GALOIS THEORY OF DIFFERENTIAL SCHEMES

BEHRANG NOOHI AND IVAN TOMASIC

ABSTRACT. Since 1883, Picard-Vessiot theory had been developed as the Ga-
lois theory of differential field extensions associated to linear differential equa-
tions. Inspired by categorical Galois theory of Janelidze, and by using novel
methods of precategorical descent applied to algebraic-geometric situations,
we develop a Galois theory that applies to morphisms of differential schemes,
and vastly generalises the linear Picard-Vessiot theory, as well as the strongly
normal theory of Kolchin.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. History. Clasically, a Picard-Vessiot extension (L,dr,)/(K, k) of differential
fields yields a linear algebraic group

G = Gal™v(L/K)
over the common field of constants k = Const(L,dr) = Const(K,dx) such that

there is a Galois correspondence between the intermediate differential field exten-
sions and Zariski closed subgroups of G, and

G(k) ~ Aut((L,0L)/(K, 6k )),

as explained in B.11
The Picard-Vessiot ring is a (K, i )-algebra

(Av 514)
with fraction field (L,dr), such that (X,d0x) = Spec(A,d4) is a G-torsor over
(Y, 0y) = Spec(K, dk) in the sense that
(X7 5X) X(Y,5y) (X7 5X) = (X) 5X) X(XU,O) (G7 0))

where we consider Xy = Spec(k) and G as differential schemes endowed with zero
derivations.

Janelidze realised that Picard-Vessiot theory fits into the framework of his cat-
egorical Galois theory through the adjunction

o-Aff

between the categories of affine differential schemes and affine schemes, where
S(Spec(R,dr)) = Spec(Const(R,dr)), C(Spec(R)) = Spec(R,0).

He emphasised in [I3] and [14] that the key object, the morphism of relative Galois
descent, is in fact the torsor

f(X,0x) = (Y, dy),
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and not the extension of differential fields, and that the Picard-Vessiot Galois group
agrees with the categorical Galois group,

Gal”™V(L/K) ~ Gal[f] = S(X xy X),

as explained in (.8

During the visit of the second author to Tsukuba in 2023, Akira Masuoka asked
whether categorical Galois theory approach automatically recovers the classical
Picard-Vessiot Galois correspondence. To our surprise, we observed that Carboni-
Janelidze-Magid correspondence from [8] in the affine context only establishes a
correspondence between split affine quotients of X over Y and effective subgroups
of G = Gal[f], i.e., those closed subgroups H such that G/H is represented by an
affine scheme, see

We realised that, contrary to the popular belief, Picard-Vessiot theory is not
an entirely affine affair, and that the categorical Picard-Vessiot theory must be
extended to the correspondence between the split quasi-projective fpgc quotients
of (X,dx) over (Y,dy), and closed subgroups of G, and that the intermediate
differential fields from the classical correspondence appear as function fields of those
quasi-projective quotients.

On the other hand, the Galois theory of a strongly normal differential field
extension (L, d)/(K, dk) of Kolchin [I5] is known to give rise to a general algebraic
group G over k and a general differential scheme (X, dx) that acts as a torsor for
G through a relation analogous to the above, [5], [7], [23].

Michael Wibmer informed us of the idea of a number of researchers in differential
algebra, including Jerry Kovacic, to interpret the strongly normal theory using
categorical Galois theory, and this was independently posed as a desirable project
by Janelidze in [14]. The difficulty lies in the fact that, with no reasonable notion of
differential scheme, does the natural extension of the functor C' above to a functor
between schemes and differential schemes

0-Sch

> ’
Sch

admit a left adjoint, so the classical categorical Galois theory cannot be invoked.

We resolve the apparent conundrum by constructing a very partial left adjoint
using Bardavid’s idea of categorical scheme of leaves [2], and by using an indexed
version of categorical Galois theory from [6], eventually proving Theorem that
simultaneously explains the quasi-projective aspect of Picard-Vessiot theory and
applies to strongly normal theory.

We proceed much further and develop a Galois theory of arbitrary differential
scheme morphisms, as explained below.

1.2. Differential algebraic geometry. In this paper, a differential scheme

is a scheme (X, Ox) endowed with a derivation dx on its structure sheaf Ox, i.e.,
with a vector field.
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Given a scheme S, we define a category of S-differential schemes
6—SChS

consisting of schemes over S endowed by S-derivations.
The spectrum of a differential ring has a natural structure of a differential scheme,
affording a right adjoint
Spec : 0-Rng®® — §-Sch
to the global sections functor. A differential scheme is affine, if it is isomorphic to
a spectrum of a differential ring, and the category of affine differential schemes is
anti-equivalent to the category of differential rings, i.e.,

0-Aff ~ 6-Rng°P,

which is consistent with our discussion of affine differential schemes above.
A natural functor

C:Sch — §-Sch, (X,0x)— (X,(0x,0))
allows us to consider a scheme as a differential scheme with a trivial derivation/zero

vector field, but it does not have a left adjoint. Based on the ideas of Bardavid [2]
4.2], we define a categorical scheme of leaves

mo(X)
of a differential scheme (X, dx) to be the morphism
(X,0x) = C(mo(X))

which is universal from (X,dx) to C. It exists only for rare differential schemes
(X,d0x), but this construction provides a partial left adjoint 7y to C' when it does.

1.3. Differential schemes as precategory actions and descent. We make a
key novel observation that S-differential schemes can be viewed as actions of an
internal precategory

D(S)
in Sch/g associated to infinitesimal augmentations of S that we can symbolically
write

Sleo, 1/ (€5, €oer, €7) == S[el/(¢*) = §

i.e., that there is an equivalence of categories ([.5])
0-Schg ~ (Sch/S)D(S).

It was previously known that differential schemes can be viewed as ‘actions of
a pointed set’ associated to the augmentation structure S[e?]/(e?) — S, but the
fact that we can view them as precategory actions gives us a very direct access
to a theory of descent, given that precategory actions are essentially generalised
descent data. More generally, we can translate problems from differential algebraic
geometry into the known realm of algebraic geometry.

In algebraic geometry, descent usually works only for very specific indexed data
on schemes, so we work with a chosen pseudofunctor

& : (Schyg)°? — Cat,

and extend it in a natural way, using precategory actions, to a pseudofunctor on
differential schemes
6-2 : §-Schy’ — Cat.
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In the special case when (V) is a certain class of scheme morphisms with target
V', the category 0-Z (X, dx) consists of differential scheme morphisms with target
(X, dx) whose underlying scheme morphism belongs to the class &.

If X = (X3, X1, Xo) is a precategory in Sch/g that corresponds to a differential
scheme (X, dp) viewed as an D(S)-action, then the categorical scheme of leaves of
(X, 0x) agrees with the scheme of connected components of X,

o (X) 2 0 (X) = Coeq (X1 == Xo)

whenever either of them exist in Schyg.
Moreover, (X, dx) is simple with respect to &, provided the above coequaliser
exists and is universal for &. This condition ensures that the precategory morphism

nx : X — A(Tfo(X))

to the dicrete precategory associated to the scheme 7 (X) is of precategorical de-
scent, i.e., the induced functor of precategory actions

Cx : P(mo(X)) = PAmE) "y % o 5 p( X 6x)

is fully faithful.
By developing the theory of descent in the category of differential schemes as
precategory actions, we establish in [4.32] that a morphism

f : (X,éx) — (K&y)

is of effective descent for -2, if the associated morphism (fo, f1, f2) of precategory
actions satisfies that the underlying scheme morphism fy : X — Y is of effective
descent for &, and f; is descent for 2.

Consequently, such an f is of effective descent for the fibration of polarised
quasi-projective differential morphisms if fy is faithfully flat quasi-compact (fpqc).
Moreover, if the target of f is a spectrum of a differential field, then it is of effective
descent for the class of quasi-projective differential morphisms.

1.4. Galois theory of differential schemes. A good understanding of the two
types of descent provides all the ingredients needed for a Picard-Vessiot style cate-
gorical Galois theory of differential schemes. The framework for the indexed version
of categorical Galois theory involves the following choices:

(1) let S be a scheme, and
Z = SCh/S
be the category of schemes over S;

(2) let o be the full subcategory of -Schg of those S-differential schemes that
have a categorical scheme of leaves, hence we obtain a functor

mo A = X
(3) a pseudo-functor
P P — Cat,
determining a pseudofunctor §-& : &7°P — Cat;

(4) let
C=C?:Pomy— -2
be the pseudo-natural transformation whose component at (X,d) € <7 is
the functor C'x discussed above.
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We define the category
Splite (f)
as the full subcategory of objects P € §-Z(Y) such that f*P ~ Cx(Q) for some

Q € P(mo(X)).
We define a morphism f : (X,dx) — (Y, dy) in & to be pre-Picard- Vessiot with
respect to &, if

(i) f is a morphism of effective descent for §-Z;
(ii)) X, X xy X, X xy X xy X are simple for Z.
If we have

(5) a suitable (in the sense of [.2]) pseudo-natural transformation
U:. 9=

to a fibration . associated with a class of scheme morphisms,

then we define f to be Picard- Vessiot with respect to U if, in addition to the first,
it satisfies the strengthening of the second condition,

(ii") X issimple for . and f is auto-split for .# in the sense that f € Splitos (f).
The assumption that f is pre-Picard-Vessiot for &2 ensures that the kernel-pair
groupoid

Gft XXyXXyX%XXyX%X

is a category in o7, and that we can define the Galois precategory
Gal[f] = mo(Gy)

as a precategory in 2. Moreover, if f is Picard-Vessiot for U, then it is also
pre-Picard-Vessiot for & and G[f] happens to be an internal groupoid in Z .

Theorem (Galois theorem for differential schemes, [611)). A pre-Picard- Vessiot
morphism [ for &2 induces an equivalence

Split(f) ~ 2 GllY]
between the category of objects of 6-P(Y) that are C-split by f and the category of
P-actions of the precategory Gal[f].

If f is Picard-Vessiot for U, the latter becomes the category of &-actions of the
groupoid Gal[f].

From our perspective,
Galois theory is all about descent.

More precisely, condition (i) from the definition of pre-Picard-Vessiot morphisms
ensures effective classical descent for precategory actions, while condition (ii) en-
sures the new type of precategorical descent where needed.

1.5. Applications. Using the above template Galois theorem, we prove the follow-
ing result, which simultaneously refines classical Picard-Vessiot theory and strongly
normal theory of differential field extensions.

