arXiv:2412.08952v1 [math.AG] 12 Dec 2024

Categorification of modules and construction of schemes

Abhishek Banerjee * Subhajit Das | Surjeet Kour *

Abstract

We use categorification of module structures to study algebraic geometry over symmetric monoidal categories.
This brings together the relative algebraic geometry over symmetric monoidal categories developed by Toén and
Vaquié, along with the theory of module categories over monoidal categories. We obtain schemes over a datum
(C, M), where (C,®,1) is a symmetric monoidal category and M is a module category over C. One of our main
tools is using the datum (C, M) to give a Grothendieck topology on the category of affine schemes over (C,®,1)
that we call the “spectral M-topology.” This consists of “fpqc M-coverings” with certain special properties. We
also give a counterpart for a construction of Connes and Consani by presenting a notion of scheme over a composite
datum consisting of a C-module category M and the category of commutative monoids with an absorbing element.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we use categorification of module structures to study algebraic geometry over symmetric monoidal
categories. The relative algebraic geometry over a symmetric monoidal category (C, ®, 1) was developed by Toén and
Vaquié [32]. Module categories over tensor categories have been studied in various contexts by a number of authors
(see, for instance, Bénabou [4], Janelidze and Kelly [19], Ostrik [26], Street [28]). We develop a notion of scheme
over a datum (C, M), where C is a symmetric monoidal category and M is a module category over C.

The idea of doing algebraic geometry over symmetric monoidal categories has roots in the work of Deligne [13], as
also in that of Hakim [I§]. In [32], Toén and Vaquié gave a notion of scheme over a symmetric monoidal category
(C,®,1) that is purely categorical, along with notions of Zariski immersions, Zariski coverings and fpqc coverings.
By choosing the category (C,®, 1) appropriately, one opens up a number of new geometries by taking C for instance
to be the category of sets, or commutative monoids, or the category of symmetric spectra. When C is taken to be the
category of Z-modules, one recovers the usual notion of a scheme over Spec(Z). There is also a homotopy version of
the theory in [32], obtained by taking C to be a symmetric monoidal model category. The latter has been developed
into a theory of homotopical algebraic geometry using higher categorical structures by Toén and Vezzosi in [30], [31].
The ideas of [32] have also been explored for instance in [1], [2], [B], [23], [24] (see also related work by Connes and

Consani in [9], [10], [11], [12]).

We know that a symmetric monoidal category (C, ®,1) may be seen as the categorification of a commutative ring.
In the framework of Toén and Vaquié [32], the category of affine schemes is taken to be the opposite of that of
commutative monoid objects in (C,®,1). Thereafter, the theory in [32] is developed by using objects in C equipped
with module actions of commutative monoid objects in (C,®,1). This suggests that we should be able to study a
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similar algebraic geometry by categorifying not just the notion of a commutative monoid, but also that of modules
over it. Therefore, the starting point of this paper is to consider a datum (C, M), where C is a symmetric monoidal
category and M is a category equipped with a functor

®:Cx M— M (1.1)

satisfying certain conditions similar to that of a module over a ring (see Section 2 for details). We mention here that
the framework of module categories over monoidal categories has proved to be extremely versatile, with applications
in various fields such as the theory of subfactors (see [5], [25]), weak Hopf algebras (see [26], [29]) and in conformal
field theory (see [I7]). This theory becomes particularly rich when the monoidal category has certain additional
structures, such as rigidity or (multi-)fusion structures (see for instance, [14], [I5]). As such, module categories over
monoidal categories have increasingly become a topic of study in their own right. For more on this subject, we refer
the reader for instance to [16] § 5].

We start with a datum (C, M) as in (ILT)). Given a commutative monoid object a in (C, ®, 1), we consider the category
Mod(a) of a-modules in M. The objects of Moda(a) are pairs (m, p) where m € M and p: a®m — m is a
morphism satisfying conditions similar to a module action (see Definition 2I]). We then build up the key notions of
coverings by using properties of the adjoint functors of “restriction of scalars” and “extension of scalars” between
these module categories.

One of the main tools in our paper is the use of the datum (C, M) to define a Grothendieck topology on the
category Af fc of affine schemes over (C,®,1), which we refer to as the “spectral M-topology.” This consists of
“fpgc M-coverings” with certain special properties that we explain in Section 3. We obtain schemes over (C, M)
using coverings by means of affine schemes in the category of sheaves for the spectral M-topology on Af fec. We will
typically refer to these as M-schemes. The category of M-schemes appears to have good properties in that it is
closed under pullbacks, disjoint unions and any scheme may be recovered as the quotient of an equivalence relation
on the disjoint union of affine schemes. By considering simplicial M-schemes, we are also able to obtain a good
theory of descent data corresponding to a morphism of M-schemes. We also incorporate change of base functors
between categories of schemes over respective data (C, M) and (C’, M’) as in (LI connected by a lax functor and
an adjunction between the symmetric monoidal categories C and C’

In the final part of this paper, we suggest a notion of scheme over a composite datum consisting of a C-module
category M and the category C'Mong of commutative monoids with an absorbing element. This is inspired by the
work of Connes and Consani [9], who presented a notion of scheme over a gluing of the category of commutative
monoids with that of commutative rings, by means of adjoint functors. We mention here that in future, we hope to
extend our methods to the homotopical context, where C and M additionally carry model structures.

We now describe the paper in more detail. We begin with a module category M over C as in ([ILT). Let Comm(C)
denote the category of commutative monoid objects in C. For a € Comm(C), the category Mod(a) of a-modules
with values in M is described in Section 2. For a morphism « : a — b in Comm/(C), we construct an adjoint
pair (a*, a.) of extension and restriction of scalars between the categories Modaq(a) and Moda(b). Some of the
material in Section 2 is possibly well known, but we record it here in order to fix notation. Further, we show that
the assignment a — Mod(a) determines a pseudo-functor from Comm(C) to the category of categories.

As in [32], we take the category Af fc of affine schemes to be the opposite of the category Comm/(C) of commutative
monoid objects in C. For any a € Comm(C), we let Spec(a) € Affec = Comm(C)°P denote the corresponding
affine scheme. Similarly, for a morphism « : a — b in Comm(C), we denote by a°? : Spec(b) — Spec(a) the
corresponding morphism of affine schemes in Af fc.

In Section 3, we define the topology on Affc. We say that a morphism a : a — b in Comm(C) is M-flat if
a* 1 Moda(a) — Moda(b) is exact. We will say that a collection {a;” : Spec(a;) — Spec(a)}ier of M-
flat morphisms is an fpqe M-cover for Spec(a) if there exists a finite subset J C I such that the collection of
functors {a; : Moda(a) — Mod (aj)}jeJ is conservative (see Definition B3)). If o : « — b is M-flat and an

epimorphism of finite type in Comm(C), we will say that a°? is a spectral immersion relative to M. A spectral



M-cover {aj” : Spec(a;) — Spec(a)}ier is an fpgec M-cover such that each aj” is a spectral immersion relative
to M. The main result of Section 3 is that both the fpqc M-coverings as well as the spectral M-coverings define
Grothendieck topologies on Af fe (see Proposition B.7)). From then onwards, we set Sh(Af fe)am be the category of
sheaves on Af fe with respect to the spectral M-topology.

We say that the C-module category (M, X) is subcanonical if the fpqc M-topology (and hence, the spectral M-
topology) on Af fc is subcanonical, i.e., for each Spec(a) € Af fc, the representable presheaf Af fe(--, Spec(a)) on
Af fe is a sheaf for the fpqc M-topology on Affc. In this situation, an affine scheme Spec(a) € Af fc may be
treated as an object of Sh(Af fc)m. For most of this paper, we will assume that (M,X) is subcanonical. We
mention that later on in Section 6, we have collected a number of examples of subcanonical module categories arising
in various natural ways such as from diagonal actions, functor categories, representation categories of monoids and
from directed graphs.

In Section 4, we give the definition of Zariski open immersion relative to M for a morphism f : FF — G in
Sh(Af fe)m (see Definition 2)). We show that this notion is stable under base change and closed under composition
in Sh(Af fe)m. By an M-scheme (see Definition [£8]), we mean a sheaf F' € Sh(Af f¢c)m for the spectral M-topology
on Af fe such that there is an epimorphism
[xi—F (1.2)
icl
in Sh(Affc)m where each X; is an affine scheme and each X; — F is a Zariski open immersion relative to M.
We show that the full subcategory Sch(C)aq of Sh(Af fe)m consisting of M-schemes is closed under coproducts and
pullbacks. We also provide a description (see Theorem .14) of M-schemes in terms of quotients of disjoint unions
of affine schemes over an equivalence relation satisfying certain properties.

