

(3
sheaf with compact stalks.
Since P =~ lim F; » is compact in C, we can find ip € I and a splitting o : P — F;, ;.
i
Using compactness of P again, we can find an open neighborhood U 3 xy and a map
B : P — F;,(U) which lifts a. Choose a compact ¥ < U such that Y is a neighborhood

of zg. Let Z be a connected component of zy in Y. Then Z # {x¢}, hence we may and
will assume that X =U =Y = Z.
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So we have the map 3 : P — F;,(X). Take some i > iy. Since the sheaf F; is locally

constant, the set
T; = {y € X : the composition P A, Fip(X) = Fi(X) — Fiy is non-zero}

is open-closed in X. We have xg € T;. Since X is connected, we have T; = X. Choosing

a point x; € X\{zo}, we see that the map P — lim F; ;, is non-zero. But limJF;,, =
i i
(Pyy)ay =0, a contradiction. O

APPENDIX A. MONOMORPHISMS AND EPIMORPHISMS OF PRESENTABLE AND
DUALIZABLE CATEGORIES

Here we show that the monomorphisms and epimorphism in Prl, Pril and Catdve!

are as expected: these are respectively the fully faithful functors and the quotient functors.

Proposition A.1. Let F': C — D be a continuous functor between presentable stable cate-
gories.
1) F is a monomorphism in Pré if and only if F s fully faithful.

2) F is an epimorphism in Prsljt if and only if F is a quotient functor.

Proof. 1) The “if” part is clear. For the “only if” part, we see that the map of groupoids
C~ ~ Fun(Sp,C)~ — Fun(Sp,D)~ ~ D~

is a monomorphism, hence F' is fully faithful (since C and D are stable).

2) Again, the “if” part is clear. For the “only if” part, note that D LZ™ D ~ D x¢ D,
where both functors D — C are FE. Hence, the functor D — D x¢ D is an equivalence,
in particular, it is fully faithful. Hence, for any x,y € D the square

D(z,y) —— C(F(x), F(y))
is biCartesian, thus F¥ is fully faithful and F is a quotient functor. O
Proposition A.2. Let F :C — D be a strongly continuous functor between presentable stable
categories.

1) F is a monomorphism in Pril if and only if F is fully faithful.

2) F is an epimorphism in PrEE if and only if F is a quotient functor.

Proof. 1) The “if” part is clear. We prove the “only if” part.
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Suppose that F is a monomorphism. Then for a presentable stable category & and
strongly continuous functors Gp,Gs : £ — C, we have Hom (G, G2) — Hom(FoG1, FoGs).

By adjunction, we have
(A.1) Hom(G4, Cone(ide — FEF) 0 Gy) = 0.

Put ® := Cone(idc — F®F), and consider the semi-orthogonal gluing 7 := C ®s C. Since
® is continuous, the inclusions of the two copies of C are strongly continuous. Denote by
71,79 : T — C the semi-orthogonal projections (respectively, the left and the right adjoints
to the inclusions). Then 7; and 7o are strongly continuous. Applying (A.I]) to € =T,

G1 = m[—1], G2 = 7y, we obtain
0 = Hom(m[—1],® o mo) = Hom(m[—1] o 74, @) =~ Hom(®, ),

hence ® = 0, which exactly means that F' is fully faithful.
2) follows from Proposition [A] since the functor Prif — Prl is conservative and

commutes with colimits. O

Proposition A.3. Let F':C — D be a strongly continuous between dualizable categories.

1) F is a monomorphism in Cat&™® if and only if F is fully faithful.

2) F is an epimorphism in Cautgtua1 if and only if F is a quotient functor.

Proof. 1) The “if” direction is clear. We prove the “only if” direction.

Suppose that a functor F : A — B is a monomorphism in Cat3*. By Proposition [L38]
the functor A deual A — A xpg A is fully faithful. Hence, the functor A — A xg A is fully
faithful. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition [A.1l we conclude that F' is fully faithful.

2) follows from Proposition [A] since the functor Catd"® — Prl is conservative and

commutes with colimits. O

Remark A.4. In fact the fact that a monomorphism in PrSLtL s a monomorphism can
be proved similarly to the case of dualizable categories. However, we did not discuss the

pullbacks in PrsLtL, hence we gave a different proof.

APPENDIX B. ESSENTIAL IMAGE OF A HOMOLOGICAL EPIMORPHISM

Consider a homological epimorphism F : A — B, where A and B are small stable
idempotent-complete categories. We know that if the category ker(Ind(F')) < Ind(A) is
compactly generated, then B ~ (A/ker(F))Xar. In particular, the essential image of F is
a stable subcategory of B. In this case by Thomason’s theorem every object of B of the
form z @ x[1] can be lifted to A.

It turns out that if ker(Ind(F')) is not compactly generated then the image of F might

not be a stable subcategory of B. More precisely, the following result shows that in general
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for a dualizable category C there may exist an object x € Calkﬁ,ol’“t such that the object
x @ z[1] cannot be lifted to C“!.

Proposition B.1. Let k be a field and consider the dualizable category C = Shv(R; D(k)).
Then there exists a non-zero idempotent-complete stable subcategory A < Calk>™(C) such

that A ~ Perf(k) and the intersection of A with the image of C*' is zero. In particular,

cont

the image of the homological epimorphism C“' — Calkgy

(C) is not a stable subcategory.

Proof. Consider the constant sheaf kg. We have
EndCalk;Olnt(c) (kg) = lim T(R\[-C, C];kr) = k x k
C>0

— the cohomology of the neighborhood of infinity of R. The first resp. second copy of k
corresponds to the neighborhood of —oo resp. +00. We denote by e_,e; : kg — kg the
corresponding idempotents in the Calkin category, and denote their images by k_,k; €
Calk>™(C). We obtain fully faithful functors ®_,®, : Perf(k) — Calk™(C) which send
k to k_ resp. ky. We claim that any non-zero object of the image of ®, is not contained
in the image of C*.

Assume the contrary: suppose that for some sheaf F € C¥* the image of F in the Calkin
category is isomorphic to a non-zero object of ® (Perf(k)). Take some real number C > 0.
Since the constant sheaf k{_¢ ¢ is a compact object of Shv([—-C,C]; D(k)), it follows that
the image of ki in Calk(™(Shv([—C,C]; D(k))) is zero. Hence, the pullback of F to
[-C,C] is a compact object, i.e. Fjj_¢,c] = Mg for some perfect complex M e Perf(k).
This holds for any C' > 0, hence F = Mg for some M € Perf(k). Then M # 0, and the
image of Mg in Calk{™(C) is isomorphic to the direct sum ®_(M) @ (M), which is

not contained in the image of ®,. This gives a contradiction. O

APPENDIX C. PRESENTABILITY OF THE CATEGORY OF DUALIZABLE CATEGORIES

In this section we give an alternative, “explicit” proof of Ramzi’s theorem [Ram| which
states that the category Catg;‘al is wj -presentable. We also describe explicitly the & -
compact objects in Catg;‘al for any uncountable regular . We start with the following

observation.

Proposition C.1. Let C be a dualizable stable category. Consider the full subcategory Ec <
(Catg}fal)c/ which consists of pairs (D, F :C — D) such that the image of F generates D
by colimits. Then the functor E¢ — Algg, (Fun®(C,C)), (D,F)— FEoF, is an equivalence
of categories.