Corollary (Quasi-projective differential Galois correspondence[6.14). Let (K, J) be
a differential field of characteristic 0 with the field of constants k, let S = Spec(k)
and assume

f:(X,6) = (Y,0) = Spec(K, 9)
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is a quasi-projective morphism of S-differential schemes such that X s integral
and its only leaf is its generic point and f is auto-split. Then there is a Galois
correspondence between split S-differential quasi-projective fpgc quotients of [ in
o/ and closed subgroups of the S-algebraic group Gal[f], which takes

X
/
P f
N\
"y
to
Gal[X — P].
Conversely, a closed subgroup G’ of Gal[f] corresponds to the quotient
X/G'.

As far as we are aware, we are able to formulate the first result in differential Ga-
lois theory which works over differential schemes with arbitrary categorical scheme
of constants.

Theorem (Polarised quasi-projective differential Galois theory, GI8). Let f :
(X,d6x) — (Y, dy) be a morphism of S-differential schemes such that

(1) the underlying scheme morphism X —'Y is fpgc;

(2) (X,0x) is simple with respect to S-scheme morphisms, with scheme of
leaves Gy;

(3) there is an S-morphism G1 — Go such that

(X,0x) X(v,5y) (X, 0x) = (X,0x) X(Go,0) (G1,0).

Then f is Picard-Vessiot for the forgetful functor from polarised morphisms to
scheme morphisms, Gal[f] is the groupoid (G1 X Go) and we have an equiva-

lence between the category of quasi-projective polarised S-differential morphisms
(P, %p) — Y split by f and the category of quasi-projective polarised actions

(Q,2q) — Go of Gal[f].

1.6. Layout of the paper. A reader interested only in differential Galois theory
can start perusing the paper from Section @ and occasionally look up the prereq-
uisites from previous sections. There, we develop differential algebraic geometry,
and discuss the numerous benefits of our original approach to differential schemes
as precategory actions, including the consideration of the categorical schemes of
leaves as connected components of precategories, simplicity of differential schemes
through universality of connected components, polarised differential schemes. One
of the most important topics we develop is the theory of descent for differential
scheme morphisms.

In Section Bl we explore the extent to which the classical categorical Galois
theory of Janelidze explains the affine Picard-Vessiot Galois correspondence.

In Section [G] we reap the benefits of the flexibility that the indexed version of
categorical Galois theory brings to differential algebraic geometry, and formulate a
very general template for the Galois theory of differential schemes. We apply this
theory in concrete settings of quasi-projective differential Galois correspondence
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that works over a base differential field, and polarised quasi-projective differential
Galois theory which works over arbitrary differential schemes.

On the other hand, we must emphasise that previous sections contain a myriad
of results that may be of independent interest in category theory, especially in view
of connections to recent work related to descent theory [16] [17], [21] [18] that we
do not fully understand yet.

In Section 2, we discuss precategories and their actions, which, viewed as gen-
eralised descent data, give rise to a new form of precategorical descent, and find
sufficient conditions for effective descent. We develop a whole calculus of pullbacks
of descent data, and apply it to obtain a result on descent of quasi-projective mor-
phisms. We also discuss classical descent of precategory actions that gets applied
in the differential context later.

In Section [3] we recall the foundations of Janelidze’s categorical Galois theory,
its indexed form from his book with Borceux, and we expand the minute details
of the Carboni-Magid-Janelidze categorical Galois theory that are implicit in the
original paper [§].

This paper would was largely motivated by numerous discussions with George
Janelidze, Andy Magid, Akira Masuoka, Tom Scanlon and Michael Wibmer, so we
thank them all for sharing their time and knowledge with us.

2. DESCENT
Throughout this appendix, let ¥ denote a category with pullbacks, and let
P =€

be a fibred category equipped with a cleavage. Equivalently, we have an indexed
category associated to a pseudofunctor

P:%°° — Cat

where, for an object U in €, the fibre of &2 over U is the U-indexed component of
P

)

2(U) = P(U),
and, for a morphism U Lvin %, we have a pullback functor
ff=P(f): 2V)—> 2U).

2.1. Precategories and their actions. Let A; be the diagram category

T0 d[)
2 m 1 " 0
[] ° []
T1 dl
with
dor1 = di7o, don = ido,
dom = dQT‘(), d1n = ido,

dlm = dl’l”l.

A precategory in a category % is a functor

C:A2—>Cg.
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Equivalently, it is a diagram

T0 d(J
Cs s Cq ° Co
T1 dl

in ¥, where the morphisms satisfy the relations indicated above.
The category of precategories in % is the functor category

PreCat(%¢) = [Aq, 7).

Definition 2.2. The discrete precategory associated to an object U of ¥ is the
diagram

A(U): U U U

where all the morphisms are identities on U.

Definition 2.3. The precategory associated to the kernel pair of a morphism w :
U’ — U in a category ¥ admitting pullbacks is the diagram

TOo1 0
Gy : U'xpU xpU —=2 U xy, U —2—U'
T12 1

which happens to be a groupoid without the inversion of morphisms named. Note
that, using the notation from 2.2]

AU) = Giqy, -
Definition 2.4. For C € PreCat (%), the category of C-actions in & is the bilimit
2 =lim(Z o C)

of the diagram of categories and functors

o do
P(Cy) " P(C1) — 54— 2(Co).

More explicitly, an action P € 2 consists of objects
P e 9(02), P, e 9(01), P e 9(00),

and isomorphisms

P2ﬂr6P17 Plgdgpo, Poin*Pl,
P m* Py, P g di Py,
ngTfpl,

such that the diagram

* % n"do * n" o * Pk
n*d§ Py «—— n*P, — n*di Py

T

I
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commutes in Z(Cp), and the diagram

* *

* Jx m”do * m”y * Jx
m*dg Py «—— m*P; — m*di Py

/ ‘M \r N
\*Pl/ \ P

1”051 Tft;o

redi Py ~ rids Py

commutes in &?(C3), where the unnamed arrows are coherence isomorphisms.
Definition 2.5. The category of C-actions in € is
€C = Self(€)°,
where Self(%)(C) = %) is the self-indexing of ¢ by slicing.
Remark 2.6. By considering the composite
©
m
dg Py «— P, — di Py

we see that an action P is equivalently given by an object Py € &(Cy) and an
isomorphism ¢ : d§Py — di Py in Z(C1) such that the diagram

*dOPO —r* n*d*PO
commutes in Z(Cy), and the cocycle condition holds, i.e., the diagram

m*p
mds Py — s m*di Py

commutes in Z(Cy).
A morphism

(P,p) = (P',¢)
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between two C-actions considered this way is given by a morphism ¢ : Py — P} in
P (Cy) such that the diagram

diap
dzP == d% P’

o| b

P
P —— di P’

commutes in Z(Cy).

Remark 2.7. In terms of the fibration & — %, an action in £ is given by a
precategory P € PreCat (%)

To do
P. n P n P,
2 " 1 ds 0

living above C, where the arrows in P are cartesian.
2.8. Connected components of precategories.

Definition 2.9. The object of connected components of a precategory C € PreCat (%)
is the reflexive coequaliser

do
Cl d:; CO — Wo(C),

provided it exists in %.

If & :%°P — Cat is a pseudofunctor, the object of connected components of an
action P € 2C is defined as the object of connected components of the precategory
P € PreCat (%) associated to &2 via 27

FQ(P) = Wo(P),
provided it exists in the fibred category & over % .

Lemma 2.10. With the notation from [Z9, suppose that 7o(C) and mo(P) exist.
Then mo(P) projects to mo(C), i.e., a reflexive coequaliser

do
P1 d:; PQ i) 7T0(P)
1
i & projects to a reflexive coequaliser
d
Cl :;do Co 4)6 7T()((C)
1

mE.

Proof. Writing p : & — ¥ for the given fibration, and using the fact that c is
a coequaliser, there exists a unique morphism ¢ : S — p(mo(P)) in € such that
p(p) = te. Writing 0 : t*mo(P) — mo(P) for a cartesian lift of ¢, there is a unique
v : Py — t*mo(P) such that p(y) = ¢ and 6y = p.
Since 6 is cartesian, we obtain that v coequalises df and d¥’, so, since p is a
coequaliser, there exists a unique morphism o : mo(P) — t*m(P) such that op = 7.
From the above, op = 68y = p, and, since p is an epimorphism, we obtain that

0o =id.



12 BEHRANG NOOHI AND IVAN TOMASIC

Thus, 806 = 6, and, since 6 is cartesian, in order to show that
o0 =id,

it suffices to verify that p(cf) = id. Indeed, p(c@)c = p(o)tc = p(o)p(p) = p(op) =
p(y) = ¢, and the conclusion follows since ¢ is an epimorphism.

Proposition 2.11. With notation and assumptions of [2.10, the pullback functor
e 2 P(mo(C)) = PATE)
induced by the unique precategory morphism
ne : C— A(mp(C))

determined by ng = ¢ has a partial left adjoint mg defined at P, i.e., we have a
bijection

2(m(C))(mo(P), Q) =~ Z°(P, Q)
natural in Q € P (mo(C)), and P € PC, whenever mo(P) exists.

Proof. The assumptions yield the diagram

7T0(P) — 7T0(P) — 7T0(P>

75Q : e 3 % Q !
BN e
Q Q Q
~ \ \
7r0 4>7r0 <77T0

without the dashed arrows, where all horizontal arrows in & except possibly nf,
nf and nf are cartesian.

By construction, gy coequalises the source and the target morphisms of n*Q,
whence, if we take a morphism (fo, f1, f2) € 2C(P,n*Q), qofo coequalises df, d¥,
so there exists a unique morphism f : mo(P) — @ that makes the rightmost vertical
square, and ultimately the whole diagram, commutative.

Conversely, if we start with a morphism f : 7mo(P) — @, using that qo is carte-
sian, we obtain a unique morphism fo : Py — n3@ that makes the rightmost
vertical square commutative. Since the composite njQ — 1@ — Q is cartesian,
we obtain a unique morphism f; : Pi — nf@ which makes the square involving
P1,niQ, Q, mo(P) commutative, and, given that qg is cartesian, f; and fi commute
with source and target morphisms. Using that g¢; is cartesian, f; and fy commute
with the identity sections. Continuing in the same fashion, we obtain a unique
f2 1 P» — n5@Q) that makes the whole diagram commutative. O
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2.12. Precategorical descent.

Definition 2.13. Let
f:C—>D
be a morphism in PreCat(%). We say that

(1) f is a descent morphism for &2, if the functor f* : 2P — 2C is fully
faithful, and

(2) f is of effective descent for 22, if the functor f* : 2P — 2C is an equiva-
lence of categories.