In Section 5, we consider symmetric monoidal categories (C,®,1) and (D, ®, 1) which are connected by an adjunction
(B:C — D, A:D — () that satisfies certain monoidal properties. We also consider a C-module category (M, X),
a D-module category (N,H) and a lax C-linear functor

(L,T): B,(N) = (WV,88) — (M,KX) (1.3)

where BB denotes the restriction of the D-module action on N to a C-module action by means of the functor
B :C — D. In that case, we have an adjoint pair (see Theorem [B.3])

(A1 : Sh(Affe)p — Sh(Affo)n,  Bi: Sh(Affp)x — Sh(Af fo)m) (1.4)

Additionally, if M and A are subcanonical, then we obtain a change of base functor A, : S ch(C)pm — Sch(D)n at

the level of schemes. In Section 7, we study a category Desc(F N S) of descent data for a morphism f: F — S
of M-schemes. More precisely, we associate a simplicial M-scheme X(f) to the morphism f : FF — S and show (see
Proposition [Z6) that the category of descent data is equivalent to that of simplicial M-schemes that are cartesian
over X(f).

In [9], Connes and Consani present a notion of a scheme over the field F; with one element. For this, they begin by
gluing together the category of commutative rings with that of commutative monoids by means of an adjunction.
Then, a scheme over Fy (see [0, Definition 4.7]) consists of a Z-scheme, a scheme over the category of commutative
monoids and a natural transformation which gives a bijection when applied to a field. Our objective in Section
8 is to present a counterpart of this construction. For this, we glue together the category Comm(C) with the
category C'Mong of commutative monoids with an absorbing element. By considering units in the monoid C(1,c) for
¢ € Comm(C), we obtain a collection fId(C) of objects that approximate the idea of a “field” in C. We conclude by
defining the notion of (M, CMong)-scheme, which consists of an M-scheme, a scheme over C Mong in the sense of
[9] and a natural transformation that gives a bijection when applied to any ¢ € fld(C) (see Definition R3).
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2 Categorical actions and the pseudo-functor Mod

Throughout, we let (C,®,1) be a closed symmetric monoidal category which is both complete and cocomplete. We
recall (see [§], [19]) that a left C-module category (M,K, A, 1) consists of a bifunctor X : ¢ x M — M and a
collection of isomorphisms

A= ()\a,b7m:a&(b®m)l>(a®b)®m

a,bEC,mEM)
L= (L 18m =5 m|m & M) (2.1)

which are natural and subject to certain coherence axioms. Right C-module categories are defined similarly. Let
M = (M,X) and M’ = (M’,K') be left C-module categories. A lax C-linear functor (L, J) : M — M’ consists of a
functor L : M — M’ together with a natural transformation J = {J; m, : ¢®' L(m) — L(c®m) : (¢,m) € C x M}
satisfying certain coherence axioms (see [§], [19]). Additionally, if J is a natural isomorphism, then (L, J) is called a
strong C-linear functor. We denote the category of left C-module categories and lax C-linear functors by C — Mod"®.

From now onwards, we fix a left C-module category (M,X,\ 1) such that the underlying category M is both
complete and cocomplete. Additionally, for every a € C,m € M, we assume that the functors a X __: M — M and
_Xm:C — M preserve colimits. We let Comm(C) denote the category of commutative monoid objects in C.

Definition 2.1. Let a = (a,p: a®a — a,t : 1 — a) € Comm(C). A left a-module in M is a pair (m,p)
consisting of an object m € M and a morphism p: a X'm — m such that

po(u®1ly)odgam=po(la®p):aR(a®m)— m po(t®1ly)=1l,:18m—m (2.2)

A morphism 1 : (m, p) — (m/, p') of left a-modules is a morphism 1 : m — m’ in M such that p' o (1,X1)) = op.
For a € Comm(C), we let Mod(a) denote the category of left a-modules.

Remark 2.2. For a € Comm(C), we may consider the associated monad T = a X __ on M. Then, the Eilenberg-
Moore category of T-algebras is the category Moda(a). Hence, the forgetful functor U, : Mod(a) — M reflects
isomorphisms and creates limits. Further, since the endofunctor underlying T preserves colimits, U, also creates
colimits. In particular, since M is complete and cocomplete, it follows that Moday(a) is complete and cocomplete
and U, preserves both limits and colimits.

Let o : (a, fta, ta) — (b, iy, tb) be a morphism in Comm/(C). We consider the restriction of scalars a.. : Mod (b)) —
Mod(a), given by (m, p) — (m,po (X 1,,)). The extension of scalars o : Mod(a) — Mod(b) may now
be defined as follows: for (m, p) € Moda(a), we consider the object

1b®p

bR,m:=Coeq | bDR(a®m) _ , b@a)®m . bKm (2.3)
)\b,a,m (Hbo(]-b@a))lz]-m

in M. We denote the canonical epimorphism b X m — bX, m by coeqq, (m, ). Using Remark 2.2 it follows that
[23) is also a coequalizer in Mod ().

Lemma 2.3. There is a canonical morphism p: b (b X, m) — bX, m making b X, m into a left b-module.



Proof. We consider the following diagram :

1,X(1,Kp)
1,Xcoeq
bX (bX (a X sy DX (b®a)XWm bX (b —— bX (bXym
( ( ™) 1WAy, a,m (« ) ) 1pX((ppo(ly®@a))Mlm) ( ) ( )
Ab,b,a®m Ab,b,m 1b®(b®am)‘
LygoXp
b®b) KR (a®m b®b)®a)Rm b® (b®a))Km bR b)Rm — bR (bR, m) (2:4)
CEDL TG I pu— D Frp— I ER) oy — D) (65 m)
b ™1, R, 1 BLm i
1,Xp \L
bR (aRm) —  (b®a)®m bRm —2L s bR, m
Ab,a,m (ppo(1p @)1,

Since b X __ preserves colimits, it is evident that the top row of (24) is a coequalizer.

(1) Because of the naturality of the isomorphisms in A, the associativity constraints A, p ,=m and Appm satisfy
Ab,b,m © (1o X (1 W p)) = (Loge X p) 0 Ap b amim-

(2) Using the pentagon axiom in M and the naturality of A, we see that the A, ; y®m, and App m fit into a commutative
square

XXo,a,m X o «))X1,,
R (bR (a K m)) — ™™y b1 (b ® a) K m) LR Gmo(teEa)¥m) bR (bR m)

J/)‘b b,alm )\b,b,ml

(bR K(aBm) ———— (bRb)@a) Km —— (b@ (b®a)) ®m (b®b)Xm

)\b®b a,m (1b®(ubo(1b®a)))&lm

(3) Using the functoriality of X, we see that (1, X p) o (s M 1omm) = (16 X 1) 0 (1o X p).

(4) Using the naturality of A, the pentagon axiom in C, the associativity of u;, and the functoriality of X, we have
the commutative diagram

A a.m ~ o a)))X1,,
(b©b) R (a Rm) —2""  (bob) @ a) Bm — (b® (b® a)) R m 22Ul n f o4y 5 m
Hbgla&m\\/ l”bg]wn
Ab.a.m o(1,Xa))X1,,
b (a R m) (b®a)Rm (o (1oBe)B1 (bR m)

Using (1) and (2), it follows that the diagrams in the top and middle rows of 2.4] are naturally isomorphic. Hence,

. . . (1,Xcoeq)o )\b b
the coequalizer of the middle row is (b® b) Km ———— = b X (b K, m).

Using (3) and (4), there is an induced morphism p: bX (bX, m) — bX, m. It may be verified that p makes bX, m
into a left b-module. O

Theorem 2.4. Let o : (a, g, ta) — (b, b, 1) be a morphism in Comm(C). Then, the assignment (m,p) —
(b X, m,p) extends to a functor o* : Moda(a) — Modp(b) which is left adjoint to the restriction of scalars
a : Modp(b) — Modpg(a).