The inverse functor is given by T — Modp(C).
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Proof. Indeed, for any (D, F) € & the functor F¥:D — C is conservative and commutes
with all colimits, in particular, with geometric realizations. Hence, the functor F is
monadic by Lurie-Barr-Beck theorem, and we have an equivalence D — Mod pr,(C).

It remains to check that for any T € Algg, (Fun”(C,C)) the category Modr(C) is dualiz-
able and the functor C — Mod7(C) is strongly continuous. The latter assertion is obvious,
and the former one follows from Proposition O

We will repeatedly use the following.

Proposition C.2. Let C be a presentable stable Eq -monoidal category. Let k be a reqular
cardinal such that C is k-compactly generated, the tensor product of k -compact objects is
K -compact, and the unit object is k -compact (equivalently, C is an Eq -algebra in Prsti ).
1) The category Algg (C) of Ei -algebras in C is k-compactly generated.
2) If k is uncountable, then an Ky -algebra A is k-compact in Algg (C) if and only if

the underlying object of A is k-compact in C.

Proof. 1) For an object x € C, denote by T(x) the tensor algebra of z, i.e. the free
E, -algebra generated by x. Then T'(—) is the left adjoint to the forgetful functor. If
x € C*, then our assumptions imply that T'(x) € C*®. Since the forgetful functor commutes
with k -filtered colimits, the objects T'(x), x € C", are k-compact in Algg (C). Since
the forgetful functor is conservative and C is k-compactly generated, we deduce that the
category Algg (C), is k-compactly generated. More precisely, the category Algg (C)" is
the smallest full subcategory of Algg (C) which contains the objects T'(x), € C", and is
closed under k-small colimits.

2) The forgetful functor Algg (C) — C is monadic, and the corresponding monad on
C is given by the functor T(—) : C — C. Since T(—) preserves r-compact objects, the
assertion follows from [BSY22| Lemma 6.17]. O

We will apply Proposition to monoidal categories of the form FunL(D, D), where D
is a dualizable category. Since this category of functors is also dualizable, it is w; -compactly

generated.

Proposition C.3. Let x and C be as in Proposition[C 2, and suppose that k is uncountable.
Let M be a left C -module in Prst, 1.e. M is k -presentable and the action CM — M
is K -strongly continuous. Let A be a k-compact Eq-algebra in C, and N e M an A-
module. The following are equivalent.

(i) N is k-compact in Moda(M).

(ii) the underlying object of N is k -compact in M.
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Proof. Indeed, the forgetful functor Mod 4(M) is continuous and monadic, and the monad
A® — : M — M preserves rk-compact objects. Hence, the equivalence |(i)| <= |(i1)]
follows from [BSY22, Lemma 6.17]. O

Recall the category Shvs((R;Sp) of sheaves of spectra on R with singular support in
R x Rxp. For a € R we denote by S, € Shv>(R;Sp) the sheaf S_ q). As usual, we
denote by Sg the constant sheaf with value S.

Proposition C.4. Let C be a dualizable stable category. Given a strongly continuous functor
F : Shvso(R;Sp) — C, we define a functor ®p : Q< — C, Pr(a) = F(S<,). The assign-
ment '+ ®p defines an equivalence between Fun’*(Shvso(R;Sp),C) and the category of
functors ® : Q< — C such that

o for any a € Q, we have ®(a) = lim ®(b);

b<a

e for any a <b, a,beQ, the morphism ®(a) — ®(b) is compact.
Proof. Since Q is dense in R, the category of functors Q< — C with required properties
is equivalent to the category of functors (Ru {+w})< — C with analogous properties. The

assertion now follows as a special case of 5.3 applied to P = (R u {+x0})<. O

Corollary C.5. For any dualizable category C and for any countably presented object x € C**

there exists a strongly continuous functor F : Shvso(R;Sp) — C such that F(Sr) = x.

Proof. This follows directly from Propositions [C.4] and [[.83] O

We prove the following result on the presentability of the category Catgt“al and on the

K -compact objects of this category.

Theorem C.6. Put Cp := Shvs(R;Sp).

1) The category of dualizable categories Ca‘c‘situal

is wq -presentable.

2) Let k be an uncountable cardinal and C € Catgtual a dualizable category. The following

are equivalent.
(i) C is a Kk -compact object of Catdal,
(ii) there exists a kKk-small set I —and a K-compact monad A €

Algg (Fun®(T]Co,[]Co))", such that
I 1

C = Mod (] [ Co)-
I

Moreover, if k = w1, then I can be assumed to be a one-element set.
(iii) The functors ev: C®CY — Sp and coev : Sp > C®CY are k -strongly continu-
ous, i.e. their right adjoints commute with k -filtered colimits. Equivalently, C is

dualizable in Pré;m .
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(iv) There exists a short evact sequence 0 — C — Ind(A) — Ind(B) — 0 in Catg®!,
where A and B are k -compact in CatP"

(v) C is k-compact in Prém.
We need a few auxiliary statements. Let x be an uncountable regular cardinal.

Lemma C.7. Let C and D be dualizable categories, and suppose that the functors eve and
coeve are kK -strongly continuous. The following are equivalent for a continuous functor
F:C—-D.

(i) the object F is K -compact in Fun®(C,D) ~C" ® D.

(ii) the functor F is k -strongly continuous.

Proof. This is essentially a standard statement, we include the proof for completeness.
= . Since the functors Sp —®F, ov ® D and eve are k-strongly continuous,

so is the composition
C dXF C@Cv ®D evelXlid D.

This composition is exactly the functor F.
(i) = . Since the functors F and coeve are k-strongly continuous, so is the

composition
Sp coev cv ®C idXF cv ®D.

This composition sends S to F. O

Lemma C.8. Consider a short exact sequence in Catd'a!,

0-cELpfeo

1) If evp is k-strongly continuous, then so is evc.
2) If coevp is k-strongly continuous, then so is coevg .
3) If evp, coevp and evg are k-strongly continuous, then so is coeve .

4) If evp, coevp and coeve are k-strongly continuous, then so is evg.
Proof. 1) The functor eve is the composition of k-strongly continuous functors
v,L
cocy L pe DY 2, Sp,

hence it is k-strongly continuous.

2) Similarly, the functor coevg is the composition of k-strongly continuous functors
Sp coevp D@DV GRGY-L 5@5\/

hence it is k-strongly continuous.
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3) It suffices to prove that (F [x] FY'¥)(coeve(S)) is in (D ® DV). We have an exact
triangle
(FRFY'L)(coeve(S)) — coevp(S) — (GR GV L) E(coeve (S)).
Since coevp(S) is x -compact, it suffices to show that (GKIGY¥)%(coeve(S)) is k-compact.
The latter object corresponds under the self-duality of D ® DY to the composition

DD SE cgev S g

The latter functor is k -strongly continuous by our assumptions. Applying Lemma (to
the categories D ® DV and Sp) we conclude that (G X GY¥)(coeve(S)) is x-compact.
4) This is proved by reversing the proof of 3). O

Lemma C.9. Let F :C — D be a strongly continuous functor between dualizable categories,
and denote by FT its right adjoint. Suppose that the image of F generates D, i.e. FE
is conservative. Suppose that the functors eve, coeve and FT are k -strongly continuous.

Then the functors evp and coevp are also k -strongly continuous.

Proof. We first show that evp is s -strongly continuous. Since Im(FY-*) =DV it suffices

to show that the composition
pecy MBI pepv oo, g,
is k-strongly continuous. But it is identified with another composition
pocy 199 cocov 2, gp.