Lemma 2.14. Suppose that the reflexive coequaliser
do

4 d:; Cy — mo(C)
1

exists in € .
The morphism of precategories

n:C— A(mp(C))

is a descent morphism for & if and only if the above reflexive coequaliser is universal

for P, i.e., for every Q € P (my(C)), the diagram

nme —=nQ —Q
remains a coequaliser.

Proof. The above diagram is a coequaliser if and only if mo(n*Q) ~ Q, making n*
fully faithful. O

2.15. Descent data.

Definition 2.16. Given a family % = {U; % U : i € I} of morphisms in &, the
category of descent data

DD(% )
consists of tuples
((Pier, (vij)jerz) »
where

e for every i€ I, P, € 2(U;);

e for every i,j € I, wij @ m;;P; — 7 ;P; is an isomorphism in & (Uj;),
where U;; = U; xy U; and the corresponding projections are given by the
pullback diagram

”11"7 \7“'1.7-,1

U; U

uN
U
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satisfying the cocycle condition: for every i,j,k € I, considering the triple pullback
Uiji = U; xy Uj Xy Uy, and the corresponding projections

UZJk
/ | \
Uir

l\/l
\f/

the diagram

uk ikPik
JE e N
'ij: zP T(-’L]k?,k?Pk
”ijk,z'j%j ”;jk,jk‘»"jk
* .
ik, L

commutes in (U, ).
A DD(% )-morphism

(P, (@ig)ig) = ((P)i, (¥)ij)
consists of a family of morphisms (P; % P!)icr in Z(U;) such that the diagrams

Tt
/
PZ — 7 P2

commute in Z(U;;).
2.17. Pullback of descent data.

Definition 2.18. Let % = {U; U : ieI}and ¥ = {V; 3V : j € J} be two
families in €.

A morphism v : % — V¥ is given by a map of indices o : I — J, a morphism
g:U — V in ¥ and a family of commutative diagrams

U, Vo)

U l J/"ja(i)

[N v

foriel.
If v : (e/,¢',9g;) is another morphism % — ¥ with g = ¢/, we say that mor-
phisms v and v/ are homotopy equivalent and write

/

v~
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Lemma 2.19 (Pullback of descent data, [22], 8.3.3]). A morphism v: % — ¥ as
above gives a functor

~*: DD(¥) — DD(%),
(Pj,@jj0) ¥ (95 Pagiys (9i X gir)" Patiyaliry)-
Moreover, if v ~ «', their associated pullback functors are canonically isomorphic,
FY* ~ F)/*-
Definition 2.20. With notation from 2.9 we say that

(1) v: % — V¥ is a descent morphism, if the functor v* : DD(¥') — DD(%) is
fully faithful, and

(2) v:% — V is of effective descent, if v* : DD(¥') — DD(% ) establishes an
equivalence of categories.

Remark 2.21. Given a morphism f : U’ — U in &, the above definition applied to
the morphism of families fr given by the diagram

tells us that fg is a morphism of descent (resp., effective descent) if the functor
f: 2(U) = DD(idy)) - DD(f)

is fully faithful (resp., an equivalence).
Hence, f is a morphism of descent/effective descent in the classical sense when-
ever fg is descent/effective descent in the sense of 220

Definition 2.22 (Horizontal composition of boxes). The horizontal composition
of boxes ¢ and ¥ in ¢

vl v w
(SR v/ ]

is the box ¢ o9 given by the diagram

vllw

ul pog lw
flog

U'—w’

Remark 2.23. With notation of 2.22] as an immediate consequence of the definition
of pullback functors from 2.19, we obtain an isomorphism of functors

(pod))* = ap™ o ™.
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Definition 2.24 (Vertical composition of boxes). The vertical composition of boxes
pand ¢’ in €

vl oy

U/ V/

u’ l ¢ Jv'
f//

U// V//
is the box ¢’ * ¢ given by the diagram

U I |4
u’oul ¢ Jv'ov
" ‘f” 1
U’ —V
Lemma 2.25. With the notation of[2.Z]), if ¢ is a descent morphism, and
(f X f)* : egz(U Xur U) — QZ(V Xy V)
is faithful, then ¢’ * ¢ is a descent morphism.

Proof. The boxes

v u vl vy
u’oul Py Ju v/ovl v JU
U u’ U’ \d v \&

satisty
(¢ * ) opy =pu oy,

so we obtain a diagram of categories

DD(u' o u)(m DD(v' o v)

p*Ul lp’{/
.

DD(u) ——— DD(v)

where the vertical arrows are faithful.

Indeed, pj; takes objects (P, ) € DD(u/ou) to (P, (id x id)*a) = (P, (U xp U —
U xy» U)*a), and it acts on morphisms p : (P,a) — (P’, /) as identity, hence it
is faithful. A similar argument applies to p3;.

By assumption, the bottom arrow ¢* is also faithful, and it follows that the top
arrow (¢ * ¢)* is too.

It suffices to verify that (¢’ * ¢)* is full. Let (P,«), (P’,a’) € DD(u' o u), let
(Q.8) = (¢ @) (Pa), (@ 5) = (¢ +¢)*(P',a), and let q : (@, 8) — (@, 8)
be a morphism in DD(v' o v), given by a morphism ¢ : Q — Q' in &(V) such that
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the diagram

7T1Q *> Q'

Bl i lﬂ’

mQ — m5Q’

commutes in Z(V xy» V).
Since ¢* is fully faithful, there exists a unique morphism p : pj; (P, ) — pi;(P’, o)
such that ¢*(p) = p{ (¢), i.e., a morphism p : P — P’ in Z(U) with f*(p) = ¢.
We claim that p is a morphism (P,«) — (P’,a/) in DD(u/ o u), i.e., that the
diagram

P LA i P’

§ o b

5P —— w5 P’

commutes in Z(V xy» V). This is indeed the case, since pulling the diagram back
to Z(V xy» V) via the faithful functor (f x f)* gives the above diagram for g,
which is commutative.

O

Lemma 2.26 (A morphism admitting a section is of effective descent). Suppose we
have a morphism f : U — U admitting a section s : U — U’, so that fos =idy.
Then f is of effective descent. More explicitly, the functor

[T =f5:2(U)—DD(f)
has a quasi-inverse o* associated to the box

S

U ——U
fl a lid
ULy

Proof. The composite o o f represents the outer box of the diagram

U’gU’
i)
Uty

and let us denote the inner box by id;. These boxes are homotopy equivalent in
the sense of the ‘moreover’ clause of 2.19] whence

fho* = (o0 fo)" ~id} =id : DD(f) — DD(f).
Conversely, using the fact that s is a section of f,

o' f5~(fooo)" =id: DD(idy) — DD(idy).
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2.27. Classical and precategorical descent. Let u : U’ — U be a morphism in
%, and consider the groupoid
Gy

associated to the kernel pair of u, as in
Comparing and [2.16] we see that we have an isomorphism

DD 5 (u) = 2%«

Moreover, a box

induces a morphism
F= (" xf'xf f'<f,f):Gy—= G,
and the functors
¢* :DD(u) = DD(v), and F*: 2% o 26

are isomorphic.
Hence, ¢ is a morphism of descent/effective descent in the classical sense of 220
if and only if F' is a morphism of descent/effective precategorical descent in the

sense of 2.13]

In particular, a morphism u : U’ — U is a morphism of descent /effective descent
in the classical sense if and only if ug is of descent/effective descent, if and only if
the precategory morphism G, — A(U) = Giq,, is a morphism of descent/effective
precategorical descent.

2.28. Descent of precategory actions.

Proposition 2.29. Let & : €°° — Cat be a pseudofunctor, and consider the
pseudofunctor
2 : PreCat(¢)® — Cat, X 2%
Let f : C — D € PreCat(%) be a morphism of precategories in € such that

(1) fo is of effective descent for P;

(2) f1 is descent morphism for P;

(3) f3 is faithful.
Then f is of effective descent for 2.
Proof. We must show that the canonical morphism

P = P(D) —» 2% =DD;(f)
is an equivalence of categories, where
G € PreCat(PreCat(%))

is given by

GQZCXDCXDC%Glz(CXD(C(iGO:C
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with Go, G1, G2 € PreCat (/). Expanding the components of these precategories
as columns, we obtain a diagram

—_— —
02 XD202 XDZCQ*)CQ X Dy CQ(*CQ

Il Il

— —
Cl X D1 Cl XDy Cl—>01 XDy 01<—C1

Il il

— —
C() XDDCO XDOCO—>CQ XDOC()(—CO

where the rows are the groupoids Gy¢,, G¢,, Gy, associated to kernel pairs of mor-
phisms f2, f1, fo that constitute f.
An action P € P®/ consists of a diagram

Py P Py

consisting of P, € 2(Gy) = 2%, P, € P(Gy) = P, Py € P(Gp) = % and
cartesian arrows in the fibration associated to &. Expanding the components of
P,, P, and P, as columns, we obtain a diagram

o
S
~

Iy
I

)

P

in the fibred category associated to &, with all morphisms cartesian.

Hence, the rows yield actions P, € #%72 ~ DD(f2), PL € £%n ~ DDg(f1),
Py € 2% ~ DD.p(fy). Considering descent data as a pseudofunctor on the arrow
category

DDy : Ar(%¢)°? — Cat,

the diagram

determines an action
P eDD/,
where f = (fo, f1, fo) € PreCat(Ar(%)).
Hence, we have shown that
DD ;(f) ~ DD,

Since fo is effective descent, there is an object Qo € ?(DO) such that, writing
Qo = (Qo,id) for the trivial descent datum, we have Py ~ fj5Qo. The action
isomorphism d(’;)fpo Y di, fPO yields an isomorphism

findsQo ~ dj ¢ foinQo ~ d s Po = di 1Py ~ di ;finQo =~ findiQo,
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where we wrote dy and d; for the obvious boxes/morphisms idp, — idp, in Ar(%).
Given that f; is descent, we obtain a unique action morphism

— B - —

dyQo = d1Qo
such that fi B ~ . Note that j3 is uniquely determined by an isomorphism

* B

dpQo — diQo,
and it remains to verify that § satisfies the cocycle condition

riforgB~m*p
in #(D3), or, equivalently, that 7’“{30773 B and m* 3 agree up to coherence. Applying
the functor f;- to both yields
fonTiBo foproB ~ TT,ffl*l]B ° raffl*l]B ~ 7] ja0o0 Ty i
and
foom™ B ~m} finB ~ mia,

which agree up to coherence by the cocycle condition for . By faithfulness of fj-,

we obtain the cocycle condition for 8, and we have constructed a unique action
(Qo, B) € 2P (up to isomorphism) that lifts to P, as desired. O

2.30. Descent for quasi-projective morphisms.

Proposition 2.31. A scheme morphism f : X — Y whose codomain Y s the
spectrum of a field k is of effective descent for quasi-projective morphisms.