Proof. Let (m, p) € Moda(a), (n,7) € Moda(b). We need to show that there is a natural isomorphism

Modr(b) (b ®a m, p), (n,7)) = Modm(a) ((m, p), a.((n, 7)) (2.5)



Let ¢ : (bX, m,p) — (n,7) be a morphism in Moda(b). We consider ¢ : m — n given by the composite

X1, €0€qq,(m,p)

m=1Km —=bKm bMem ——n (2.6)
It is easy to see that ¢ € Mod(a)((m, p), @ ((n,7))). We check the naturality of the collection of maps
{ModM(b) (bR, m, p), (n,7)) — Mod(a) ((m,p), cu((n, 7)), ¢+ & ‘ (n,7) € ModM(b)} (2.7)

Let £ : (n,7) — (n/,7’) be any morphism in Mod(b). For any ¢ € Mod i (b) ((b X, m, p), (n, 7)), we have

§o¢=(m ~ mm“ﬂlwbxmﬂmamLHA”')zgoa (2.8)

This proves the naturality of the collection ([Z7).
Now let ¢ : (m, p) — a.((n, 7)) be a morphism in Moda(a). We note that 7o (aX 1)) = 1) o p. Hence,

To(l,My)o (1, Wp) =70 (1, M (Pop))
=70 (1, X (10 (aX)))
=70 (1,X7)0 (1, K (e K 1))
=70 (uwX1,) 0N pno(1p X (aX)) [the associativity of 7] (2.9)
=70 (X1, o((1y ®a)KY)o N am [the naturality of A]
=70 ((upo(lpy ®a)) K)oy am
=70(1®e)o (o (lp®@a))Kly)oXpam

By the universal property of the coequalizer ([2.3)), there exists a unique morphism 1 : b X, m — n such that the
triangle
coeqa’(m’p)

bXIm bX, m

\ - (2.10)
7o (1K) e

n

e\

commutes. To show that 1 is a morphism in Moda4(b), we consider the diagram

1,Xcoeqn (m o)\_lm 1,X
(b®b)Rm (1o¥cocda,mp)) s, bR (bR, m) — %, bR
mmml % f (2.11)
coeqa,, (m,p) %
bXm bX, m —mm > n

It follows from the diagram (24)) that the left hand square in (ZII) commutes. Using (ZI0) and the naturality of
A, it may be verified that 7o (1, K1) o (1, X coeqq, (m,p)) © )‘I;g,m = 1) 0 c0€eqq, (m,p) © (s X 11,), which shows that the
outer square in (ZTII]) commutes. We now note that the morphism

(1 ¥ c0€qq,(m,p)) © Ay : (b @) Bm — bR (bK, m) (2.12)
is a coequalizer and hence an epimorphism. It now follows from the diagram (ZII)) that 7o (1, X)) = v o p. This
shows that ¢ : (bX, m,p) — (n,7) is a morphism in Moda,(b).

It is straightforward to check that the two assignments ¢ — ¢ and ¢ — 1 are mutual inverses. It follows by
[7, Proposition 6.7.2] that there is a unique functor a* : Mod(a) — Mod(b) which is left adjoint to . and
such that a*((m, p)) = (b X, m, p) for every (m, p) € Moda(a). This completes the proof. O



It may be verified that for a morphism ¢ : (m, p) — (m’/, p’) in Mod(a), the induced morphism 1, X, ¢ := a*(¢)
satisfies coeqq, (m!,p) 0 (15 ¢) = (1,X4 @) 0 coeqq, (m,p)- We shall denote the unit and counit of the adjunction (a*, a.)
by 1o and e, respectively.

Let the following be a pushout square in Comm(C).

Vo2 p

B/T TB (2.13)

a +—a
We recall (see for instance, [32 § 2]) that the pushout b’ is given by b ®, a’.

Lemma 2.5. Leta:a—ad',3:a — b and v : ¢ — b be morphisms in Comm/(C). Then,
(1) (' ®a b)) Km = a' K, (bR m) as left a’'-modules, and this is natural in m € M.
(2) (/! ®q b)Kem =a N, (bR, m) as left a’-modules, and this is natural in (m, p) € Mod(c).

Proof. (1) Since ._®m : C — M preserves colimits, we have

(1,7 ®(1po(BR1p)))Hlm
OO TR)E
(0 ®ab)@m=Coeq | o/ K(aX(bRmM)) (' ®a®b)Km (¢’ @b)Mm=ad KbXm) | 2ad K, (bRm) (2.14)
((l‘a/o<1a/®o‘>>®1b)%1m

in M. Using Remark 2.2 it may be verified that (2I4]) holds in Mod(a’).

(2) We consider the diagram
11,|Xp
bX (c X m) bXm (2.15)
((l‘bo(lb®’7))®1M)O)‘b,C,m
in Moda(b). Applying B. to ([ZI5), we obtain a diagram in Mod(a). Using Remark 2] it follows that the

) s bR, m. Since o : Mod(a) — Modp(a') is a left

coequalizer of this diagram in Mod(a) is b= m
adjoint, it preserves coequalizers. Hence,

1,8, (1,8p)
a' R, (bR (cXm)) a' X, (bRm) ---=-----1-220 > a' X, (bX.m) (2.16)
Lo B(((p0(16®7))B1m)0Np, e m )

is a coequalizer in Mod(a’). Using part (1), it follows that (o’ ®,0) M. m = o’ K, (bX.m) as left o’-modules. O

We denote by Cat the 2-category of categories (see, for instance, [6, § 7]). The following result will be used in later
sections.

Proposition 2.6. (1) The assignment

Mod g : Comm(C) — Cat

(Comm(C) 3 a — Mod(a)) ((a:a — b) = (a* : Mody(a) — Mod (b)) (2.17)

is a pseudo-functor.

(2) For every a: a — b in Comm(C), the restriction of scalars c, : Moda(b) — Moday(a) is conservative, i.e.,
a morphism ¢ in Moda(b) is an isomorphism if and only if (@) is an isomorphism in Moda(a).

(3) For any pushout square ZI3) in Comm(C), there is a natural isomorphism o* o 3, — [ o o/*.



Proof. (1) It is easy to see that for any a € Comm(C), (14)* = Imod i (a) Now, let a 2 p Ly cbe morphisms in
Comm/(C). We consider §:b— ¢,1, : b — b and o : @ — b. Using Lemma 2.5 it follows that

(Boa)"2cN, 2 (c@pb)N, 2Ky (BN, )= [*oa” (2.18)

It can be checked that Mod satisfies the coherence axioms for a pseudo-functor.
(2) This follows from the fact that for every ¢ € C, the forgetful functor Moda(c) — M reflects isomorphisms.
(3) Applying Lemma [2.8] to the morphisms av: a — o/, 8 : a — b, 1, : b — b, it follows that

Brod* =Ky __=(a b)) Ky __=a' K, (bX, )2 a' K, __=a*of, (2.19)
O

3 The topology on Aff;

We set Af fec := Comm(C)°P. For any object a € Comm(C), the corresponding object in Affe will be denoted
by Spec(a). For any morphism « : a — b in Comm/(C), the corresponding morphism in Af fe will be denoted by
a®? : Spec(b) — Spec(a). In this section, we will introduce the topologies on Af f¢ relative to M.

Definition 3.1. A morphism « : a — b in Comm(C) is M-flat if the extension of scalars a* : Modp(a) —
Mod(b) preserves finite limits.

Lemma 3.2. M-flatness is stable under pushouts and closed under compositions in Comm(C).

Proof. Using Proposition 2.6} it is straightforward to check that the composition of M-flat morphisms is M-flat. We
now consider the following pushout square in Comm(C) such that « is M-flat.

V=b®,d <2 b

ﬁ'T T 5 (3.1)

!/
—
a P a

We need to show that o is M-flat, i.e., o/* : Moda(b) — Mod (b ®, a') preserves finite limits. Let D : 7 —
Mod(b) be a diagram, where Z is a finite category. There is a canonical morphism

/% - . /%
! (lz%nD) — lzIm (o o) (3.2)

in Modu (b®, a'). Applying S. to (B2), using Proposition 2.0 and the fact that 8. and /3] preserve limits, we have
a morphism

a* (lz%n (B« o IDJ)) ~ o (ﬁ* (lZ%TLD)) >~ gl (a/* (lz%nD)) — Bl (lz%n (a0 IDJ)) ~ li%n (Broa™ oD) = li%n (a* o (BxoD)) (3.3)

Since « is M-flat, the morphism in (B3] must be an isomorphism. Further since g, is conservative, it follows that
the morphism in (322) is an isomorphism. Hence, o/ is M-flat. O

For an object a € Comm(C), we consider the coslice category a/Comm(C), or the category of “a-algebras.” We
recall that objects of a/Comm(C) are the morphisms in Comm/(C) with domain a. Let oo : @ — b be a morphism in
Comm/(C). We also recall (see [32, § 2.3]) that « is of finite type if for any filtered diagram D : Z — a/Comm(C),
the canonical map

c%izm a/Comm(C)(b,D(i)) — a/Comm/(C)(b, C(i)éizm D(4)) (3.4)

is an isomorphism.