The latter composition is x -strongly continuous since both functors are « -strongly contin-
uous.

Next, we show that the functor coevp is k-strongly continuous, i.e. the object
coevp(S) € D® DY is k-compact. Denote by A = F® o F the continuous monad on
C associated with F. Then AX AV-' is a monad on C®CY, and we have D ® DV ~
Mod gz4v..(CRCY). Since AXIAY is a k-compact monad, the x-compactness of coevp(S)
is equivalent to the x-compactness of (FXEFY %) (coevp(S)) in C®CY. The latter object
is simply A under the identification C ® C¥ ~ Fun® (C,C). Buy our assumptions, A is

Kk -compact. O

Proof of Theorem [C.6. We first show the following.
Claim. For any dualizable category C there exists a set I and a monad A €
Algg, (Fun®([]Co.T]Co)), such that

I I

C =~ Mod (] [ Co)-
I
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Proof of Claim. Choose some generating collection of wy-compact objects (x; € C“')er.
By Corollary [C.5 we find strongly continuous functors F; : Co — C, i € I, such that
F;(Sr) =~ x;. We obtain the strongly continuous functor

cont

FIH%:HCO@’C-
I I

Since the image of F generates C by colimits, it follows from Proposition [C] that
C = Modprop(] | Co)- O
I

Next, we prove some implications from part 3).
iii)] = [(v)]. Recall that Sp is a x-compact object in Pr¥ _. Hence, any dualizable
St,k
object in Pr§t7 .. is also k-compact. This proves the implication.
V) = . Let (D;); be a r-directed system in Catd®® and D = lim D;. We onl
Y st — y

need to prove the following: if C — D;, is some k-strongly continuous funlctor such that
the composition C — D;, — D is strongly continuous, then there exists some i > ip such
that the composition C — D;, — D; is k-strongly continuous. To see this, note that the
composition

C — Ind(D;) — Ind(Calk™(D;,)) — Ind(Calk*™ (D))
is zero. By Proposition [L74] we have Calki™™ (D) = lim Calk{™"(D;). We deduce that for

(2
some i > iy the composition

C — Ind(D,) — Ind(Calke™ (D;,)) — Ind(Calk™"(D;))

is zero. This exactly means that the composition C — D;, — D; is strongly continuous.

= . Note that it is sufficient to prove that if A is k-compact in CatP®f,
then the functors ev and coev for Ind(A) are k-strongly continuous. Indeed, assuming
this, we can apply Lemma [C.8

So let A be in (CatP®f)*. Tt follows directly from Proposition that the functor
eumd(4) 1s k-strongly continuous: this exactly means that the spectra A(z,y) are k-
compact. To show that A4 = coeviq(4)(S) (the diagonal A-A-bimodule) is & -compact,
choose a k-small ind-system (A;); of compact (finitely presented) objects of CatP® such

that A = lim . A;. By a straightforward generalization of [TVQT7, Proposition 2.14], for each

(2
i the object Ay, is compact in Ind(A; ® A;”). Hence, the object Ay is k-compact: it is

a k-small filtered colimit of compact objects, namely
Ay=limA® Ay @ A

This proves the implication.
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— [(iii)]. First, we have a short exact sequence
0 — Cyp — Fun(Qg, Sp) — HSp — 0.
Q
Hence, Cy satisfies (iv) and by the above it also satisfies (i7i). If I is a x-small set, then
[1Co also satisfies (iii). If A e Funl([]Co,[[Co) is -compact, then by Lemma we
I I I

see that the category Moda(][Co) satisfies (iii).
I

We now prove 1). By the above, it suffices to prove that the category Catgt“al is generated

by colimits by the categories of the form Mod4(Cp), where A € Fun” (Co,Co) is an wy -
compact monad. Let C be an arbitrary dualizable category. Choose a generating collection
S of wq-compact objects of C such that for each s € S the object JAJ(S) is a formal colimit
of a sequence of objects of S. Then S is a directed union of countable subsets T' < S with
the same property. Denoting by Cr < C the full subcategory generated by T by colimits,
we see that Cr is dualizable, and the inclusion Cr — C is strongly continuous. By Corollary

[L.70, we have C ~ lim Cr. Hence, we may assume that S is countable. Then C is generated
TcS
by a single w;-compact object. Arguing as in 1), we obtain an equivalence C ~ Mod 4(Cy)

for some monad A € Fun” (Co,Cop). By Proposition [C.2] we can find an w; -directed system

(A;i); of wi-compact monads such that A = lim A;. Then C ~ Tlo_r)rﬁ Mod 4, (Cp). This proves

). ’ Z

- . Suppose that C is k-compact in Cat‘situal. We argue as in the proof of

Claim. We see that C is generated by a x-small collection of w;-compact objects {x;}icr.

We obtain a monad A € Fun’([]Co,[]Co) such that C ~ Moda([]Cp). Since [[Cy is &-
I I I I

compact in Catgtual, we deduce that C is x-compact in the category of dualizable categories

under |]Cy. By Proposition [C.1] this implies that A is k-compact.
I

We already proved that the conditions and are equivalent, and they are

implied by It remains to prove the implication = . So let C be k-compact
in Catd"® . By (ii), we have a strongly continuous functor [[Cy — C, |I| < &, such that
I

the image generates. Put D := [[Fun(QZ,Sp). Define the category & by the pushout
I

square in Catdal ;

[1Co —— C
I
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Since D is compactly generated, so is £. Since the categories [[Cp, C and D are
I

K -compact in Catstual, so is &. It follows that the category &¥ is k-compact in CatPe™ .

Since the functor F is fully faithful, so is G. Consider the quotient & = £/G(C). Then
&’ is compactly generated and £’ is k-compact in Catgt“al. Therefore, £ is k-compact

in CatPf. Hence, the short exact sequence
0->C—E—-E -0

has the required properties. O

APPENDIX D. URYSOHN’S LEMMA FOR DUALIZABLE CATEGORIES

In this section we prove the following result.

dual

Theorem D.1. The category Caty™ is generated by colimits by a single wi -compact object,

namely by the category Shvso(R;Sp).

Note that the classical Urysohn’s lemma for compact Hausdorff spaces essentially says
that the category CompHaus®” (the opposite category of compact Hausdorff spaces) is
generated by colimits by the unit interval [0,1]. The latter is easily seen to be an wj -
compact object.

We will again use the equivalence
Fum®E (Shvs(R; $p), €) ~ Fun™™ ™ (R U {+0})<, C),

given by Proposition [5.3l Slightly abusing the terminology, we will call a functor R¢ — C
strongly continuous if its left Kan extension to (R u {+00})< is strongly continuous. We
denote the category of such functors by Fun®"“" (R, C).

The following proposition essentially implies Theorem [D.1l

Proposition D.2. 1) Let C be a dualizable category. The functor ® : Fun®"“"(R¢,C) —
C, ®(F) = lim F(a), is a Verdier quotient. Its kernel is the full subcategory of ind-zero
functors, i.e. of functors F such that for any a € R there exists b > a such that the map
F(a) — F(b) is zero.

2) Denote by ¥ : Ind(C*') — Ind(Fun®"“"(R¢,C)) the right adjoint to Ind(®). Then

for a strongly continuous functor F :R¢ — C, we have

(D.1) V(Q(F)) =* lim "Fo f.
fR—>R
Here f runs through strictly monotone functions such that lim f(z) = 4o and

r——+00

lim f(x) = f(a) for aeR.

r—a
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The notation lim simply means that we look only at = < a. In other words, the last
r—a—
condition on f means that the endofunctor f:Rg¢ — R¢ commutes with existing colimits.