Proof. Let k' be a finite extension of k with X (k') # (). Writing Y/ = Spec(%’), we
have a pullback diagram

x 2 x

o,

y <y

where f’ admits a section s afforded by a k’-point of X’. The morphism g is finite
locally free surjective, hence of effective descent for quasi-projective morphisms by
[12, VIII, 7.7], and so is ¢’ as a base-change of g. Consider the diagram

x o x ey
fJ afg%gf’ﬁ Jg v Jgf’
Y id Y id Y id Y

defining boxes «, 8 and 7 in %.
Writing o for the box

X &y
f’J g lid

Y/<iyl

we directly verify that f = idg %o and v = idg * f1;.
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As in the proof of 2.26] we have that o o f5 ~idys, so
ﬂ oy = (ldg *U) o (1dg *fID) = idg *(O’ @) fID) ~ idg *idf/ = idgof/,
whence
~*B* ~id.
Conversely, vo 8 yields identity on the nose, so we conclude that v* is an equivalence
of categories.
Using the fact that ¢’ is of effective descent and that ¢’ x ¢’ is finite faithfully flat,

Lemma 2.25] gives that the functor o* associated to o = idy xgf; is fully faithful.
We directly verify that ggoy = fgoa, whence we obtain a diagram of categories

;5 DD(F) .
e ~
2(Y) DD(fg")
DN .

O DD(g)

where we know that o* f = 7*g5 is an equivalence of categories, and o is fully
faithful, so we deduce that f7 is also an equivalence. O

3. CATEGORICAL GALOIS THEORY

3.1. Classical Janelidze’s categorical Galois theory. Consider an adjoint pair

of functors

X

with unit n : id — CS and counit € : SC — id. If &/ admits pullbacks, for any
X € o/ we obtain an adjunction

) x
Sx <—|> Cx
Z7s(x)

where
Sx(A % X) = 5(4) 22 5(x),
and Cx (E % S(X)) is obtained by forming the pullback

Cx(e) — C(E)

| e

X —— C8(X)
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in .
A morphism X Ly gives rise to the pullback/base change functor
"y — A,
which admits a left adjoint
fiid)x = Ay, aw foa.
Following [6, Def. 5.1.7] an object A %Y € Ay is split by X L ¥ € of when the
unit 77X 1id = Cx Sx of adjunction Sx - Cx gives an isomorphism
n))cia (ffa—= CxSx(f*a).

If Cx is fully faithful, a is split by f ([6 Cor. 5.1.13]), if and only if there exists
an object £ < S(X) such that

ffa~Cx(e).
We write

Splity (f)
for the full subcategory of &7y of objects split by f.
The morphism f is of relative Galois descent if
(1) f* is monadic;
2) the counit eX : SxCx — id of adjunction Sx 4 Cx is an isomorphism;
(2) ] phism;
(3) for every E % S(X) in Z7s(x), the object fiCx (e) € o)y is split by f.

If X L5 Y is of relative Galois descent, the Galois precategory

Gal[f] = S(Gy)
is actually an internal groupoid in %" given by the data
S(m1)
S(X sy X) xsx) S(X ey X) T G ey X) 2B 5(x)

U

5(7)

where 7 is the morphism interchanging the copies of X, and A is the diagonal.
Janelidze’s Galois theorem ([0, Thm. 5.1.24]) gives an equivalence of categories

Splity (f) ~ 2 Cllf],

of f-split objects and the actions of the internal groupoid Gal[f] in 27, as in
The proof consists in verifying that the monad T associated to the adjunction

Splity (f)

F=fzcx<—|>U=Sxf*

25(x)

of the monadic functor U ([6l Cor. 5.1.21]), with functorial part T = UF, is
isomorphic to the monad T’ on Z)s(x) associated to the adjunction
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g Gal[f]

F’ <%> U’
2)s(x)

where U’ is the forgetful functor omitting the groupoid action, and F” is the ‘rep-
resentable internal diagram’ functor, whose functorial part is 7/ = dyidfy and the
category of algebras is the category 2 G2/, Hence, we obtain equivalences

. K" r KT a
Splity [f] — («%f/s(x))T ~ («%f/s(x))T F— greald],

where we wrote KT and K™ for the comparison functors of the respective monads.
In this case, modulo the identification of the category of T-algebras (27g X))T

with 2 G2llf] the functors realising the sought-after equivalence are the comparison
functor

@ = K" : Splity (f) = (Zjs(x))"s  p= (Up),Ulep)),
and its left adjoint

W (q,) > Coea (FUF(q) =% F(a),

where (Q 4 Xo, v) is a T-algebra and ¢ : FU — id is the counit of the adjunction
F 4 U, and the coequaliser exists by the proof of Beck’s monadicity criterion as in
3, 3.14].

By identifying T and T/, and writing Gal[f] = (S(X xy X), S(X)) = (G1, Xo),
the top arrow appearing in the coequaliser is obtained by applying F' to the action
G1 xx, @ 2 @, which, modulo the identification X xx, (G1 xx, Q) ~ X xx,
G1 X x, Q gives the morphism

idXVZXXXO Gl XXUQ—>X><X0 Q
If p € Splity [f] then f*(p) ~ Cx(q) for some ¢, whence the counit &, is
FUp= fiCxSx f'p~ fiCxSxCxq~ fiCxq~ fif'p—p,

so the bottom arrow e, identifies with f,f*Fq — Fq, which, modulo the isomor-
phism

XXy (X xx,Q) = (X xy X)X x (X xx,Q) = (XX x,G1) X x (X X x,Q) =~ X X x,G1%x,Q,

identifies with
pwxid: X xx, G1 xx, Q@ =+ X xx, Q,

where p denotes the Gal[f]-action on X. Thus, we may symbolically write the
above coequaliser as the quotient

U(q,v) = Coeq(id xv, p x id) = F(q)/ Gal[f] = (X xx, Q)/ Gal[f],

by the twisted-diagonal action of the Galois groupoid on X X x, Q.
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3.2. Carboni-Magid-Janelidze Galois correspondence.

Fact 3.3 ([8]). Let € be a category with pullbacks and coequalisers of equivalence
relations. In the presence of pullbacks, reqular epimorphisms coincide with effective
epimorphisms, and we call them quotients for short.

Let G = (G, Go, dy, d1,e,m) be an internal groupoid in €. Let us write Ge¢C
for the canonical action of G on itself. There is a bijection

Sub(G) ~ Equiv(QG)
between the set of subgroupoids of G with the same object of objects and the set of
equivalence relations on G in €% as follows.
Given a subgroupoid G' = (G, Gy) with v : G| — G1, the corresponding equiva-
lence relation on G is

™1

Rg =G G! G
a 1 Xap 1m(id—m? 1

Conversely, if R — G x G is an equivalence relation on G in €°, we define the
corresponding subgroupoid by the pullback

¢ —— R

j (ida, , edr) [

G — G1 Xg, Gh

where G1 Xg, G1 is the kernel pair of d;.
A subgroupoid is called effective is the associated equivalence relation is effective
in the sense that it is the kernel pair of its coequaliser.

Theorem 3.4. With notation from [31, suppose that f : X — Y is of relative
Galois descent with Galois groupoid G = Gal[f] internal in 2. There is an anti-
isomorphism

SplitQuo|f] ~ EffSub(Gal[f])

that assigns

X

/
P f = GallX — P]
S

X/G G

between the ordered set of quotients of X over Y in Split[f] and the ordered set of
effective subgroupoids of Gal[f].

Proof. We use the equivalence established by functors ® and ¥ from [B1] and the
fact that, in the presence of pullbacks, quotients (regular epimorphisms) agree with
effective epimorphisms.
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If the quotient p of X from the above diagram is f-split by Q % X, = S(X),
ie., f*p ~ Cx(q), applying the comparison functor ® gives an effective quotient

()

7
Q\
q X,

and an effective equivalence relation G XQ G < G x Xo G on G. The corresponding
effective subgroupoid Gp of G is given by

Gp,l G XQ G
f (idgy , ed1) [
G — 1 Xa, Gi

Conversely, an effective subgroupoid G’ of G is associated with the action

G/G" = Coeq(Rer = @)

in 2°C¢ given as the coequaliser of its associated effective equivalence relation, and
then taken to the split quotient

U(G/G) ~ (X xG/G) )G~ X/G = f|G

= Goeq (F(GY — Xo) = F(G1 = Xo) =3 ),

where i : X xXx, G1 — X denotes the action of G on X.

The assignments given above clearly establish an equivalence because they are
constructed as restrictions of ® and ¥ to the appropriate full subcategories, but we
find it useful to provide a direct proof of the correspondence.

By construction, the groupoid associated to X/G’ is

GX/G’ =G XGxx,G (G XG/Gr G) ~ GGXXOG(G X Xo G/) =~ G/,

where the isomorphism holds by effectivity.
Conversely, if P is f-split by @, then

P~ \IJ(Q) = \I/(G/Gp) = (X X Xo G/Gp)/G ~ X/Gp.
It remains to show that Gp1 ~ S(X xp X), i.e.,
Gp ~ Gal[X — PJ.

By applying Cx to the pullback diagram defining Gp;; above, and using the fact
that the right adjoint Cxy commutes with pullbacks, as well as the relations wit-
nessing splitting of the objects involved, we obtain a pullback diagram

Cx(Gpy) (X)X g-py [1(X)

j (id, A o proj) l

1 (X) ———— (X)) xx f7(X)
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which, using f*X ~ X xy X and the groupoid structure of Gy, simplifies to
Cx(Gpﬁl)ZXXPX, whence Gp112SX(X XPX). O

3.5. Indexed categorical Galois theory.
Theorem 3.6 ([6 7.5.3, discussion after 7.6.2]). Suppose we are given
(1) a functor S : of — Z';

(2) pseudo-functors K : Z'°P — Cat and L : &/°P — Cat;
(3) a pseudo-natural transformation o : K oS = L;

(4) a ‘precategorical decomposition’ of a morphism X Ly in o, i.e., a com-
mutative diagram of morphisms of precategories

ax) L A

N A
C

with iop = idx, and such that the components ac,, ac, and ac, are full
and faithful.