Definition 3.3. A family of morphisms {a7” : Spec(a;) — Spec(a)},o; in Af fe is an fpge M-cover for Spec(a) if
(1) For each i € I, the morphism o : a — a; is M-flat.
(2) There exists a finite subset J C I such that the collection of functors

{of = (a; K, ) : Modr(a) — Mod v (ay)} (3.5)

jeJ

is conservative, i.e., a morphism ¢ in Modpq(a) is an isomorphism if and only if aj(¢) is an isomorphism in
Mod(a;) for each j € J.

Definition 3.4. A morphism a°P : Spec(b) — Spec(a) in Af fc is a spectral immersion relative to M if a is M-flat
and an epimorphism of finite type in Comm(C).

Lemma 3.5. Spectral immersions relative to M are stable under pullbacks and closed under compositions in Af fc.

Proof. We need to show that M-flat epimorphisms of finite type are stable under pushouts and compositions in
Comm(C). We consider a pushout square in Comm(C) such that 8 : a — b is of finite type.

V=b®,d <2 b

ﬁ'T T 5 (3.6)

!/
—
a P a

We claim that 8’ : ¢/ — bV = b ®, c is of finite type. Let D : T — o’ /Comm/(C) be a filtered diagram. We
consider the functor r, : a’'/Comm(C) — a/Comm(C) that takes (a/ — ¢) = (a — a’ — ¢). We note that the
forgetful functors 7, : a/Comm(C) — Comm(C) and 7y : o/ /Comm(C) — Comm(C) create filtered colimits and
are conservative. Since 7, o o = 7y, it follows that r, preserves filtered colimits. Further, r, has a left adjoint

Do : a/Comm(C) — a’ /Comm(C)

(a—c)— (d/ — d ®y0) (3.7)
Since ( is of finite type and 7, preserves filtered colimits, we have
ccz?éiIm a'/Comm(C)(a' ®,0,D(i)) = cci»éizm a/Comm(C) (b, ro(D(4)))
= o/ Comm(C) (b, colim 74(D(i))) (3.8)

>~ q/Comm/(C)(b, ra(cci)éizm D(4))) & a'/Comm(C)(a’ ®4 b, C(z?leizm D(7))

This shows that 8 : ¢’ — a’ ®, b is of finite type. It may be verified that a composition of morphisms of finite type
is a morphism of finite type. Using Lemma [3.2] it follows that M-flat epimorphisms of finite type are stable under
pushouts and closed under compositions in Comm/(C). O

Definition 3.6. A family of morphisms {o;" : Spec(a;) — Spec(a)};c; in Af fe is a spectral M-cover for Spec(a)
if it is an fpge M-cover and for each i € I, a3 is a spectral immersion relative to M.

Proposition 3.7. (1) The assignment Af fc 5 Spec(a) — {fpgc M-covers for Spec(a)} is a basis for a Grothendieck
topology on Af fc.

(2) The assignment Affc > Spec(a) — {spectral M-covers for Spec(a)} is a basis for a Grothendieck topology on
Affe.



Proof. (1) If a°P : Spec(b) — Spec(a) is an isomorphism, it is clear that the singleton {«a°P} is an fpgc M-cover.
Let {a;” : Spec(a;) — Spec(a)}ier be an fpge M-cover and 5 : Spec(b) — Spec(a) be a morphism in Af fo. We
consider the pushout square

a4 @y b 2 b

BQT Tﬂ (3.9)

a; <—— a

(e7

in Comm(C) for each i € I. We claim that the family of pullbacks {(a})° : Spec(a;) X spec(a) SPEC(D) = Spec(a; @q
b) — Spec(b)}ier is an fpge M-cover for Spec(b). Using Lemma[3.2] it follows that each o : b — a; ®,b is M-flat.
Further, there exists a finite subset J C I such that the following collection of functors is conservative.

{af = (a; W, ) : Modrq(a) — Modp(ay)} (3.10)

JjEJ
We claim that the functor (o})jes = ((a; ®a b) Ky --)jes : Moda(b) — [[;c; Modai(a; @, b) is conservative. It
suffices to show that the composite functor (8, o oj")jes

(@ )jes

[es B,
LA LI

Mod r(b) [ Moda(a; ®a b) [ Mod(a)) (3.11)

jed jed
is conservative. Using Proposition 2.6l we have (8] oa/")jes = (o] 0 Bs)jes = (a])jes o B« Since B, is conservative,
it now follows that the functor in (BI1)) is conservative.

Using Proposition2.6land Lemma[3.2] it may be verified that composition of fpqc M-covers must be an fpqc M-cover.
This completes the proof.

2) The result follows from part (1) and Lemma 351 O
(2) P

We will refer to the topology on Af fec coming from part (1) of Propostion B as the fpgec M-topology and denote
it by fpgcear. The associated topology on Af fe in part (2) of Propostion 3.7 will be called the spectral M-topology
and denoted by spcag.

We denote the category of presheaves of sets on Af fe by PSh(Af fc) and let Sh(Af fc, fpgea) be the full subcategory

of PSh(Af fc) whose objects are the sheaves with respect to the fpqc M-topology. The category of sheaves on Af fe
with respect to the spectral M-topology will be denoted by Sh(Af fe)a. We note that we have full subcategories

Sh(Af fe, fpacm) € Sh(Af fe)m S PSh(Af fc) (3.12)

We will often use the term “affine scheme” to mean either an object Spec(a) € Af fc or the corresponding presheaf on
Af fe. Similarly, we will use a®? : Spec(a) — Spec(a’) to denote both a morphism in Af fe and the corresponding
morphism in PSh(Af fe).

4 Schemes relative to M

From now onwards, we will say that the left C-module category (M, X) is subcanonical if the fpgc M-topology (and
hence, the spectral M-topology) on Af f¢ is subcanonical, i.e., for each Spec(a) € Af fc, the representable presheaf
Af fe(_-, Spec(a)) on Af fc is a sheaf for the fpqc M-topology on Af fc. In this section, we present the main definition
of this paper, that of a scheme relative to M. We assume throughout this section that the left C-module category
M is subcanonical. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For every spectral M-cover {a;? : Spec(a;) — Spec(a)}icr, the canonical morphism

UiEI A-ffc(——)agp):]_[iel O‘gp

[T Affe(— Spec(ar)

iel

Af fe(--, Spec(a)) (4.1)

10



is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fe)m.
Proof. Let p,q be morphisms in Sh(Af fc)m such that the compositions

icr ag?

Licr Af fe(- Spec(as)) ——=——— Af fe(—, Spec(a) = F
[icr Af fe(--, Spec(ai)) icr o

—— " Affe(-, Spec(a)) - F
are equal. Then, ([A2) implies that for each i € I, we have po o = go «a;” in Sh(Affc)m. Let p' (resp. ¢')
be the element of F(Spec(a)) corresponding under Yoneda lemma to p (resp. ¢q). It follows that for each i € I,
poa;’ = qoaj’ corresponds under Yoneda Lemma to the element F(aj”)(p") = F(aj”)(¢') € F(Spec(a;)). Since

F € Sh(Af fe)m and {aj? : Spec(a;) — Spec(a)}icr is a spectral M-cover, we see that the map

(4.2)

F(Spec(a)) — H F(Spec(a;)) x = (F(a?)(x))ier (4.3)
iel
must be injective. It follows that p’ = ¢’ and hence p = q. O

Definition 4.2. (1) Let X := Affc(__, Spec(a)) be an affine scheme and F C X a subsheaf in Sh(Affc)m. We
say that F C X 14s a Zariski open relative to M if there is a family {Spec(a;) — Spec(a)}icr of spectral immersions
relative to M such that the induced morphism [[,.; Af fe(—, Spec(a;)) — Af fe(--, Spec(a)) = X has image F,
i.e., we have

TTAS e, Spectar)) —P—s F < Affe(_., Specla)) = X (4.4)

el
mn Sh(Affc)M
(2) A morphism F — G in Sh(Affe)m is a Zariski open immersion relative to M if for each X € Af fe and

each morphism X — G, the induced morphism F xg X — X in Sh(Af fe)m is a monomorphism whose image is
Zariski open relative to M in X.