We will need the following basic fact about the sequential limits of directed colimits.

Lemma D.3. Let C be a presentable oo -category such that filtered colimits in C commute
with finite limits (i.e. strong (AB5) holds in C ) and (ABG) for countable product holds
in C (for example, C can be any compactly assembled presentable category, such as S
or Sp ). Let I be a directed poset, and consider N as a poset with the usual order. Let
F:NP? x I —C bea functor. Then we have a natural isomorphism

lialing F(n, ) = Ly Lim F(n, o(m),

n.o 1 p:N—>Insm
where @ runs through order-preserving maps. Here the set {(n,m) | n < m} is considered

as a subposet of NP x N,

Proof. Note that the inclusion
{(n,m) | n<m<n+1} - {(n,m) | n <m}
is final. It follows that for any functor G : {n < m} — C we have

lim G(n,m) ~ Eq(H G(n,n) 3 HG(n,n +1)),
n<m n n
where the two maps have components G(n,n) — G(n,n + 1) resp. G(n+ 1,n+1) —
G(n,n +1).

Note also that the poset of order-preserving maps N — [ is cofinal in the poset of all

maps N — . Using our assumptions on C, we obtain the isomorphisms

lim lim F'(n,i) = Eq Hhanz HHhanz));

no 1 i
( lim HF = lim HF n,p(n+1))) =
@NHI n p:N—I n
lim EqHanp —’Hano(n+1))); lim lim F(n,p(m)). O
<pN—>I p:N—Insm

Proof of Proposition [D.2. Since we already know that the functor ® is essentially surjec-
tive, it suffices to prove part 2). Indeed, (D.I)) implies that Ind(®) o ¥ ~ id, i.e. ® is a
homological epimorphism. If f: R — R is a function with required properties such that
f(z) =z for all x, then the cofinality of f implies that Cone(® — ® o f) is an ind-zero
functor R¢< — C. Hence, the kernel of Ind(®) is generated by colimits by ind-zero functors,
as required.

We now prove 2). Denote by J the poset of functions f : R — R with required

properties. Then J is a cofinal subposet of the poset P of all monotone functions f: R —
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R such that x1—i>I—',r-loo f(z) = +00. Since P is directed, so is J. Consider another subposet
I < P which consists of monotone functions f : R — R such that f takes values in N,
xl_i)rfoo (x) = +00, and f is constant on (—o0,0] and on each semi-open interval (n,n+ 1]
for n € N. Then [ is also cofinal in P.

Consider two strongly continuous functors F,G : R¢ — C. Note that for f € I, the
functor G o f is right Kan-extended from N < R. Applying Lemma [D.3] and using the
isomorphism JA/(h_n)l F(a)) = “lim” F'(n), we obtain the isomorphisms

a neN

Hom(lim F(a), lim G(b)) = lim lim Home (F'(n), G(k))
a b neN ke N

12

lim lim Home(F'(n),G(p(m))) = lim Hompyy,w,c)(Fin, G o @) =
p:N->Nnsm p:N—T

h_I,nHomFun(Rg,C) (Fa Go f) = li_I,nHomFun(Rg,C) (Fa Go f)
fel feJ

This proves (D). O

Proof of Theorem [D. 1. 1t suffices to prove the following: if a strongly continuous functor
F : C — D between dualizable categories induces an equivalence Fun®""“*(R.,C) —
Fun®"®™(R(, D), then F“! :C“ — D! is an equivalence.

It is clear that F“! is essentially surjective. The fully faithfulness follows directly from

Proposition [D.21 Namely, for strongly continuous G, H : R¢ — C we have

Hom(lim G(a),lim H (b)) = lim Hom(G,H o f) = lim Hom(FoG,FoHo f)=x
a b [ R->R [ R->R

Hom(F o G, F'o H o f) =~ Hom(lim F(G(a)),lim F(H(b))). O
a b

Remark D.4. Suppose that we know the cocompleteness of the category CompAss and the
wy -compactness of (R u {+mo0})< in CompAss (both are not difficult to check). It is easy
to deduce from the proof of Proposition that CompAss is generated by colimits by
(R U {+o0})<.

The same applies to the category of compactly assembled presentable categories and
strongly continuous left exact functors if we replace the poset (R U {+w0})< with the poset
[0,1] with the usual order (the former poset is not a presentable category since it does not

have an initial object).

APPENDIX E. PHANTOM MAPS, PURE INJECTIVITY AND ADAMS REPRESENTABILITY

Let C be a dualizable category, and let T = hC be its homotopy category. As in
Subsection [[.8], we denote by J the ideal of compact maps in 7%!. Recall that J? = J.
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Definition E.1. 1) We say that a right T“' -module M : T“V°P — Ab is almost zero if it is
annihilated by J. In other words, for any compact morphism f :x — y in T“, the map
M(f): M(y) — M(x) is zero.

2) We denote by Mod, -T“! the quotient of Mod-T“* by the full (Serre) subcategory of

almost zero modules.

The subcategory of almost zero modules is indeed a Serre subcategory since J? = J. We

make the following observation.

Proposition E.2. The quotient functor Mod-T“'" — Mod,-T*"* has an exact left adjoint
F:Mod,-T“ — Mod-T“! given by M — M Q7w J @71 J.

Proof. The description of the left adjoint is analogous to the corresponding statement in
the usual (commutative) almost mathematics [GabRam03|]. By Proposition [[.49] the tensor

product I = J®gw1 J is the quasi-ideal given by I(x,y) = mo Hom(Ye(z), Y (y)). It follows
from Proposition [E.9 below that I is flat on the left. O

We observe the following interpretation of local coherence of abelian categories.

Proposition E.3. Let A be a Grothendieck abelian category which is compactly generated.

The following are equivalent.

(i) A is locally coherent.
(ii) The functor Y : A — Ind(A) is exact.

Proof. = . If A is locally coherent, then category A“ is abelian and the
inclusion functor A“ — A is exact. Passing to ind-completions, we get the functor 37,
which is therefore exact.

- . Let f: 2 — y be a morphism in A¥. We need to show that the kernel
of f in A is also a compact object. Note that the maps Y(z) — Y(z) and Y(y) — V()
are isomorphisms. Since both functors Y and Y are left exact, we conclude that the map

Y(ker(f)) — Y(ker(f)) is also an isomorphism. This exactly means that ker(f) € A%, as
required. ]

We deduce the following basic properties of the abelian category Mod, -T“!.

Proposition E.4. 1) If C is compactly generated, then we have Mod, -T“" ~ Mod-T%.

2) In general, the category Mod,-T*' is a Grothendieck abelian category which satisfies
(AB4*) and (ABG). In particular, it is compactly assembled. The functor Y : Modg -T% —
Ind(Mod, -T“*) is exact.

Proof. 1) If C is compactly generated, then J is an ideal of maps in 7“' which factor

through an object of 7. Hence, the kernel of the (exact) restriction functor Mod-T%! —
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Mod -T% is the category of almost zero modules. Since its left adjoint is fully faithful, the
assertion follows.