If (f,(i,C,m)) is of effective descent with respect to L, we have an equivalence
of categories
Split,, (f) ~ K°°C.

4. DIFFERENTIAL ALGEBRAIC GEOMETRY

4.1. Differential schemes. A differential scheme
(X, (Ox,6x))

is a differentially ringed space where (X, Ox) is a scheme, and dx € Der(Ox, Ox).
A morphism of differential schemes

(f,0) 1 (X, (Ox,0x)) = (Y, (Oy,dy))

is a morphism of differentially ringed spaces which is also a scheme morphism, i.e., it
is a scheme morphism (f,¢) : (X, Ox) — (Y, Oy) whose structure homomorphism
is a morphism of differential rings ¢ : (Oy,dy) — f«(Ox,0dx), or, equivalently, its
mate is a morphism of differential rings ¥ : f*(Oy,dy) — (Ox,dx).

They constitute the category of differential schemes denoted

0-Sch.
We have an obvious functor
C:Sch — §-Sch, (X,0x)— (X, (0x,0))

that turns a scheme into a differential scheme with the trivial derivation 0.

Given a scheme morphism (f, ¢) : (X, Ox) — (S, Os) and an Ox-module .7, we
say that an additive morphism D : Ox — % is an S-derivation of Ox to F if it is
an f*Og-derivation via ¢* : f*0g — Ox, or, equivalently, if D, : Ox , — F, is an
Os, f(x)-derivation via @b - Os,f(x) — Ox, for every x € X. The collection of all
S-derivations of Ox to % is denoted

Ders(ﬁx,g‘\).

A differential scheme (X, (0x,0x)) equipped with a scheme morphism (f, ) :
(X,0x) — (S, Og) is called an S-differential scheme provided éx € Ders(Ox, Ox).
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Clearly, an S-differential scheme (X, dx) is a morphism of differential schemes
(X,0x) = C(S) = (5,0). Thus, the category of S-differential schemes is the slice
category

5—SChS = 5—SCh/C(S).

4.2. Differential schemes and vector fields. Let (f,¢) : X — S be a scheme
morphism. By [I1], 16.5.3], the universal differential

dX/S : ﬁX — Q%(/S

is an S-derivation, and composing with dx,g induces an isomorphism of I'(X, Ox)-
modules
Homyg (Qﬁ(/s, F) 5 Derg(Ox, F)

for any Ox-module .%.

Let

Tx/s = V(Qx/s)

be the tangent bundle of X relative to S, defined as the vector bundle associated
to the quasi-coherent &'x-module Q}X /s (i.e., the spectrum of the quasi-coherent
Ox-algebra Sym(Qq)) see [} 16.5.12].

For a point € X, the tangent space of X at xz relative to S is defined [11]
16.5.13] as

Tx/s(x) = (Tx/s xx Spec(r())) (#(z)) =~ Homy(z) (/s Doy £(2), £(T)).

Choosing an S-derivation dx € Derg(€x, Ox), we therefore obtain a morphism
of O'x-modules

Q}X/S — ﬁX,
which yields a section X — T'x/g of the relative tangent bundle, that we think of
as a vector field on X relative to S.
Pointwise, for every z € X, pulling back the &x-modules to x(x)-modules via
the morphism Spec(k(z)) — X yields a morphism

Qx/s @ox k(@) = K@),

an element of Tx/g(x). This construction is in line with the classical notion of
vector field in differential geometry as a map that sends a point to a vector in the
corresponding tangent space.

A point x € X is a leaf for the vector field given by §x if the corresponding
tangent vector at z is 0.

4.3. Differential spectra and affine differential schemes. The spectrum of
the underlying ring of a differential ring (A4,d4) carries a natural structure of a
differential scheme

SpeC(A, 5A> = (Spec(A), (ﬁSpeC(A)v 5Spec(A)))-
Indeed,
5Spec(A) : ﬁSpeC(A) — ﬁSpec(A)

is determined on basic opens D(f) in Spec(A), for f € A by setting

da(a)f — ada(f)

Ospec(A),D(f) * Ospec(a)(D(f)) = Ay = Af = Ospec(a)(D(f)), -+

| e

f2
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This construction extends to a functor
Spec : 6-Rng®? — §-Sch,
right adjoint to the global sections functor
I': (X,(0x,0x)) = (Ox(X),0x x)

as the diagram
0-Sch

I <4> Spec
J-Rng°?

depicts.

A differential scheme is affine, if it is isomorphic to a spectrum of a differential
ring. Clearly, the category of affine differential schemes is anti-equivalent to the
category of differential rings, i.e.,

0-Aff ~ 6-Rng°P.
4.4. Differential schemes as precategory actions. Given a scheme S, let us
consider the diagram of quasi-coherent &g-algebras

€p € id 40

+
<
Osleo, €1]/ (€3, o€, €3) 605115 < Osle]/(€?) id'ig Os
id+0

Applying the spectrum of quasi-coherent @g-algebras functor [10, 1.3], we obtain
a precategory D(S)

To do
m n
52 1 Sl d; SO

in Schyg consisting of schemes affine over Sp = S, and the underlying morphisms of
topological spaces are all identities.
Note, if we write
D(Z) = D(Spec(Z)),
then
D(S) = D(Z) x A(S) = (S x Spec(Z[eo, €1]/ (€2, €01, €3)), S x Spec(Z[e]/(€%)), S).

Proposition 4.5. The category of S-differential schemes is equivalent to the cat-
egory of D(S)-actions in Sch/g (cf. [2.3),

0-Schg ~ (Sch/S)D(S).
Proof. Using 2.6, an action is determined by a scheme morphism Xg = X —
S = Sp and an Si-automorphism « : X; — X, where X; = X xg, S1 satisfying
n*a = id and the cocycle condition. Equivalently, it is given by an Os[e]/(e?)-
automorphism of Oy, = Oxe]/(¢*) which, tensored by the augmentation morphism
ns : Osle]/(€2) — Os gives idg,, and it follows that it must be of the form

idgy /() +€da 01X,

where 6, € Derg(Ox,Ox) and nx : Ox|e]/(€?) — Ox is the augmentation homo-
morphism. Note that such a morphism always has an inverse idg, [¢]/(e2) — €0a 0 Nx -
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The cocycle condition is trivially satisfied/superfluous, since r}« is determined
by the automorphism of Ox [e, €1]/ (€3, €o€1, €1) given by id +€;0, 0nx 2 for i = 0,1,
and m*a is given by id +(eg+¢€1)0407x 2, where we wrote nx 2 for the augmentation
homomorphism & [eo, €1]/ (€3, €oe1, €7) — Ox, and these morphisms compose in the
way prescribed by the cocycle condition.

Thus, an action uniquely determines a derivation, and we obtain an S-differential
scheme (X, (Ox,04)).

Conversely, given an S-differential scheme (X, (0x,dx)), we can create a D(.5)-
action from the diagram

€g <€ id +0
— —

+
Ox e, €1]/(€3, eoer, €3) ﬁ Oxle]/(€%) ﬁ Ox

by applying the spectrum of quasi-coherent &p-algebras functor. All the resulting
morphisms are cartesian, so we obtain an action by 2.7 O

Remark 4.6. The scheme of connected components is
mo(D(S)) = S
because it is calculated as the coequaliser of morphisms dg, d; in D(S), which agree.
Hence, writing
n:D(S) = A(S)
for the associated morphism of precategories, the functor
C : Sch/g — 6-Schg, T+ (T,0)
corresponds, through the equivalence 4.3 to the functor
n* : Schyg — (Sch/S)D(S).
Definition 4.7. Let
P Sch;)g — Cat
be a pseudofunctor on the category of S-schemes.
We define a pseudofunctor
6-P : 5-Sch — Cat, 6-P(X,6x)= P*,
where X € PreCat(Sch/g) is the ID(S)-action corresponding to X, considered as a
precategory by 2.7
Remark 4.8. Assume that the indexed data &2 : Sch;)g — Cat is a full sub-

pseudofunctor of the self-indexing of Schyg, i.e., for Y € Sch/g, 2(Y) is a full
subcategory of Schyy. We can think of &7 as being associated to a class of mor-
phisms in Sch/g that is stable under pullback, Then, the indexed data -2 is a
natural differential analogue of that class in the sense that, for (X,dx) € 0-Schg,

5-P(X,6x) = {(P,6p) = (X,6x) € 6-Schg : P — X € 2(X)},

i.e., it consists of those morphisms of differential schemes with target (X, dx) whose
underlying morphism of schemes belongs to the class &7.

Example 4.9. If Z(Y) is the category of quasi-projective morphisms Q — Y,
then, given an S-differential scheme (X, dg), the fibre §-22(X, dx) is the category
of S-differential scheme morphisms (P,dp) — (X,dx) such that P — X is quasi-
projective.
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4.10. Categorical scheme of leaves. The following definition is inspired by the
notion of ‘espace des feuilles grossier’ that appears in Bardavid’s thesis [2] 4.2].

Definition 4.11. Let (X,dx) be an S-differential scheme. A scheme 7' € Schyg,
together with a morphism of S-differential schemes 7 : (X,dx) — C(T) = (T,0)
is a categorical S-scheme of leaves, if it is a universal morphism from (X,dx)
to the functor C' in the sense that any other morphism of S-differential schemes
7 (X,0x) = C(T") = (T”,0) factors through 7, i.e., there is a unique S-morphism
f:T — T’ such that o’ = C(f) on. In other words, the solid part of the diagram

(X76X)

c(T)

-

' <30
n o) (f)

can be uniquely completed by a dashed arrow to a commutative diagram.

Remark 4.12. The categorical scheme of leaves need not exist for an arbitrary
differential scheme (X, dx ), but when it does, it is unique up to unique isomorphism,
and we denote it

7T0(X).

Remark 4.13. Given a differential ring (A, d4), it is difficult to speculate whether
mo(Spec(A,d4)) exists. Note that the scheme Spec(Const(A, d4)) only satisfies the
universal property required of a categorical scheme of leaves in the category of affine
differential schemes, but not necessarily in the category of all differential schemes.