Lemma 4.3. (1) Let G — H be a morphism in Sh(Af fc)m. Then, the functor __ xg G : Sh(Affe)m/H —
Sh(Af fe)m/G sending (F — H) — (F xg G — G) preserves colimits.

(2) Let [1;c; Fi — H be an epimorphism in Sh(Affc)m. If G — H is a morphism in Sh(Af fe)m, then the
induced morphism [[,.; Fi xug G — G is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fc)m.

Proof. (1) It is easy to verify that the analogous result holds in the category of sets. Since colimits in PSh(Af f¢)
are computed objectwise, we see that the functor __x gy G : PSh(Affe)/H — PSh(Affc)/G sending (F — H) —
(F xg G — G) preserves colimits. Let ()1 : PSh(Af fc) — Sh(Af fe)m be the sheafification functor which is
left adjoint to the inclusion Sh(Af fe)m < PSh(Af fe). In particular, the functor ()} preserves colimits. Since
sheafification is obtained from filtered colimits (see for instance, [22, § 3.5]), we know that it also preserves finite
limits. The result is now clear.

(2) It follows from part (1) that [, F; x g G = [, (F; xg G) in Sh(Af fe)m/G. Since [ [, F; — H is an epimorphism
in Sh(Af fc) m, it induces an epimorphism ([ [, F; — H) — (H A, H) in Sh(Af fc)m/H. Using part (1), it follows
that the morphism (][, F; xg G = [[,(Fi xag G) — G) — (G d, G) is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fe)m/G and
hence [[,.; Fi xyg G — G is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fc)am. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.4. A Zariski open immersion f : F — G relative to M is a monomorphism in Sh(Af fc)m-.

Proof. Let p: H — F,q : H — F be morphisms in Sh(Af fc)m such that fop = fogq. Suppose that p # gq.
Then, there exists Spec(a) € Af fe With pspec(a) 7 Uspec(a). Hence, there must be an element 2 € H(Spec(a)) with
PSpec(a)(T) # Qspec(a)(T). We set Y = Af fe(__, Spec(a)). Let h : Y — H (resp. g : Y — G) be the morphism

11



corresponding under Yoneda lemma to the element x € H(Spec(a)) (resp. fspec(a)(Pspec(a)(®)) € G(Spec(a))). It
follows that

fopoh=yg (4.5)
Further, since pgpec(a)(T) # dspec(a) (), we have
pohz#qoh (4.6)
We consider the pullback squares in Sh(Af fe)m
Fxgy — I Ly HxgY — ' 5y

P Tk w

F f bl H fop=foq bl

Using the universal property of F' Xg Y, the pair (pog” : HxgY — F, t: HxgY — Y) (resp. (¢og” :
HxgY — F, t: HxgY —Y)) induces a unique morphism

pHxgY — FxgY, (resp. ¢ :HxgY — FxgY) (4.8)

such that pog” =g op’ and f'op’ =t (resp. gog”" =g’ oq¢ and f'oq =1).
By Definition [£2(2), since f is a Zariski open immersion relative to M, we see that f’ is a monomorphism in
Sh(Af fe)m. Hence, the equality f'op’ =t = f’ o ¢’ implies that p’ = ¢. It follows that

pog”:g/op/:g/oq/:qog” (49)

Using (@3] and the universal property of H Xg Y, the pair (h: Y — H,1ly : Y — Y') induces a unique morphism
u:Y — H xgY such that tou =1y and ¢” o u = h. Tt follows from ([£9) that

poh=pog’'ou=qog’ou=qoh (4.10)
which contradicts (@Gl). Hence p = ¢. This proves the result. O

Lemma 4.5. In Sh(Af fc)m, Zariski open immersions relative to M are stable under base change and closed under
composition.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that Zariski open immersions relative to M are stable under base change.

Suppose that f : FF — G and g : G — H are Zariski open immersions relative to M. We need to show that go f
is a Zariski open immersion relative to M. Let h : X — H be a morphism in Sh(Af fc)sm where X € Affe. We
consider the following pullback diagram

f/ ’

FxuX2Fxg(GxyX)——Gxy X —>— X (4.11)
|- |+ |
F ! G d o

It follows from Lemma [£4] that both f and g are monomorphisms. Hence, ¢’ o f': F xg X 2 F x¢ (G xg X) —
G xg X — X is a monomorphism in Sh(Af fe)m. It remains to show that F' x gy X C X is Zariski open relative
to M.

Since g : G — H is a Zariski open immersion relative to M, we see that ¢’ : G xg X — X is a monomorphism
whose image is Zariski open relative to M. Hence, there exists a family {«; : X; — X };er of spectral immersions
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relative to M such that [], o; : [[; X; — X has image G x g X in Sh(Af fe)m. For each i’ € I, we consider the
composition X;» — [[,.; X; = G xg X and form the following pullback diagram in Sh(Af fc)m

el
FxgXo 2= (FxgX) XGynx Xo FxpXx—"  .p (4.12)
| | |
Xy GxpX—" ¢

Since Zariski open immersions relative to M are stable under pullbacks, the morphism f': F xg X — G xg X is
a Zariski open immersion relative to M. It follows that the morphism

FxgXy=(F Xg(G XHX)) Xexgx Xi — X (4.13)

in (£I2) is a monomorphism whose image is Zariski open relative to M. Hence, there is a family {Yy; — X };c, of
spectral immersions relative to M such that the image of the canonical morphism ]| Yij — Xy in Sh(Af fe)m

JjEJ
is F' xg Xy Using Lemma and Lemma [£3] it may be verified that

{Yi; — Xio — X}jeu,iver (4.14)

is a family of spectral immersions relative to M such that the image of the canonical morphism ]_[j ey, irer Yig —
Hi’e[ Xy — X is F' xg X. This shows that FF xg X C X is Zariski open relative to M. This completes the
proof. O

Proposition 4.6. Let X € Af fc be an affine scheme.

(1) Let f : F — X be a Zariski open immersion relative to M. Then, the image of f is Zariski open relative to M.
(2) Let F € Sh(Affc)m be a subsheaf of X that is Zariski open relative to M. Then, the inclusion F — X is a
Zariski open immersion relative to M.

Proof. (1) The proof is straightforward.

(2) Since F' C X is Zariski open relative to M, there exists a family {X; — X };es of spectral immersions relative
to M such that the image of the canonical morphism [ [, X; — X in Sh(Affe)m is F. Let Z € Af fe and Z — X
be a morphism in Sh(Af fc)m. For each i’ € I, we have a pullback diagram in Sh(Af fc)m

XZ'/XXZ%FXXZC—>Z

l l l (4.15)

Xy F X

where the morphism X;; — F' is the composition X;; — []..; X; - F. We note that each X;; x x Z is affine.

Using Lemma 3.5 it follows that each composition

el

XoxxZ —FxxZ—72 (4.16)

in (@I3) is a spectral immersion relative to M. Further, by Lemmal[d3] the induced morphism [[, .; Xy xx Z — Z
has image F' xx Z. Hence, F xx Z C Z is Zariski open relative to M. This shows that the inclusion F — X is a
Zariski open immersion relative to M. O

Our next result shows that spectral immersions relative to M are also Zariski open immersions relative to M in

Sh(Af fe)m-
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Proposition 4.7. Let a°? : Spec(a) — Spec(b) be a spectral immersion relative to M. Then a°P considered
as a morphism Z = Affc(__, Spec(a)) — Affc(_,Spec(b)) =Y is a Zariski open immersion relative to M in
Sh(Af fe)m-

Proof. Let X = Spec(c) be an affine scheme and g : X — Y be a morphism in Sh(Af fc)pm. Using Lemma B0 the
morphism
Z xy X = Spec(a ®y c) = Spec(a) X gpec(v) Spec(c) — Spec(c) = X (4.17)

is a spectral immersion relative to M in Affc, and in particular a monomorphism in Affc. Since the Yoneda
embedding Af fe — PSh(Af fc) preserves limits, the morphism

Z xy X = Af fe(—-, Spec(a) X gpecny Spec(c)) = Af fe(--, Spec(a @y c)) — Af fe(--, Spec(c)) = X (4.18)

is a monomorphism in PSh(Af fc), and hence in Sh(Af fc)m. Further, since the morphism in [@I7) is a spectral
immersion relative to M, the subsheaf Z xy X C X is Zariski open relative to M by Definition £2]1). Hence, a°P
is a Zariski open immersion relative to M. O

We are ready to define the notion of a scheme relative to M.
Definition 4.8. (1) Let F € Sh(Af fe)m. An affine Zariski M-covering of F' is a family {X; — F'},.; of mor-
phisms in Sh(Af fe)m where

(i) For each i € I, X; € Af fc is an affine scheme and X; — F is a Zariski open immersion relative to M.
(ii) The induced morphism [[;.; X; — F is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fe)m-

(2) An object F € Sh(Af fe)m is an M-scheme if it admits an affine Zariski M-covering.