2) Recall that the category of almost zero modules is closed under limits and colimits.
Since the axioms (AB4*) and (AB6) hold in Mod-7*", they also hold in Mod, -7*“"; this
is a special case of Roos’ theorem [Roo65]. It is clear that Mod,-T*" is a Grothendieck
category. Finally, the functor ) is the composition of exact functors:

*@T“’l J®TW1 J
_

Mod, -T*" Mod -7t &5 Tnd(Mod -T*') — Tnd(Mod, -T").

Here the middle functor is exact by Proposition [E.3] since the category T“' has weak
kernels. 0

Consider the functor G : T — Mod,-T“", which sends = to Homyp(—,z), considered

as an almost 7%! -module.

Lemma E.5. G is a cohomological functor which commutes with infinite coproducts. More-

over, G is conservative.

Proof. Tt is clear that G is a cohomological functor. Let {z;};c; be a collection of objects
of T. By the definition of compact morphisms, we see that the T“! -module
coker (P Homy (-, z;) — Homp(—, P z))
i i
is almost zero. This shows that G commutes with coproducts.
To show that G is conservative, it suffices to check that if G(z) = 0 then = = 0. But
the vanishing of G(z) means that any compact morphism y — x is zero. This implies that

T 1S zero. O

Definition E.6. Let f:x — y be a morphism in T.
1) f is phantom if for any compact morphism g:z — x we have fog=0.
2) [ is a pure monomorphism if the map Fiber(f) — = is phantom.

3) f is a pure epimorphism if the map y — Cone(f) is phantom.

Note that f is a phantom morphism resp. a pure monomorphism resp. a pure epimor-
phism in T if and only if the morphism G(f) is zero resp. a monomorphism resp. an

epimorphism in Mod, -7“*.

Definition E.7. We say that an object x € T 1is pure injective if for any phantom morphism
f 1y — z and for any morphism g :z — x we have go f = 0. Equivalently, for any pure
monomorphism f :y — z and for any map g :y — x there exists a map h:z — x such
that g = ho f.
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We refer to [Kr00, (GP04] for the usual notions of phantom maps, pure monomorphisms
and epimorphisms, and pure injective objects for compactly generated triangulated cate-
gories. We obtain the following description of the category of pure injective objects, which
is a straightforward generalization of the corresponding result for compactly generated cat-
egories [GP04, Theorem 4.1].

Proposition E.8. The functor G : T — Mod,-T“" induces an equivalence from the category

of pure injective objects of T to the category of injective objects of Modg -T“!.

Proof. Let M be an injective object of Mod,-T*“*. Consider the functor T°? — Ab given
by Hom(G(—), M). This is a cohomological functor (since M is injective), which commutes
with products. Hence, it is represented by some object H (M) € T. Moreover, H(M) is a
pure injective object of T, since G annihilates phantom morphisms. We obtain a functor
H from the category of injective almost 7“!-modules to the category of pure injective
objects of T. Note that we have a functorial isomorphism G(H(M)) =~ M.

Let now = € T be a pure injective object, and choose a monomorphism G(x) — M,
where M is injective. Then the map x — H(M) is a pure monomorphism. Since x is
pure injective, z is a direct summand of H(M). Hence, G(z) is a direct summand of
G(H(M)) = M. We conclude that G(z) is injective.

It remains to recall that G is conservative, hence the map x — H(G(x)) is an isomor-

phism for any pure injective x € T. O

Recall that if A is an additive category with weak kernels, then a right A-module M is
called fp-injective if for any finitely presented right A -module N we have Ext}A(N ,M) =0

Proposition E.9. Let S be a small triangulated category and F : S°? — Ab an additive

functor. The following are equivalent.

(i) F is cohomological.
(ii) F is flat as an S -module.

(i) F is fp-injective as an S -module.

Proof. For an object = € S, we denote by h, the corresponding representable right S -
module.

— Flatness of F' means that for any finitely presented S module N, any
morphism N — F factors through a representable module. Let N = coker(h, — hy)
for some morphism f : x — y in S. Then the map N — F' is given by an element of
a € ker(F(y) — F(x)). Note that z = Cone(f) is a weak cokernel of f in S. Hence,
the map N — F factors through a representable module iff « is in the image of the map
F(z) —» F(y). We conclude that F' is flat if and only if F' is cohomological.
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— Let N = coker(h, ER hy) be a finitely presented module, for some
morphism f : 2 — y in S. Let z = Fiber(f). Then we have an exact sequence of S -
modules

h, = hy = hy — N — 0.
It follows that Ext!(N,F) = ker(F(x) — F(2))/Im(F(y) — F(z)). We conclude that F

is fp-injective if and only if F' is cohomological. O

We say that an almost module M € Mod, -T** is almost cohomological if it is isomorphic
to an image of a cohomological T“! -module. Equivalently, this means that the T“* -module
M @pwr J @i J is flat.

Proposition E.10. The functor G : T — Mod,-T“" takes values in almost cohomological

almost T -modules.

Proof. Indeed, for any object z € T the T“' -module Homp(—,z) is flat. O

We can now prove a generalization of Adams representability theorem for w;-compact

dualizable categories.

Theorem E.11. Let C be a dualizable category which is wq -compact in Cat‘situal. Denote by
T the homotopy category of C. Then the functor G : T — Mod,-T**, G(x) = Homp(—,x),
1s full and conservative, and its essential image is exactly the full subcategory of almost
cohomological almost modules. More precisely, for x,y € T we have a functorial short

exact sequence of abelian groups:
(E.1) 0 — Ext}(G(z), G(y[-1])) — Homy(z,y) — Hom(G(x),G(y)) — 0.

In particular, the abelian group of phantom maps = — y 1is identified with

Ext!(G(x),G(y[-1])). The composition of any two phantom maps is zero.

Note that if C is compactly generated, then C is an wi-compact object of Caut‘situal if and
only if the triangulated category hC¥ is countable. Thus, Theorem [E.TT]is a generalization
of Neeman’s theorem [Nee97, Theorem 5.1, Proposition 4.11] if we restrict to triangulated

categories with oo-enhancement.

Proof. Essentially the theorem follows from the following statement.
Claim. For any x € T, the object G(x) € Mod,-T“* has injective dimension at most 1.
Assume that Claim holds. Take some objects z,y € T, and choose an injective resolution
of G(y) of length 1:
0-Gly) - Ih L1 —o0.
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Consider the pure injective objects H(ly), H(I1) € T, and the map H(f): H(ly) — H(L1)
(where the functor H is defined in the proof of Proposition [E.8). We obtain a (non-
unique) map y — Fiber(H(f)), which becomes an isomorphism after applying G. Since

G is conservative, we obtain an exact triangle
y — H(lo) » H(I) — y[1].

It follows that we have a short exact sequence

(E.2) 0 — coker(Homyp(x, H(Ip)[—1]) — Homyp(z, H(I1)[—1])) — Homp(z,y) —
ker(Homy (z, H(Iy)) — Homp(x, H(I;))) — 0.

By construction of the functor H, we see that the sequence is exactly of the form (E.J).

In particular, we see that any phantom map ¢ :x — y factors through H(I;)[—1] (and
vice versa). If h:z — x is another phantom map, then goh = 0 since H(I;)[—1] is pure
injective.

Proof of Claim. By Theorem [C.0] there exists a fully faithful strongly continuous functor

perf - Denote by S the homotopy category

C — Ind(A), where A is w;-compact in Cat
of Ind(A). By Proposition [[.G] the category S“ is countable, i.e. it has at most countably
many isomorphism classes of objects, and the sets of morphisms are at most countable.