Lemma 4.14. Let X € PreCat(Sch/s) be the D(S)-action associated to an S-
differential scheme (X, 0), considered as a precategory. Then, the categorical scheme
of leaves of (X,dx) is isomorphic to the scheme of connected components

do
m0(X) = Coeq (X1 d:; Xo)

of X in the category Sch/s, whenever either of the objects exist. In other words,
7o (X) =~ mo (X).
Proof. Using 2.T1] we obtain that
0-Schg (X, dx), C(T")) = (Schys)PS) (X, n*T") ~ Schys (mo(X), T,

whenever 7y (X) exists, hence 7y (X) satisfies the universal property of the categorical
scheme of leaves. g

4.15. Simple differential schemes.

Definition 4.16. An S-differential scheme (X, dx) is simple with respect to the
pseudofunctor & : Sch/g — Cat, if its categorical scheme of leaves mo(X) exists
and the coequaliser

d
X1 ?0; Xo —— m(X)
1

is universal for &2 in the sense of 214 i.e., if X has a Z-universal scheme of
connected components.
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Lemma 4.17. If an S-differential scheme (X, 0x) is simple for & with categorical
scheme of leaves nx : X — mo(X), the canonical functor

Cx : P(mo(X)) = PAmE) 1y 2% o 5 (X, 6x)

is fully faithful, where we wrote nx : X — A(m (X)) for the associated morphism of
precategories inducing the pullback of precategory actions ng as in[2.11.

Proof. Using 2141 we have that the arrow in the above diagram is fully faithful, so
the composite is too. (I

Remark 4.18. When & is a sub-pseudocategory of the self-indexing of Sch/g as in
48 we obtain that

Cx(Q — mo(X)) = (X,6x) Xc(m(x)) C(Q)

so C'x agrees with the functor introduced in the classical Galois context 311

Lemma 4.19. Let (A,0) be a differential ring with the ring of constants k such
that k — A is universally injective [22, Tag 0581]. For any k-algebra R, we have
that

Const((4,6) @0y (R,0)) ~ R.

Proof. Since k — A is universally injective, the short exact sequence of k-modules

0= k—ASIm(S) -0

is universally exact, so the base change via k — R yields an exact sequence of
R-modules

0= R— A®y R "S” Im(5) @ R,
whence R = ker(d ® id) = Const((4, ) ®(x,0) (R,0)). O

Remark 4.20. In the situation of [£19] we have the following.
(1) If £ — A is faithfully flat, then it is universally injective [22, Tag 05CK].
(2) If Im(4) is a flat k-module, then 0 — k — A LN Im(§) — 0 is universally
flat [22] Tag 058M].
(3) The above short exact sequence is universally exact if and only if it is a
directed colimit of split short exact sequences

0—-k— A, —-D;,—0
with D; finitely presented [22 Tag 058K].

Lemma 4.21. If a differential scheme (X,0x) is simple with respect to Zariski
open immersions, with categorical scheme of leaves given as coequaliser from [{.16]
then

0+ Const(Ox,0x) = Ory(x)-

Proof. From the coequaliser diagram of schemes, we obtain a diagram of structure
sheaves

77*50
nOx, % N Oxo & Ory(x)
1

5

which yields a unique morphism

Oro(x) = Ed(1:00,m+01) = 10 Eq(do, 01) = nx Const(Ox, 6x).
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By assumption, for every Zariski open V' < 7y(X), the diagram
Uy :; U—YV

with U = n~ 'V and U, the pullback of V to X1, remains a coequaliser. Substituting
V = Spec(A) in the above equaliser of sheaves, we obtain a ring homomorphism

A = Eq(Ou(U) 3 Ou, (U)).
The universal property of V' being coequaliser, applied to varying affine schemes,
yields that in fact
Oro(x)(V) = A= Eq(0y(U) 2 Oy, (U) = 1. Const(Ox)(V),

for an arbitrary affine open V', whence we obtain the desired conclusion. ([

Proposition 4.22. Let (X,dx) be an S-differential scheme with categorical scheme
of leaves S such that the canonical morphism

n: X ->m(X)=29

is fpgc and universally open (for example, fopf), and, for every Zariski open U in
X, we have

mo(U) = n(U).
Then (X, 0x) is simple with respect to S-scheme morphisms.

Proof. Writing X for the precategory in Sch/g associated to (X,dx), our first as-
sumption means that the diagram

d
Xl?O;XQ%S

is a coequaliser. We need to show that it is universal for S-scheme morphisms, i.e.,
that the base change

Xixg@Q —= XoxsQ ——Q

L, I

X Xo—2L—— 4§

di

along any S-scheme morphism  — S remains a coequaliser. Indeed, let f :
Xy Xxs @ — Y be a morphism of S-schemes that coequalises the two arrows from
X1 x5 Q. Every point p € X Xs @ has an open affine neighbourhood U, x5, @y,
where U, S, and @, are open affine with n(U,) C S, and ¢(Q,) € S, such that
I = I lu,xs,q, factors through an affine open subset of Y. Since 7 is open, we
may assume that n(U,) = Sp.

As a base-change of a surjective morphism Xy — S, the morphism Xgxs@Q — @
is surjective, so, since U, x5, @, cover Xy X g (), we obtain that @, cover Q. The
morphisms dy and d; are identites on the underlying topological spaces of X; and
Xo, and let us write U, = U, xg 51 for the preimages of U, in X;.

By assumption,

Up71 :; Up —_— Sp
is a coequaliser, and by .19 we obtain that

Up1 x5 Qi —= U, x5, Qp — Q@p
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is a coequaliser in Aff/g .

Since f, factors through an affine open in Y, there exists a unique hy, : Qp =Y
such that

fp="hponp.

Every point in Q,NQ, has an affine open neighbourhood W which is standard open
in @, and @, so by the same affine argument applied to U, xg W and Up xg W,
we obtain that hy, [w= hy [w.

Hence

hp erﬂQp/: hp’ erﬂQpl7
so the h;, can be glued into a morphism
h:Q—Y

verifying the universal property of coequaliser for Q). O
Proposition 4.23. Let k be a field of characteristic 0, let S = Spec(k), and let
(X,dx) be an integral S-differential scheme whose only leaf is the generic point

(i.e., it is simple in the sense of [2, 4.1.1]). Then (X,dx) is simple with respect to
S-scheme morphisms.

Proof. Bardavid has shown [2, 4.3.6, 4.3.2] that S is the categorical scheme of
leaves of (X,dx) and that S remains the categorical scheme of leaves for any open
subscheme of X, so we may apply O

4.24. Polarised differential scheme morphisms.
Definition 4.25. The category of polarised quasi-projective morphisms has objects
(P, %p) 5 U,

consisting of a scheme morphism p : P — U and a p-relatively ample invertible
ﬁp—module Zp.

A morphism (f, «) between polarised quasi-projective morphisms (P, £p) Hu
and (Q,.Zo) > V is a commutative diagram

(f, a)
(Pagp) — (Qng)

| e

U Vv

consisting of a scheme morphism f : P — @ that makes the underlying scheme
diagram commutative, together with an &'p-module isomorphism « : f* %o — ZLp.

If (g, B) is another morphism from (Q, £g) % Vto (R, Zr) = W, the composite
is computed as

(9,8) 0 (f,a) = (go f,a0 f*B o coherence),

where, more precisely, the &p-module isomorphism is given as the composite

(gof)' L~ fgse’™S Lo Zp.
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Notation 4.26. The category of polarised quasi-projective morphisms has a natural
codomain fibration over the category of schemes. In this subsection, we write

P Sch;)g — Cat
for the associated pseudofunctor, i.e., Z(V) is the category consisting of pairs
Q= V,.2),

where ¢ is a morphism of finite type and .# is an invertible g-ample €g-sheaf.
We will write

& = Self(Schyg)
for the self-indexing of the category of S-schemes over itself, and
U:. 22—

for the natural forgetful functor.

Definition 4.27. The category of polarised quasi-projective differential scheme
morphisms is the fibered category

0-Z
obtained by construction .7
Lemma 4.28. For an S-differential scheme (X,dx), the category of polarised

quasi-projective differential scheme morphisms with codomain (X,0) is equivalent
to the category of pairs

((Pv 6P) £> (Xv 6X)7 (fpv&fp))v

wherep : (P,0p) — (X, dx) is a morphism of S-differential schemes, and (Lp,d 2, )
is an invertible (Op,dp)-module with Lp relatively ample with respect to the un-
derlying scheme morphism P — X.

Proof. An object P € 6-P(X, ) = 2% gives rise to a diagram
(P2, Zp,) == ("1, Zp,) —= (o, Zp,)

[
S y—

where the bottom level is the precategory D(S) as in 5] and all the arrows in the
top and middle levels are cartesian. Hence, forgetting the polarisations, we see that
P is also an S-differential scheme, whose differential structure is given by an .S;-
automorphism P; EN P, which is identity on the underlying space, and it is given
by an automorphism ¢ : Op,[e]/(€2) — Op,[e]/(e?) associated to an S-derivation
dp on Op as in[LH and the action on invertible sheaves is given by an isomorphism
(f, ) = (p1,dpo%0) — (p1,dpn20), ie., by an isomorphism

a: Op, e/ (€%) Dep, /) L0l [ (€) = Lolel/(€%).
The identity section requirement yields that

a = id+€dy oy,
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where 11, 1 Zle]/(e?) — % is the augmentation morphism, and §, : % — %
makes % into an (€p, dp)-module. O

Lemma 4.29. Let (X,6x) be a differential scheme which is simple with respect
to Zariski open immersions, with the categorical scheme of leaves given by the co-
equaliser

X, % Xo —1— mo(X).
Consider invertible sheaves £ and &' on mo(X) and an Ox,-module isomorphism
a:n'Z —ns
making the diagram
dyr 2 5 dy 2"

| |
dia
din" —— din" 2’
commutative.
Then, there exists a unique isomorphism o : £ — &' such that
a=n*o.
Proof. Let V; constitute an open cover of mo(X) such that, for every i, £ v,
and .’ |y, are free of rank 1. Then U; = n~%(V;) cover Xo and n*.% |y~
Oy,ei, N L' Ty~ Oy,e} are free rank 1, for some e; and €}, so a [y, is given as
multiplication by some a; € Ox (U;)*.
By identifying
dn* L 1v,= Ou,lel/ () @y, Ov,ei = Ou, (1@ ;) © Ou, (e @ ¢y),
and similarly for din*.%’ [u,, the matrix of dfa |y, in the pair of bases ((1®¢;), (e®
ei)), (1 ®ée}), (e®e})) becomes
a; 0
0 a; ’

In the same pair of bases, the matrix of dja [y, is

a; 0
5X (ai) a; )
By the assumption that djo and dja agree up to coherences, we conclude that
dx(a;) =0, ie., by E2T]
a; € COnSt(ﬁx)(Ui) = M« COnSt(ﬁx)(‘/i) ~ @TO(X)(Vi),

whence it gives an isomorphism % [v,— £’ |v,.
By the same argument, these isomorphisms agree on the intersections V;NV; and
hence glue uniquely to an isomorphism . — %’ with the desired property. ([l

Proposition 4.30. The forgetful functor
0-F — 0-F

reflects coequalisers associated with connected components of differential schemes
which are simple with respect to Zariski open immersions.
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Proof. Let (X, dx) € - be simple for Zariski open immersions, and let (p2, p1,po) €
0-P(X,dx) be such that, in the diagram

(do, 80), (r,p)
(Plngﬁ) — (PngPo) - (Qva)

(d1,61)
le/ pol l

X1 X04>’/T0(X)

we have that (r, p) coequalises (dy, o) and (dy, 1), and the underlying diagram of
scheme morphisms is a coequaliser.