It is clear that every affine X € Affc is an M-scheme. We let Sch(C)a be the full subcategory of Sh(Af fe)m
whose objects are M-schemes. We now prove some properties of Sch(C) .

Lemma 4.9. (1) Let X, Y € Af fc be affine schemes and Y — X <— G be morphisms in Sh(Affe)m. If G is an
M-scheme, then F :=Y xx G in Sh(Af fc)m is an M-scheme.

(2) Suppose that F — Fy is a morphism in Sh(Af fc)m where Fy € Sch(C)am. If {gi : Xi — Fo}lier is an affine
Zariski M-covering of Fy such that each pullback X; X g, F' is an M-scheme, then F is an M-scheme.

Proof. (1) Since G is an M-scheme, it has an affine Zariski M-covering {h; : X; — G};c;. For each i € I, we have
a pullback diagram in Sh(Af fe)m

Xi XX Y = X,L Xa F F Y
l J J (4.19)
hi

It is clear that X; xg F' & X; xx Y is affine. Since h; : X; — G is a Zariski open immersion relative to M, it
follows from Lemma that the morphism X; xg F — F in [@I9) is a Zariski open immersion relative to M.
Further, by Lemma [£.3] the induced morphism

[[XixcF—F (4.20)
iel

is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fc)am. It follows that {X; xx Y 2 X; xg F — F}ier is an affine Zariski M-covering
of F. This shows that F'is an M-scheme.
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(2) For each i € I, we have a pullback square in Sh(Af fc)m

Xi xpy F % L F

l J (4.21)

X, —2—— R

By assumption, there exists an affine Zariski M-covering {U;; — X; X g, F}jecj, of X; X, F. Since the morphism
gi + X; — [y is a Zariski open immersion relative to M, it follows from Lemma that for each j € J;, the
composition

Uj — X xpm F 25 F (4.22)
is a Zariski open immersion relative to M.

For each ¢ € I, since the morphism HjeJi Uij — X; xXg, F induced by the affine Zariski M-covering {U;; —
Xi Xr, F}jey, is an epimorphism in Sh(Af f¢) m, the induced morphism

IT v —]IXixsnF (4.23)
icl,jed; iel

UiEI ‘1;

X Xpy F ———— Fis an

is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fe)a. Further, by Lemma B3, the induced morphism [T, _;

epimorphism in Sh(Af fc)m. It follows that {U;; — X; x g, F LN Flier jes, is an affine Zariski M-covering of
F. O

Lemma 4.10. Let F' be an M-scheme and let Fy — F be a Zariski open immersion relative to M in Sh(Af fe)m.
Then, Fy is an M-scheme.

Proof. Since F is an M-scheme, there exists an affine Zariski M-covering {g; : X; — F};c;. For each i € I, we
have a pullback square in Sh(Af fe)m

FO XF Xz # Xz
Lq; lgi (4.24)
Fye— S\ F

Since Fy — F' is a Zariski open immersion relative to M, the morphism p; : Fy xp X; — X, is a monomorphism
whose image is Zariski open relative to M in Sh(Af fe)am. By Definition 2](1), there is a family

{hij : Uy — Xiljeu, (4.25)

I—[J'EJ,L hij

of spectral immersions relative to M where each U;; € Af fc is affine and such that HjeJi Usi; X, has

image Fy xp X; in Sh(Affc)m. It follows that the family {U;; — Fo xp X; — Folier,jes; is an affine Zariski
M-covering of Fy. Hence, Fj is an M-scheme.
O

Lemma 4.11. Let {F; :i € I} be a family of objects in Sh(Af fc)m and let F := [],., Fi. Then, for each i’ € I,
the canonical morphism Fy — F is a Zariski open immersion relative to M.

Proof. Let X = Spec(a) € Af fe be an affine and

f:Xx—rF=]]F (4.26)
icl
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be a morphism in Sh(Af fe)m. We have a pullback diagram in Sh(Af fe)m

FyxpX— X (4.27)

| |

Fr—F

It is clear that Fy — F is a monomorphism in Sh(Affc)m. Hence, Fyy xp X — X is a monomorphism in
Sh(Af fe)m. We claim that its image is Zariski open relative to M.

Under Yoneda Lemma, the morphism f in ([@26) corresponds to an element of F(Spec(a)). We note that the
coproduct F' = [],.; F; in Sh(Af fe)m is the sheafification of the coproduct of the family {F;}icr in PSh(Af fe).
Using the description of sheafification as a filtered colimit (see for instance, [22, § 3.5]) there exists a spectral M-cover
{a7? : X)y — X }rex such that for each k € K, there is an element u(k) € I along with a factorization

op

Xy — X
fkl l ; (4.28)
Fu(k) — F

It follows that there exists gx : Xx — Fyx) Xr X such that the following diagram commutes for each k € K

I PN (4.29)

Using Lemma B3], we have X = F xp X =[], ;(F; xp X). Now since {a;” : X, — X }rexk is a spectral M-cover,
it follows from Lemma 1] that the induced morphism

H H Xk o H Xk L[kGK OZZP = I_[iEI L[u(k):i gk X o H(Fz X 5 X) (430)

i€l u(k)=i keK i€l

is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fc)am. We note that the following is a pullback square in Sh(Af fc)m

Hu =i/ 9k
Hu(k):i’ X, @ Fy xp X

| l (4.31)

[ics Hu(k):i Xk [Lie;(Fi xp X) = X

L[iEI Hu(k):i Ik
%

Using Lemma (L3} it follows that the image of [, )_ al [L.=ir Xx — X is Fyy xp X. This completes the
proof. O

Proposition 4.12. The subcategory Sch(C)s of Sh(Af fe)m is closed under
(1) coproducts.
(2) pullbacks.
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Proof. (1) Let {Fi}ics be a family of M-schemes. We need to show that the coproduct F' := [, ; Fi in Sh(Af fe)m
is an M-scheme. For each i € I, there exists an affine Zariski M-covering {U;; — Fi}jes,. Since the induced
morphism [ Ui; — F; is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fc) m, the induced morphism

[HITvs —rFr=1IF (4.32)

i€l jeJ; iel

J€J;

is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fe) m. Using Lemma 1Tl and Lemma 5] it follows that {U;; — F; — F}ier jes; is
an affine Zariski M-covering for F'. Hence, F' is an M-scheme.

(2) Let F L H <~ G e morphisms in Sch(C)p. We claim that F xg G € Sh(Af fe)m is an M-scheme. Since
F and G are M-schemes, there exist affine Zariski M-coverings {X; — F'}ier and {Y; — G}jey. For each i € T
and j € J, we consider the following commutative diagram in Sh(Af fc)m

XiXH}/}§(XiXHG>XGY} Y}
XiXHG%JXiXF(FXHG)*)FXHGL)G (433)
| I
X; F—1 s m

Using Lemma [9)(2), to show that F' X g G is an M-scheme, it suffices to show that each X; X g G is an M-scheme.
By a further application of Lemma [£9(2) to the composition

XiXHG—>F><HG—>G (434)

in[4.33] we see that it suffices to show that each (X; x g G) x¢Y; = X; xgY; is an M-scheme. Hence, we may assume
that F = X and G =Y are affine. We will show that the pullback in Sh(Af fc)a of the diagram X Ty
is an M-scheme.