Since the functor T“' — S“! preserves compact morphisms, we have a well-defined
quotient functor

® : Mod-S“ ~ Mod, -S“* — Mod, -T“".

Its left adjoint ¥ : Mod,-T“! — Mod-S¥ is fully faithful. Moreover, ¥ takes almost
cohomological almost modules to flat modules, because the extension of scalars functor
Mod -T“* — Mod-S“! preserves flatness. We also observe that W is exact: composing ¥
with the conservative exact functor Mod-5S“ — Mod-5“!, we obtain the functor which is
isomorphic to the composition of exact functors

—Qqw1 JQpwy
—_—

Mod,, -7 7, Mod -T“' — Mod -S.

Now, applying Proposition [E9] we see that W¥(G(x)) is fp-injective. Since S is
countable, it follows that W(G(z)) has injective dimension at most 1. Since ¥ is ex-
act, the functor ® preserves injective objects. Since ® is also exact, we conclude that
G(z) = ®(¥(G(x))) has injective dimension at most 1. O

Theorem is proved. O

Remark E.12. One can also prove Theorem [E11 without choosing an embedding C —

Ind(A). One can define the notion of fp-injective objects in any compactly assembled
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Grothendieck abelian category B (equivalently, a Grothendieck abelian category satisfying
(ABG)), such that the functor Y : B — Ind(B) is exact. Namely, an object = € B is

fo-injective if for any y,z € BY* and for any compact morphism f:y — z, the map

Ext!(f,z) : Ext!(z,2) — Ext!(y, x)

is zero. If moreover BY' is a Serre subcategory of B, then one can show that any fp-injective

object of B has injective dimension at most 1.

Now, for any dualizable category C, an almost hC*! -module is almost cohomological

if and only if it is fp-injective in Mod, -hC“!.

(Modg -hC¥)“r s a Serre subcategory in Mod,-h C“!.

If C is wy-compact, it can be shown that

This gives an alternative (intrinsic)

way to show that G(x) has injective dimension at most 1 for any x € hC.

Remark E.13. If B is a Grothendieck abelian category with (AB6) and (AB4*), then one
can define flat objects of B intrinsically. Namely, an object x € B is flat if for any compact

morphism y — x and for any object z € B the map Ext!(z,z) — Ext!(y,2) is zero.

If C is a dualizable category, then a right almost hC¥! -module is almost cohomological

if and only if it is flat in Mod, -h C*".

APPENDIX F. ANALOGY BETWEEN DUALIZABLE CATEGORIES AND COMPACT

HAUSDORFF SPACES

Denote by CompHaus the category of compact Hausdorff spaces, and denote by

ProFin < CompHaus the full subcategory of profinite sets.

We have a functor

CompHaus® — Catd"®, X + Shv(X;Sp). By Corollary B.I5] the category Shv(X;Sp) is
compactly generated if and only if X is profinite.

It turns out that a lot of statements about dualizable categories discussed in this paper

have very natural analogues for compact Hausdorff spaces. The table below summarizes this

analogy. Here for a topological space X we denote by Q(X) its set of quasi-components,

with the quotient topology. Recall that quasi-components of X are equivalence classes of

points, where x ~ y if any open-closed subset of X containing z also contains y.

Table 1: Dualizable categories and compact Hausdorff spaces

dual

The category Catg'® of dualizable categories

The opposite category CompHaus®” of com-

pact Hausdorfl spaces

The full subcategory Cat® < Catdu! of com-

pactly generated categories

The full subcategory ProFin®? ¢ CompHaus”

of profinite sets

The functor Catd®® — Cat®, C — Ind(C¥)

The functor CompHaus”? — ProFin??, X —

Q(X) (the space of quasi-components)
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For C € Catd"® we have (C/Ind(C¥))* =0

For X € CompHaus”, we have Q(X) =

mo(X), i.e. quasi-components are connected

The category CatS® ~ CatP° is generated by
colimits by the single compact object Sp“

The category ProFin® ~ Ind(Fin“) is gener-
ated by colimits by the single compact object

{0,1}

dual

The category Catg'® is generated by colimits

by the single wi-compact object Shvso(R;Sp)

The category CompHaus® is generated by col-
imits by the single wj-compact object [0, 1]

The category Cat3@! satisfies (AB4*), (AB6)

The category CompHaus? satisfies (AB4%),
(AB6)

Weak (AB5) holds in Catd"! : the class of fully
faithful functors is closed under filtered colim-

its

Weak (AB5*) holds in CompHaus : the class
of surjective maps is closed under cofiltered

limits

The functor (—)¥ : Catd®@ — CatP! com-

mutes with filtered colimits

The functor Q(—) :

commutes with cofiltered limits

CompHaus — ProFin

dual

The inclusion Catsy — Cat$™ commutes with

infinite products

The inclusion ProFin — CompHaus com-

mutes with infinite coproducts

In Catd"! sequential colimits do not commute

with finite limits

In CompHaus, sequential limits do not com-

mute with finite colimits

pushouts in Catda!

Localizations (=quotient func- | Injective ~ maps  (=monomorphisms) in
tors=epimorphisms) in Catdu?! CompHaus
Fully faithful functors (=monomorphisms) in | Surjective =~ maps  (=epimorphisms) in
Catdua! CompHaus
Localizations are stable under pullbacks in | Injective maps are stable under pushouts in
Catdua! CompHaus
Fully faithful functors are stable wunder | Surjective maps are stable under pullbacks in

CompHaus

The non-full inclusion Cat$® — Prk is conser-

vative and commutes with colimits

The (faithful) forgetful functor CompHaus —

Set is conservative and commutes with limits

Pullbacks of localizations are preserved by the

cg L
functor Catgy — Prg

Pushouts of injective maps are preserved by

the forgetful functor CompHaus — Set

Below we prove the statements from the right column of Table [[l which are non-standard.

Consider the category Ban; of Banach vector spaces over R, where the morphisms are

contracting linear maps (i.e.
CompHaus” — Ban;, X — C(X;R).

the bounded maps of norm < 1).

We have a functor
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Lemma F.1. The category Ban; satisfies (AB4*) and (AB6).

Proof. The product in Ban; of a family {(V;,|| - ||;)}ier is given by the subspace of the
naive product, formed by elements (v;);e; such that sup,c; ||vi||; < 00, with the norm given
by

|[(vi)ier|| = sup ||vg];-
1

Epimorphisms in Ban; are maps with a dense image. It follows that Ban; satisfies (AB4*),
i.e. the class of epimorphisms is closed under products.

Filtered colimits in Ban; are obtained by taking the completion (of the separation of) of
naive
the naive filtered colimit. Here the norm on the naive (filtered) colimit lim V; is defined

jed
by
nawve
loll=  inf Al ve lim V.
(jeJweVj,w—v) et

To show that (AB6) holds in Banj, recall the presentable compactly assembled category
PreNorm; (of prenormed vector spaces and contractive maps) from Example [[.34l Since
PreNorm; is compactly assembled, it satisfies (AB6). It remains to observe that the comple-

tion functor PreNorm; — Ban; commutes with all colimits and with infinite products. [

Lemma F.2. The functor C(—;R) : CompHaus®” — Ban; is conservative, detects epimor-

phisms and commutes with products and with filtered colimits.

Proof. The functor C(—;R) is conservative by Urysohn’s lemma. By Tietze extension the-
orem, the functor C'(—;R) detects epimorphisms (and also detects regular epimorphisms).