We need to show that the diagram is a coequaliser of polarised quasi-projective
morphisms. Let (h,x) : (Po,%p,) — (T,%r) be an arbitrary morphism that
coequalises (dy, do) and (dy,d1). Since the underlying diagram of scheme morphisms
is a coequaliser, there is a unique morphism s : ) — T such that sor = h.

Let .Z = s*%r, £ = Zg, and consider the isomorphism « : 7. — r*.&’
given as the composite

—1
r*s* Lp ~ WLy S Zp, LN 2.
Conditions (h, x) o (do,61) = (h,x) © (do,d1) and (,p) o (do,61) = (7, p) © (do, 61)
show that the diagram

d* d* —1
dsh* Lp — d5 Lp, —L— dyr* Lo

‘|

2 Zp, 2

o1
* 1k dix * difpil %,k
dih* L —5X . ge gp U0 e

commutes, so dja and dja agree up to coherences. By 1.29] we obtain an isomor-
phism
c:8r =% =%
such that o = r*o, and it follows that
(s,0) 0 (r,p) = (h, x),

s0 (@, -Zg) has the universal property of a coequaliser, as required. O

4.31. Differential descent.
Proposition 4.32. Let & : Sch;)g — Cat be a pseudofunctor, and let
f(X,0x) = (Y, dy)

be a morphism of S-differential schemes such that

(1) the underlying morphism fo : X — Y is a morphism of effective descent
for Z;
(2) fr =d§fo: X1 — Y1 is a descent morphism for &, where dy : S; — Sp = S

is the source morphism of precategory D(S).

Then f is a morphism of effective descent for 6-2.
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Proof. We consider the morphism of S-differential schemes as a morphism f : X —
Y of D(S)-actions, and apply 2.29 noting that the cocycle condition is superfluous
for differential schemes so we may omit the condition on fs. O

Corollary 4.33. Let f: (X,0x) — (Y,dy) be a morphism of differential schemes
with codomain the spectrum of a differential field and X quasi-compact. Then
f is a morphism of effective descent for the class of differential quasi-projective
morphisms.

Proof. The underlying morphism fy : X — Y is (trivially) fpqc because the target is
the spectrum of a field, and 23T show that it is effective descent for quasi-projective
scheme morphisms. Its base change fi; = djjf is again fpqc, hence a morphism of
descent for all scheme morphisms by [12] VIII, 5.2]. O

Corollary 4.34. Let f: (X,0x) — (Y, dy) be a morphism of differential schemes
whose underlying scheme morphism is fpqc. Then f is a morphism of effective
descent for the class of differential polarised quasi-projective morphisms.

Proof. The underlying scheme morphism fy : X — Y is fpqc, so of effective descent
for polarised quasi-projective morphisms by [12] VIII, 7.8], and the same holds for
f1 as the base change of fj. (|

5. AFFINE PICARD-VESSIOT THEORY

5.1. Picard-Vessiot Galois theory for differential field extensions. In this
section, we follow the Hopf-theoretic approach to Picard-Vessiot theory explained
in [1].

Definition 5.2. An extension L/K of differential fields is Picard- Vessiot, if

(1) the extension L contains no new constants, i.e., Ly = Kp, and we write k
for the common field of constants;
(2) there exists a differential K-subalgebra A of L such that Frac(4) = L and

H=(A®K A)
generates the left A-module A ® ¢ A in the sense that
(A®rg K)H = A®k A.
Such an A is called a Picard-Vessiot ring for the extension L/K.

Fact 5.3. In the situation from the above definition, we have the following.
(1) A is unique;
(2) H is a Hopf algebra;
(3) there is a comodule structure 0 : A — A ®y H such that

A — e A:0a)=a®1} =K,
and
() A®k A~ A® ) (H,0).

(4) The linear algebraic group G = Gal”V(L/K) = Spec(H) over k is called
the Picard-Vessiot Galois group of L/K and we have that

G(k) ~ Autspng(L/K).
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Fact 5.4 (Classical Picard-Vessiot Galois correspondence). Let L/K be a Picard-
Vessiot extension.
There is a one-to-one correspondence between intermediate differential field ex-
tensions and closed subgroups of the linear algebraic group GalPV(L/K) given by
M — Gal®V(L/M).
Moreover, an intermediate field M in L/K is Picard-Vessiot over K if and only if
Gal®V(L/M) is normal in Gal®Y (L/K). In this case, we have that

Gal”™V(M/K) ~ Gal™v(L/K)/Gal”v (L/M).
5.5. Janelidze’s categorical framework for Picard-Vessiot theory.

Definition 5.6. In [13], Janelidze makes the following choices for the classical
categorical setup as in B.11

(1) o = 6-Aff = 5-Rng°P, the category of affine differential schemes;

(2) Z = Aff = Rng®P, the category of affine schemes;

(3) S = Const®? is the functor of constants, i.e., S(Spec(4, §)) = Spec(Const(A4, J)),
often written as S(X) = Xo;

(4) C(Spec(R)) = Spec(R,0) transforms a ring into a differential ring with a
trivial derivation 0.

Remark 5.7. (1) Given X € o7, the functor Cx : Z)x, — & x is given by
Cx(Q — Xo) = X X¢(x,) C(Q) = (X,0) X(x,,0) (Q,0).
(2) An object P & Y in )y is split by a morphism X L ¥ if the natural
morphism f*p — CxSx(f*p) is an isomorphism, i.e., if
X xy P~ X X(x,,0 (X xy P)o,0).

Theorem 5.8 ([13]). Let A be the Picard-Vessiot ring for a differential field ex-
tension L/ K, and let

f=Spec(K — A) : X = Spec(A) - Y = Spec(K)

be the associated morphism in < .
Then f is a morphism of Galois descent, the categorical Galois groupoid agrees
with the Picard-Vessiot Galois group,

G = Gal[f] = Gal"V(L/K),
and X is a G-torsor over Y in the sense that

X xy X ~ X X(x,,0) (G,0).
There is an equivalence of categories

Splity [f] =~ [G, Z]
between the category of objects P BY in sz/y split by f, in the sense that
X xy P=f"(p) ~Cx(q) = X xx, Q

for some Q & X in Z)x,, and the category of G-actions in 2.

Proof. (1) The morphism f is faithfully flat (given as a spectrum of an algebra
over a field) and hence it is a morphism of effective descent for affine mor-
phisms in the sense of algebraic geometry. Using Benabou-Roubaud [4], we
obtain that the pullback functor f* is monadic.
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(2) Using T3] the counit SxCx — id is an isomorphism, or, equivalently, C'x
is fully faithful.
(3) The morphism f is self-split by the property [f] from
Categorical Galois theory stipulates that the object of morphisms of the groupoid
Gal[f] is

G = Gal[fl =S5(f"f) = (X xy X)o = Spec((A @k A)o) = Spec(H),
while the object of objects
Gal[f]o = S(X) = Xo = Spec(k)

is a point, so we obtain a linear algebraic group G over k, exactly as in the Picard-
Vessiot case. The torsor equation is precisely the self-splitting of f, written in terms
of G, and the equivalence of categories follows from categorical Galois theory [B1]
specialised to the framework O

Fact 5.9 (Algebraic group quotients and effective subgroups). Let H — G be a
monomorphism/closed immersion of algebraic groups over a field k. Combining
[20, 5.24, 5.28, 8.42-8.44, B.37, B.38], or, by using [9, Exposé V], we obtain:

(1) G is quasi-projective;

(2) the quotient G/H is representable by a quasi-projective scheme over k;
(3) the quotient morphism G — G/H is faithfully flat;

(4) we have

GXH’ZGXG/HG.

We deduce that all closed subgroups of an algebraic group over a field k are effective
in the category of schemes with quasi-projective morphisms.

In the category of affine schemes, a closed subgroup H of an affine algebraic
group G is effective if and only if G/H is affine. If H is a normal closed subgroup,
then it is effective (201 5.29]).

Proposition 5.10 (Affine Picard-Vessiot correspondence). With assumptions of
[5.8, there is a one-to-one correspondence between split affine quotients of f : X =Y
and effective subgroups of the linear algebraic group G = Gal[f] which takes

X

/
P s

N\

Py

to
Gal[X — P].

Conversely, if G' is an effective subgroup in the sense that it is a closed subgroup
such that the coset space G/G' has a structure of an affine scheme (Z9), it corre-
sponds to the quotient

X/&,
which is f-split by the scheme G/G’.
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Moreover, this correspondence restricts to a one-to-one correspondence between
split quotients P such that P — Y is Picard-Vessiot, and closed normal subgroups
of G. In this case,

Gal[P - Y] ~ Gal[X — Y]/ Gal[X — P].
Proof. The statement is a direct consequence of 5.8 and [3.4] d

Remark 5.11. (1) The equivalence of categories form of Picard-Vessiot theory
from 5.8 is new and as of yet unexplored in differential algebra.

(2) The affine Galois correspondence from 5101 does not fully recover the clas-
sical Picard-Vessiot Galois correspondence [5.4] because it only refers to ef-
fective subgroups of the Galois group, while the classical correspondence is
for all closed subgroups. The ‘moreover’ clause does recover the correspon-
dence for Picard-Vessiot quotients and normal groups from [19] 8.1].

6. CATEGORICAL GALOIS THEORY FOR DIFFERENTIAL SCHEMES
6.1. Indexed framework for scheme-theoretic Picard-Vessiot theory.

Definition 6.2. The indexed framework for pre-Picard- Vessiot differential Galois
theory consists of the following choices for objects needed to apply

(1) Let S be a base scheme, and let 2™ = Schyg.