Let {hy : Z — H}rex be an affine Zariski M-covering of the M-scheme H. For each k € K, we consider the
following pullback diagram in Sh(Af fc)m

ZkXHX I Zk Ik ZkXHY

hffl Jhk lh}; (4.35)

X H g Y

Since hy : Zr — H is a Zariski open immersion relative to M, we see that th : Zp xg X — X and th :
Zr Xg Y — Y are monomorphisms whose images are Zariski open relative to M. By definition, there exists a
family

{Uki — X}ie]k (resp. {ij — Y}jejk) (436)
of spectral immersions relative to M such that the image of the canonical morphism [, Ui — X (resp.

HjeJk Vij — Y) is Z xg X (resp. Zy xg Y). Using Lemma 3] it follows that the induced morphisms

h¥ hy
11 UkiHHkaHXM)X and 11 ijHHkaHYM)Y (4.37)

keK, iely, kEK kEK jEJT), kEK
are epimorphisms in Sh(Af fc) . Hence using Proposition 7, {Uxi — X }rekicr, (resp. {Vij — Y}ier jea,)
is an affine Zariski M-covering of X (resp. Y'). Further, for each k € K,i' € I, and j' € Ji, we have a commutative
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diagram

Ik ¢
Upyw —— Hielk Ui — Zp xg X —r . <L I XgY 4— HjGJ;C ij — ij/

J Jhk J (4.38)

X / H g Y

We now consider the following commutative diagram in Sh(Af fc)m

Uki/ X H ij/ = (Uk‘i’ X H Y) Xy ij/ Vk]’

l |

Upi X0 Y 2 U xx (X xg V) — X xg¥ —1— v

l Jg’ Jg (4.39)

Ui X H
}Lk
A
where the morphism Uy — Zj, (resp. Vijy — Zy) is the composition
Urr — [[ Uki > Ze xu X Tz (resp. Viy — I Vis = Ze xu Y 2 2Z) (4.40)

i€}, Jj€Jk

from (£38). Using Lemma 9(2), to show that X xpz Y is an M-scheme, it suffices to show that each (Ugy X g
Y) Xy Vijy 2 Uiy X Vij is an M-scheme. Using Lemma ([@4), we note that hy : Z, — H is a monomorphism in
Sh(Af fe)m. Hence, Ugir X g Vijr = Ugir X z, Vijr, which is an affine scheme. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.13. Let Y = Spec(a) € Affe be an affine, F € Sh(Affe)m and {H;}icr be a family of objects in
Sh(Af fe)m with H = [[,c; Hi € Sh(Af fe)m. Let f: H — F be an epimorphism and g : Y — F be a morphism
in Sh(Af fe)m. Then, there exists a family {a;” : Yy — Y}rer of spectral immersions relative to M such that

(i) the morphism [],cx @F  [pex Yo — Y is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fe)m.
(i1) for each k € K, there is an element w(k) € I along with a factorization

af?

Y;, 3

Y
| lg (4.41)
Hoy (k) » H = [l Hi 7 F
Proof. Applying Yoneda Lemma, the morphism g corresponds to an element of F(Spec(a)). Since f: H — F is an
epimorphism, it follows from [22] § 3.7, Corollary 5] that there is a spectral M-cover {37" : V; — Y} ;e such that
for each j € J, there is a factorization

B7*
. J Y

(4.42)

Q

95

ier

=H 1,

o«
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For each ¢ € T and j € J, we consider the following pullback square in Sh(Af fc)m

HixyV; ——— V,

l lg”' (4.43)

H——— s H

Using Lemma[.TT] we note that the morphism H; x g V; — Vj in ([@43)) is a monomorphism whose image is Zariski
open relative to M in Sh(Af fe)m. For i € I, j € J, by choosing spectral immersions {Y,” — Vj}rek,, whose
image is the same as that of H; xg V; — Vj, the result now follows from Lemma B35, Lemma ] and Lemma

43l O
The next proposition gives a characterization of the subcategory Sch(C)aq of Sh(Af fe)am in terms of quotients.

Theorem 4.14. An object F € Sh(Af fc)m is an M-scheme if and only if there exists a family {U;}icr of affines

and an equivalence relation R — H x H on H :=[],.; U; in Sh(Af fc)m such that

(i) For any i,j € I, the composition R; ; == R Xgxu (Ui x Uj) AN Ui x Uj — U; is a Zariski open immersion
relative to M.

1y, 1,
(i1) For each i € I, the subobject R; ; — U; x U; is the image of the diagonal morphism U; M U, x U;.

(iii) F =~ H/R, i.e

—

m
F_Coeq<Rc—>H><H4>H> (4.44)
2
in Sh(Af fe)m, where w1, 7m0 : H x H — H are the two projections.

Proof. Suppose that F' is an M-scheme. Then, F has an affine Zariski M-covering {f; : U; — F}icr. We set
H :=1],c; Ui. Let R be the following pullback in Sh(Af fc)am

Ri=HxpH —"— H=]],, U
p{ lul'“ . (4.45)
H=1lc; Ui e F

It may be verified that R M H x H is an equivalence relation on H. For each ¢,5 € I, let R; ; := R XHgxH

(U; x Uj) LU x U; denote the canonical morphism to U; x Uj. It may be verified that R; ; may also be written
as the pullback

U, Xp Uj = Ri’j *% U; x Uj E— Uj

o

U; x Uj fi (446)
U, - F

Since f; : U; — F' is a Zariski open immersion relative to M, it follows from Lemma that the composition
R ; 2 U % U; — U, in ([£40) is a Zariski open immersion relative to M. Hence, R satisfies condition (i).
Taking ¢ = j in .46, we see that there is a morphism s; : U; — R;; such that

(1u;,1u;) si Tii
PTING AN (Ui S Ry T UL x Ui) (4.47)
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Using Lemma 4], it may be verified that s; is an isomorphism. Hence, R satisifies condition (ii). Since H — F' is
an epimorphism, condition (iii) follows from [22] § 4.7, Theorem 8§].

Conversely, let {U;}icr be a family of affines and R — H x H be an equivalence relation on H = [[,.; U; satisfying
conditions (i), (ii) and (iii). Let f : H — F be the canonical epimorphism associated to the coequalizer in ([€44]).
For each i € I, let f; : U; — F be the composition U; — H ANy o) Using condition (iii), it may be verified that
for each i,j € I, we have a pullback square as in ([@46) in Sh(Af fc)rm. We claim that

{fi : Ui — F}ics (4.48)

is an affine Zariski M-covering. Since f : H = [[,.; U; — F is an epimorphism, it suffices to show that f; : U; — F'

is a Zariski open immersion relative to M for each ¢ € I. Since the monomorphism U; (o 1o,) U; x U; has a
retraction, it follows from condition (ii) that

Ui=ZR;=2U; xpU; (4.49)

Hence, f; : U; — F is a monomorphism.

Let Y = Spec(a) € Affc be affine and g : Y — F be a morphism in Sh(Affc)m. We consider the following
pullback square in Sh(Af fc)m

Uy xpYy ———Y

l lg (4.50)

U; — F
It is clear that the morphism U; xp Y — Y in ([@50) is a monomorphism. We claim that its image is Zariski open
relative to M. Using Lemma T3] it follows that there is a family {a}” : Y — Y }rex of spectral immersions
relative to M such that the morphism [, o o : [[cx Yo — Y is an epimorphism in Sh(Af fc) m and such that
for each k € K, there is an element w(k) € I along with a factorization

ay?