Now, the product of {X;}ier in CompHaus? is given by B([[; Xi) — Stone-Cech com-
pactification of the disjoint union. For any topological space Y, continuous functions on
BY are identified with bounded continuous functions on Y. It follows that the functor
C(—;R) commutes with products.

Finally, consider a codirected system J% — CompHaus, j — X;, where J is di-
rected, and put X = lim X;. By Stone-Weierstrass theorem, the union of the images
Im(C(X;;R) — C(X; ]R))j is a dense subalgebra. It remains to observe that the map from
the naive colimit lim C'(X;;R) to C(X;R) is isometric. Indeed, this follows from the fact

j
that for any j € J and for any neighborhood of U > Im(X — Xj;) there is some k > j
such that Im(X;, — X;) < U. It follows that the functor C(—;R) commutes with filtered

colimits. n
Corollary F.3. The category CompHaus”? satisfies (AB4*) and (ABG).

Proof. This follows directly from Lemmas [F.1] and O
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Proposition F.4. The functor ProFin — CompHaus commutes with coproducts.

Proof. Consider a family of profinite sets {X;};c;r. We need to show that the space 3(] [, Xi)
is totally disconnected. It suffices to show that the locally constant R -valued functions on
B(L1; Xi) are dense in the space of all continuous functions.

Consider a function f: 5(] [, X;) — R corresponding to a family of continuous functions
fi : Xi; = R, such that for some C' > 0 we have ||f;|| < C, i€ I. Take some ¢ > 0, and
choose an integer N > % Since X; is profinite, we can find a locally constant function
gi + X; — R such that ||g; — fi|| < e and g; takes values in the finite set {% i —n <
k < n}. Then the corresponding function g : 5(] [; X;) — R is also locally constant and
lg—fll <e. 0

Proposition F.5. The category CompHaus® is generated by colimits by the closed unit
interval [0,1], which is an wy -compact object. In particular, the category CompHaus” is

w1 -presentable, and the wy -compact objects are precisely the metrizable spaces.

Proof. To see that the object [0,1] is wj-compact in CompHaus, it suffices to observe
that wq -filtered colimits in Ban; can be computed naively, i.e. the naive colimit is already
complete (and separated). By Urysohn’s lemma, the functor C(—,[0,1]) : CompHaus” —
Set is conservative. Hence, the object [0,1] generates the category CompHaus? by col-
imits.

Now, the full subcategory of metrizable spaces in CompHaus contains the final object
and is closed under fiber products and countable products. Hence, metrizable spaces in
CompHaus® are closed under wy -small colimits. It remains to show that they are generated
by [0,1] via w;-small colimits.

Let X be a metrizable compact Hausdorff space. Choose an injective map X — [0, 1]N .
Denote by Y the pushout [0,1]N Lix [0,1]Y. Then Y is also metrizable, and we choose an
injective map Y — [0,1]N. Composing it with the two maps [0,1]Y — Y, we obtain two
self-maps of f,g:[0,1]N — [0,1]N. The equalizer Eq(f,g) is isomorphic to X. O

Proposition F.6. The functor Q(—) = my(—) : CompHaus — ProFin commutes with cofil-

tered limits.
Proof. Consider a codirected system J° — CompHaus, j — Xj;, and put X = lim Xj,

J
mj: X — X, mj: Xy — X, for k> j. Passing to Boolean algebras, we need to show that

the map lim ClOpen(X;) — ClOpen(X) is an isomorphism. Given an open-closed U < X,

j
consider its characteristic function xy. Then for some j we have a continuous function

[+ X; — R such that [|77f —xv < LIl. Then {z: f(z) > 2} is an open-closed subset of
Xj, and its preimage in X equals U.
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Suppose that V < X; is an open-closed subset such that 7T;1(V) = . Then 7;(X) c
X;\V, hence for some k> j we have m;(X;) < X;\V, ie. w,;jl(V) = . O

Proposition F.7. Sequential limits in CompHaus do not commute with finite colimits.

Proof. Consider the surjective map {0,1} — [0,1], (an)ns0 — D, @27 " L Put X =

n=0

{0,1}" and Y = X x[g1) X. Then [0,1] = Coeq(Y =3 X).
Put X,, = {0,1}", Then the diagram Y =3 X is the limit of (Y =3 X,,),,, but Coeq(Y =
Xp) is a one-element set for n > 0. Hence, the sequential limits do not commute with

coequalizers in CompHaus . O

APPENDIX G. K-THEORY OF PRODUCTS OF EXACT INFINITY-CATEGORIES

G.1. Products of additive infinity-categories. Given a small additive oo-category A, we
denote by Stab(A) its stabilization. By [Bon, Theorem 5.3.1, Proposition 6.2.1], if A is
Karoubi complete, then so is Stab(A). Given a,b€ Z, a < b, we denote by Stab(A)[,p ©
Stab(A) the full subcategory generated by Alc], a < ¢ < b. We put Stab(A)_y, 1) =
U Stab(A)(c,p), and similarly Stab(A)[a 100y = (U Stab(A)[a,c-

c<b c=a

The following result is due to A. Cérdova Fedeli.
Theorem G.1. [Cor23l Proposition 2.10] Let {A;}icr be a collection of Karoubi complete
additive small oo -categories. We have an isomorphism in Mot :
Unoe(Stab(] [ A)) = Usoc(] | Stab(A)).
iel iel
Since we will need an analogous statement for t-structures, we recall the proof from

[Cor23] with some simplifications.
We introduce some notation. Put C = [ [ Stab(A;). Given functions f,g: I —Z, f <y,

i€l
we put
(G.1) Crrg = [J [ [ Stab(Aiie)—c.e6) e
c>0 1
(G.2) Clooyg] = U [ ] Stab(As) (e gi)+es
c>0 1
(G.3) Clfrom) = U H Stab(Ai) (£(1)—c,+0)
c>0 1

For any function f: I — Z, we denote by %/ : ] Stab(A;) — []Stab(A;) the product
of the functors X/ : Stab(A;) — Stab(A;).



K-THEORY AND LOZALIZING INVARIANTS OF LARGE CATEGORIES 117
Lemma G.2. [Cor23, Lemma 2.9] 1) For each f:1 — N, the functors
id, 227« (] [ Stab(Ai))[o,+00) H Stab(A;))[0,100)»
i

have the same class in Ko(Fun((H Stab(A;))0,+o0) (]_[ Stab(A;))o,+c0)))-

2) Analogous statement holds for the same functors

id, »%/ H Stab(A H Stab(A;))[o,21]

Proof. In both cases, we have the following equalities in K :

Q) 1@

[Ezf]:[n(g_) Ezk H 6}) H(@ E% H G}DO E%

i k=0 i k=0
f(@) 2k f(@)
T1@> H >’
This proves the lemma. O

Lemma G.3. [Cor23, Proof of Proposition 2.7] The map Uoc(([]Stab(Ai)),+00)) —

Uoe(J] Stab(Ay)) is an isomorphism in Mot .

Proof. Since (AB6) holds in CatP®!, we have

Unoo(] [ Stab(As)) 2 Uioe(limy (] [ Stab(Ai))[—af100)) = lim Uioc( HStab D)2t 1o0))-
i f:I-N i fI—»N

Hence, it suffices to prove that for any f: I — N the map
Unoo(] [ Stab(Ai)o,+00)) — Uhoe(] | Stab(Ai))[—2t,1oc))
is an isomorphism. This follows from Lemma O

Lemma G.4. [Cor23, Proof of Proposition 2.10] Left f : I — N be a function. Then the

functor
@ : Cpo,11/Ci1,11 = Clo,+00)/Clf,+00)

s an equivalence.