(2) Let o be the category of S-differential schemes that have a categorical
scheme of leaves. By this choice, we have a ‘categorical scheme of leaves’
functor

my A = X

(3) Let & : 2°P — Cat be a pseudofunctor, which yields a pseudofunctor
0-P . o/°P — Cat by L7

(4) Let C = C? : P omy = 6-2 be the pseudo-natural transformation whose
(Z,8z)-component is the canonical functor

CZ : QZ(WO(Z, 52)) — 5-@(2, 52)
from E.17

For Picard-Vessiot differential Galois theory, we choose the following additional
structure.

(5) Let ¥ : Z°P — Cat be a full sub-pseudofunctor of the self-indexing
Self (Schyg) of the category of S-schemes over itself, so that, for an S-scheme
Z, S (Z) is a full subcategory of Sch/z. It gives rise to pseudofunctor
0- : o/°P — Cat.

(6) Let C7 : . omy = 6-2 be the pseudo-natural transformation correspond-
ing to ..

(7) Let U : & = % be a faithful pseudo-natural transformation. It gives rise
to a morphism of fibrations, taking cartesian morphisms to cartesian, hence
we obtain a pseudo-natural transformation §-U : §-& = 0-.% such that the
diagram

2
P omy <, 0-P

| e

S omy — 0-F
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commutes.

(8) We require that 6-U reflects (coequalisers associated with) .#-universal
connected components, i.e., if P € §-#(X,dx) for some (X,dx) € &/, and
we have a diagram

d
Pld:oipo%Q.
1

with 7 o dg = r o dy, which U maps onto an .%-universal coequaliser

up, UPy mo(0-U(P))

| |

X — = Xg — mp(X)

associated to the .#-simple differential scheme §-U(P), then the original
diagram was already a coequaliser.

Remark 6.3. In view of [£.12] the above setup with the functor my and the pseud-
ofunctor C' is not an extension of the adjunction () 4 C' we used in (5.6 given
that the functor ()o on affine differential schemes does not extend to a functor on
differential schemes.

Remark 6.4. The category
Splite (f)
consists of objects P € 0-Z(Y) such that, for some Q € Z(S(X)),

P ~Cx(Q).

Definition 6.5. A morphism f : (X,0x) — (Y,dy) of S-differential schemes is
pre-Picard- Vessiot with respect to & provided:
(0) f is a morphism in &7, i.e., (X,dx) and (Y, dy) have categorical schemes of
leaves over S;

(1) f is a morphism of effective descent for §-Z;
(2) X, X xy X and X xy X Xy X are simple for &.

Definition 6.6. A morphism f : (X,0x) — (Y,dy) of S-differential schemes is
Picard-Vessiot with respect to U : & = . provided:

(0) f is a morphism in &7, i.e., (X,dx) and (Y, dy) have categorical schemes of

leaves over S;

(1) f is a morphism of effective descent for §-2;

(2) X is simple for .

(3) f is auto-split with respect to ., i.e., f € Splites (f).

If & is already a sub-pseudofunctor of the self-indexing of Sch/g, we say that f

is Picard-Vessiot with respect to &2, if it is such with respect to id : & = .

Remark 6.7. A morphism f : (X,dx) — (Y, dy) in & is Picard- Vessiot with respect
to & provided:

(1) f is a morphism of effective descent for §-Z;
(2) X is simple for &;
(3) f is auto-split, i.e., f € Splita(f).

Lemma 6.8. (1) If (X, 0x) is simple for .7, then it is simple for P.
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(2) Given an S-differential scheme (Y,dy), the functor 6-Uy restricts to
Splite» (f) — Splite (f).

Proof. For the first claim, suppose (X,dx) is simple with respect to ., and let
Q € P(m(X)). Let P = CZ(Q) and consider the associated diagram

d T
Pl?O;PO*MQ.
1

Since (X, §x ) is simple with respect to .#, the analogous diagram for §-U (CZ (Q)) =
CZ(UQ) is an .S-universal coequaliser and mo(C (UQ) = UQ. Using the fact
that 0-U reflects connected components, we deduce that the original diagram is a
coequaliser and o (P) = Q.

The second claim follows directly from the fact that U preserves cartesian mor-
phisms. ([l

Lemma 6.9. If f is a Picard- Vessiot morphism of differential schemes with respect
toU : P = .7, then f is pre-Picard-Vessiot with respect to 2.

Proof. Writing Gy = mo(X), since f is auto-split with respect to C, for some
G € y(GQ),

X xy X =~ C¥ (G1) = X xX¢(ay) C(G1).
By the definition of simplicity using universal coequalisers, any object in the essen-

tial image of C’f{ is automatically simple for ., whence X xy X is simple for .
and we have mo(X xy X) ~ G;. Moreover,

XXyXXyXZ(X XyX) Xx (X XyX)
~ (C(Gl) XC(GD) X) Xx (X XC(GO) C(Gl)) ~ X XC(XO) C(Gl X Go Gl)
~ C}?(Gl X Go Gl),

whence X Xy X xy X is also simple for . with mo(X xy X Xy X) ~ G1 X¢, G1.
Using again, we obtain that X, X xy X and X xy X xy X are #-simple, as
required. (I

Remark 6.10. The assumption that f is pre-Picard-Vessiot for & ensures that the
kernel-pair groupoid

TO1 o
Gy : Xxy X xy X —"2 & X xy X 82— X
12 1

is a category in &7, and that the Galois precategory
Gal[f] = mo(Gy)

exists as a precategory in 2.
If f is Picard-Vessiot, then G[f] is an internal category (actually a groupoid
without the inversion of arrows named) in 2, by the argument in

Theorem 6.11. A pre-Picard- Vessiot morphism [ for & induces an equivalence
of categories

Split (f) ~ 2%l
between the category of objects of 5-P(Y) C-split by f and the category of &-
actions of the precategory Gal[f].
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Moreover, if f is Picard-Vessiot for U : & = &, the latter becomes the category
of P-actions of the groupoid Gal[f].

Proof. When f is pre-Picard-Vessiot, ensures that G gives a precategorical
decomposition of f in 7, and that the Galois precategory Gal[f] is well-defined in
Z . By assumption, f is of effective descent for Gy.

By the assumption on simplicity of X, X Xy X, X Xy X Xy X and [£17 we get
that the functors Cx, Cxx, x, Cxxy xxyx are fully faithful.

Hence, all the assumptions of are satisfied. When f is Picard-Vessiot, it is
also pre-Picard-Vessiot by

Therefore, in both cases we get the desired equivalence involving actions of the
precategory Gal[f], which happens to be a groupoid in the Picard-Vessiot case, as
observed in O

6.12. Quasi-projective Picard-Vessiot theory.

Theorem 6.13. Let (K,0) be a differential field of characteristic 0 with constants
k, and write S = Spec(k). Let f : X — Y = Spec(K,d) be a morphism of S-
differential schemes such that
(1) X is integral quasi-projective over Y and its only leaf is the generic point;
(2) [ is auto-split, witnessed by a quasi-projective k-scheme G,

X XyX ~ X Xc(s) C(G)

Then f is Picard-Vessiot, Gal[f] is an S-algebraic group isomorphic to G,
and there is an equivalence of categories

{ quasi-projective S-differential morphisms to'Y split by f}

~ {quasi-projective S-scheme actions of G}

Proof. We follow the template of for & the fibred category of quasi-projective
morphisms. By assumption (1) and 23] X is simple with categorical scheme of
leaves S. By .34l f is of effective descent for §-&2. Thus, X is Picard-Vessiot and
gives the desired equivalence. O

Corollary 6.14 (Quasi-projective differential Galois correspondence). With no-
tation of [6.13, there is an order-reversing one-to-one correspondence between split
S-differential quasi-projective fpqc quotients of f : X — Y in &/ and closed sub-
groups of the algebraic group G = Gal[f] which takes

X
4
P f
N\
"y
to
Gal[X — P].
Conversely, a closed subgroup G’ corresponds to the quotient
X/G,

which is f-split by the quasi-projective scheme G/G'.
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Moreover, this correspondence restricts to a one-to-one correspondence between
split fpqc quotients P such that P — Y 1is Picard-Vessiot, and closed normal sub-
groups of G. In this case,

Gal[lP = Y] ~ Gal[X — Y]/ Gal[X — P).

Proof. The claimed correspondence is more specific than a claim that could be
extracted from B4l so we provide an explicit proof following an analogous strategy.

If h: X — Pis f-split by g : G — @, and h is fpqc, then f*(h) is fpqc, hence an
universal effective epimorphism by [22, Tag 023P]. Since Sx preserves colimits as
a left adjoint, it follows that g = U(h) = Sx f*(h) is a regular epimorphism, hence
again an effective epimorphism in the presence of pullbacks. Since g corresponds
to a quotient of an algebraic group, it is fpgc again by B9l

Conversely, if G’ < G is a closed subgroup, then, by 59 g : G — G/G' = Q is
fpgc. The quotient h : X — P corresponding to it satisfies f*(h) ~ Cx(g), whose
underlying scheme morphis is fpqc since C'x acts as base change on g. Since f is
fpqc, using the fact [22] Tag 02YJ] that the properties of being ‘faithfully flat and
quasi-compact’ are local in the fpqc topology, it follows that h is fpqc itself. O

Remark 6.15. The theory above shows that even in linear Picard-Vessiot theory,
with X = (A,04) the spectrum of a Picard-Vessiot ring over a differential field
(K,9), in order to extend the correspondence to all closed subgroups od the
Galois group, we are forced to consider split quasi-projective quotients of X.

Remark 6.16. The above theory applies to strongly normal differential Galois theory
of [15].

6.17. Polarised quasi-projective differential Galois theory.

Theorem 6.18. Let f : (X,0x) — (Y,0y) be a morphism of S-differential schemes
such that, with notation [{.20]

(1) the underlying S-scheme morphism X —'Y is fpgc;
(2) (X,0x) is simple for . with scheme of leaves Gy;
(3) there is an S-morphism G1 — Gg such that

(X,0x) X(v,5y) (X, 0x) = (X,0x) X(Go,0) (G1,0).
Then f is Picard-Vessiot for U : 2 = ., Gal[f] is the groupoid (G1 =X Go) and we

have an equivalence between the category of quasi-projective polarised S-differential
morphisms (P, £p) — Y split by [ and the category of quasi-projective polarised
actions (Q, Zg) — Go of Gal[f].

Proof. Using 434l we obtain that f is of effective descent for §-&2. By [A30 the
forgetful functor §-U reflects .-universal categorical schemes of leaves. Hence, f
is indeed Picard-Vessiot for U and we can apply the template Theorem O
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