Proof. Essential surjectivity of ®. Take some object = = (2;); € C[g 4o0). Then for some

c >0 we have x; € Stab(Aj)[_¢ o) for all i€ I. Choose exact triangles
Yi — T; —> 2, Y; € Stab(A )[ of(i)]> %i € Stab(Ai)[f(i)_,_L_,_oo).

Then y = (y:)i € Clo,5), # = (2i)i € C[f4+), and the map y — = becomes an isomorphism

in Cpo,+00)/C[f,+e)- This proves that ® is essentially surjective.
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Let now Let = = (v;);, y = (yi); be objects of C[y s, and denote by Z and g their

images in Cjo 71/Ciy,f]-
Fullness of h ®. Consider a map f : ®(Z) — ®(y), represented by a roof =z — z « y,
where 2 = (2;); € Clo1w), and Cone(y — 2) € C[f4x). Take ¢ > 0 such that
T3, Yi € Stab(Ai)[—cf(i)+c]» 2i € Stab(Aj)[_c,4o0), and Cone(y; — 2;) € Stab(Asi)[()—c,+o0)-
Choose w; € Stab(Aj)[_cf(i)+c] and the maps w; — 2;, i € I such that Cone(w; — 2;) €
Stab(Ai)[£(i)+c+1,+00)- Then we can choose factorizations y; — w; — z;, and automatically
Cone(y; — w;) € Stab(Ai)[t(1)—c,f(i)+e+1]-

Putting w = (w;);, we have w € C[g s, Cone(y — w) € Cjz 5, and Cone(w — 2) €

Cf,+o)- Therefore, the roof z — w <« y represents a morphism g : T — y such that
®(g) = f.
Faithfulness of h ®. Consider a map f : & — y such that ®(f) = 0. We may assume
that f can be lifted to a morphism f: x — y. Then there exists a map ¢ : y — z,
z = (2)i € Clo 1), such that Cone(g) € C[f 1) and gf = 0. Arguing as above, we can
construct a factorization y row S s of g, such that w € Cpo ), Cone(h) € Ciyr,» and
hf:O.Hencef:O. g
Proof of Theorem [G 1. By Lemma[G.3] it is sufficient to prove that the map Uy (C[Qo]) —
Uoe(Clo,4)) is an isomorphism. By (AB6) in CatP*™ | we have

Unoce (Clo,+00)) = Uioc( lim Cpoof) = lim Uioe(Cpo,247)-
f:I-N f:I—-N

Hence, it is sufficient to prove that for any f: I — N the map Uioc(Co,01) — Uioc(Clo,21])

is an isomorphism. Combining Lemmas [G.2] and [G.4] we obtain equivalences

Cone(Uoc(Clo,0) = Uioc(Clo,257)) = Cone(Uioc(Clar2f]) = Uioe(Clo2f])) =
Uioc(Co,211/Cr2r,211) = Uroe(Clo,+00)/Claf,+0)) =
Cone(Uoc(Claf,+w)) = Uioc(Clo,+o0))) = 0.
This proves the theorem. O

G.2. Products of stable categories with bounded t-structures. We will need the following
analogue of Theorem [GIl Let {C;}ic; be a family of stable categories with bounded ¢ -
structures. Denote by (J]C;)P* < []C; the full subcategory formed by objects = = (z;);

7 7
such that the objects z; have uniformly bounded homological amplitude.

Theorem G.5. We have an isomorphism

uloc((n Ci)bnd) g Z/[10C<H C,)
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Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Theorem [G.1] with minor changes,
which we indicate.

For a stable category B with a bounded t-structure and for integers a < b we denote
by Bap < B the full subcategory formed by objects whose homology is concentrated in
degrees between a and b, and similarly for B_y 4], Bla,1o0)-

Put D :=[]C;. Given functions f,g:I — Z, f < g, we define the subcategories D[, ),
D(—op)s D[a;w) analogously to (G.I)-(G.3]).

Analogously to Lemma [G.3] one shows that we have an isomorphism Uioc(D(—c0,01) =
Uoc(D).

Analogously to Lemma [G.4], one proves that for any function f : I — N the functor
Di—t,01/P=f,—f] = D(—0,01//D(—c0,—y] 18 an equivalence.

Then one concludes that Uiee(Dio,0)) = Uioc(D(—w0,0)); Proving the theorem. O

G.3. Products of exact oo-categories. Recall the notion of an exact oo -category.

Definition G.6. An exact oo -category is a triple (E,ET,ET), where &£ is an additive oo -
category and ST,ST c & are subcategories such that the following conditions hold.

1) Every morphism 0 — x (resp. = — 0 ) is in & (resp. ET).

2) Pushouts of morphisms in & exist, and the class of morphisms in E; is closed under
pushouts. Pullbacks of morphisms in E' exist and the class of morphisms in ET is closed
under pullbacks.

3) For a commutative square

the following are equivalent:
a) the square is coCartesian, fe€ & and g€ et

b) the square is Cartesian, f'e & and ¢' € ET.

By definition, a short exact sequence is a biCartesian square of the form
f

r ——y

|

0 —— 2
where f € & and g € ET. A total cofiber of such a square is by definition a primitive
acyclic object. The full subcategory of acyclic objects Stab(£)2¥!Stab(€) is the stable

subcategory generated by the primitive acyclic objects. The stable hull of £ is the category
HH(E) := Stab(&)/Stab(£)2¥°!; we follow the notation of [Kle22].
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Proposition G.7. For an eract oo -category £, the category Stab(€)*¥ has a bounded
t -structure, and the functor Stab(£)*¥° — Ind(Stab(€)) is t -ezact.

Proof. Note that if T is a triangulated category with a ¢-structure, and A c TV is a weak
Serre subcategory of the heart, then the full triangulated subcategory S < T generated
by A has a bounded f-structure with the heart A. In particular, the functor S — T is
t -exact.

Consider the category Ind(Stab(£)) with its standard ¢ -structure. By [Kle22, Proposi-
tion 3.10], the primitive acyclic objects are contained in the heart Ind(Stab(£))¥. Moreover,
by [Kle22, Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 3.12] they form a weak Serre subcategory. The propo-

sition follows. O

Theorem G.8. Let {&;}ier be a family of small idempotent-complete exact oo -categories.

We have an isomorphism
Unoe(Met ([ [ £)) = Uroo(] [ Hst(E1)).
i i
Corollary G.9. K -theory of exact oo -categories commutes with infinite products.
Proof. Indeed, By Theorem [G.8] and Theorem we have

K(H EARS K(’Hst(H &)) = K(H Hoi (&) = HK(Hst(é’i)) ~ HK(&-). O

Proof of Theorem [G.8. We have a map of short exact sequences of stable categories:

0 —— Stab([]&)* —— Stab([[&) —— HI([[&) —— 0
0 —— [[Stab(&)*¥ —— [[Stab(&) —— [[H*(&) — 0.

By Theorem [G.1, .. applied to the middle vertical arrow is an isomorphism. By
Theorem applied to the bounded t-structures on Stab(&;)2¥°! from Proposition [G.7,

Uioe applied to the left vertical arrow is an isomorphism. Hence, U, applied to the right

vertical arrow is an isomorphism. This proves the theorem. O
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