Y, —* Y
" lg (4.51)
Uw(k) T F
Since the square
Riwtt) —2% U; X Upy —— Ui
Ti,w(ml
Ui X Uk Fur() (4.52)
is a pullback in Sh(Af fe)m, it follows from [@EI) that
UixpY)xy Y, =2 (U; xp Uw(k)) XUy Y = Riw(k) XUy Yk (4.53)

We now have the following pullback square in Sh(Af fe)m

(Ui xrY) Xy Y = Ri (k) XUy Yk Yy

l lhk (4.54)

R; () Ui X Uyy ——— U

Ti,w(k)
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Ti,w(k)

Since by condition (i), the morphism R ity —— Uiy X Uyy(r) — Uk s a Zariski open immersion relative to
M, it follows that the morphism (U; xr Y) Xy Y = R; (k) XU,y Y& — Yk in ([@54) is a monomorphism whose
image is Zariski open relative to M. Hence, there exists a family {Zjx; — Yi};c,, of spectral immersions relative
to M such that the image of the induced morphism HjeJik Zikj — Yy is (U; xp Y) xy Yy, It follows from Lemma

op
and Lemma that {Z;x; — Y% RN Yiek jer, is a family of spectral immersions relative to M such that
the image of the induced morphism erKjeJik Zik; — Y is U; xp Y. Hence, U; Xxp Y is Zariski open relative to
M. This shows that f; : U; — F'is a Zariski open immersion relative to M. The proof is now complete. O

5 Change of Base

Throughout this section, we assume that (C,®,1) and (D, ®, 1) are closed symmetric monoidal categories which are
both complete and cocomplete. We fix an adjunction

(B:C—D, A:D—C) (5.1)

with unit n : id¢ — AB and counit € : BA — idp. We further assume that the left adjoint B has a strong
symmetric monoidal struture i.e. there is a natural isomorphism

(B(a)@B(b) 5 Bla®b): a,bec) (5.2)

and an isomorphism 1 — B(1) subject to certain coherence axioms (see for instance, 21} § 11.2]). In that case, it
may be verified that the right adjoint A has a lax symmetric monoidal structure given by maps (see for instance,
[21] § 11.2])

(A(a) @ A(b) — A(a®D) : a,be D) (5.3)

It then follows that the adjunction in (5.I]) induces an adjunction
(B : Comm/(C) — Comm(D), A : Comm(D) — Comm(C)) (5.4)
or equivalently, an adjunction
(AP Affp — Affe, B Af fe — Af fp) (5.5)
Hence, there is an adjunction (A, By)
A =_oA:PSh(Affe) — PSh(Affp), Bi=__oB: PSh(Affp) — PSh(Affec) (5.6)

We also fix a left C-module category (M, X) (resp. a left D-module category (N, H)) such that M (resp. N) is both
complete and cocomplete and the bifunctor & : C x M — M (resp. B : D x N'— N) preserves colimits in both
variables.

Lemma 5.1. (1) The functor B? : Af fe — Af fp preserves limits.

(2) Suppose that B°P : Affe — Affp takes fpgc M-covers to fpgc N-covers and A : D — C preserves filtered
colimits. Then B°P : Affc — Affp takes spectral immersions relative to M to spectral immersions relative to N
and takes spectral M-covers to spectral N -covers.

Proof. (1) The result is clear from the adjunction in (B.5]).

(2) It follows from (54) that B : Comm/(C) — Comm(D) preserves colimits and hence epimorphisms. Let o : a — b
be an M-flat morphism in Comm/(C). Then {a® : Spec(b) — Spec(a), Lspec(a) : Spec(a) — Spec(a)} is an fpqc
M-cover in Af fe. Since B takes fpqc M-covers to fpge N-covers, we see that {BP(a?) = B(a), 1gpec(B(a)) ) 18
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an fpqc N-cover in Af fp. In particular, B(«a) is N-flat, i.e., B : Comm(C) — Comm(D) takes M-flat morphisms
to N -flat morphisms.

We now show that B : Comm(C) — Comm(D) preserves morphisms of finite type. We note that since A :
D — C preserves filtered colimits, so does the induced functor A : Comm(D) — Comm(C). Let a : a — b
be a morphism of finite type in Comm(C). We need to show that B(«) : B(a) — B(b) is of finite type. Let

D : T —s B(a)/Comm(D) be a filtered diagram. It may be verified that (5.4) induces an adjunction (B, A)
B(8)

B : a/Comm(C) — B(a)/Comm(D) (a N ¢) — (B(a) B(c))

_ (5.7)
A :B(a)/Comm(D) — a/Comm/(C) (B(a) = d) — (a -+ AB(a)

200, A(d))

We note that we have a commutative square

B(a)/Comm(D) Y SN a/Comm(C)

l l (5.8)

Comm(D) ————4— Comm(C)

where the vertical arrows in (5.8) are the forgetful functors. Since A : Comm(D) — Comm/(C) and the forgetful
functors in (B8] preserve filtered colimits and the functor a/Comm/(C) — C is conservative, it follows from (58]

that A : B(a)/Comm(D) — a/Comm(C) preserves filtered colimits. Since a : @ — b is a morphism of finite type
in Comm/(C), we have

B(a)/Comm(D)(B(«), C(fleizm D(i)) = B(a)/Comm(D)(B(w), cqlim D(i))
>~ q/Comm/(C)(a, A(colzm D(7)))

)
a/Comm/(C)(«, colzm A(D(i)))

Il

o c?leilm a/Comm(C)(a, ( (1))
~ C(Z'leilm B(a)/Comm(D )( (), D(3))
= colim B(a)/Comm(D)(B(a), D(i))

iel
Hence, B : Comm(C) — Comm(D) preserves morphisms of finite type. It follows that B? : Affc — Affp
takes spectral immersions relative to M to spectral immersions relative to A'. Finally, since B? : Af fc — Affp
takes fpqc M-covers to fpge N-covers, it follows that B°P also takes spectral M-covers to spectral N-covers. This
concludes the proof. o

Since the functor B : ¢ — D has a strong symmetric monoidal structure, we now recall (see for instance, [8|
Proposition 3.6.1]) that the left D-action B : D x N' — N restricts to the left C-action BB : C x N' — N given by

Cx N B, pyny N (5.10)

We will denote the left C-module category (N,HB) by B.(N). Since B : C — D preserves colimits and H :
D x N — N preserves colimits in both variables, it follows that B2 : C x N/ — N preserves colimits in both
variables. Further, for every a € Comm(C), we have Modg, (x)(a) = Mody (B(a)). We now fix a lax C-linear
functor

(L,T) : B,(N) = (W, BB) — (M,X) (5.11)
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We recall (see for instance, [8, Lemma 3.3.7]) that for each a € Comm(C), there is an induced functor

L : Modxr(B(a)) = Modg, (v)(a) — Moda(a)

5.12
(n, a@Bn L n) — (L(n), aXL(n) Lam L(a BB n) BECIN L(n)) (5:12)
By abuse of notation, we will typically denote L* simply by L.
Lemma 5.2. Let a: a = (a, ftq, ta) — (b, ttp, 1) = b be a morphism in Comm(C). Then,
(1) For each n = (n,p) € Mody (B(a)), there is a canonical morphism
0a,B,Ln : 0, L(n) — L(B(b) By, n) (5.13)

in Mod (D).

(2) If L preserves coequalizers and (L,T) : BL(N) — (M, X) is strong C-linear, i.e., T' is a natural isomorphism,
then for each (n,p) € Modp (B(a)), the morphism in (513) is an isomorphism in Mod (D).

Proof. (1) We note that as in (2.3]), B(b)HBpq)n is given by the following coequalizer in Mod s (B(b)) = Modg, (vr)(b)

1 (v Bp

B(b)BHB(a)Bn) —_, (B(b)®B(a))Bn — B(b)HEn

COCIB(a),(n,p)

B(b) Bpwn  (5.14)

where 1 is the composition

(B(b) ® B(a)) Bn = B(b©a) B n —elee)Bn

B(b)En (5.15)
Applying L. : Modx (B(b)) = Modg, (z)(b) — Moda(b) to (EI4) gives the following commutative diagram

L((B(b) @ B(a)) B 1) «——— L(B(b) B (B(a) Bn)) — 205 1 B @)

L(%) J/H-‘(COEqB(a),(n,p)) (5'16)
L(B(b)Bn) L(B(b) EEB(a) n)

L(coeqn(a),(n.p))
in Moda(b). It may be verified that

Ty B@@En o (16X Ty ,) : bR (aXL(n)) — L(B(b) B (B(a) Bn)), Tin:bXL(n)— L(B()Bn) (5.17)
are morphisms in Mod(b). We now have the following commutative diagrams in Mod ()
bR (a R L(n)) — 20 Ten) g ()
Fb)B(Q)EgnO(lb®Fm7Z)J/ lrb." (5.18)

L(B() B (B(a) B n)) — o L(BO) B)
bR (a K L(n)) ~ (b® a) R L(n) — 0By o)
Fb,B(a)EEno(ll)IZlFa,n)J/ lrh)n (5.19)
L(B(b) 8 (B(a) Bn)) —— L(B(}) @ B(a)) Bn) — L(B(b) Bn)

L(¥)
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It follows from (B.16) and the universal property of the coequalizer

1,8(L(p)ola,n)

b, L(n) = Coeq | bR (aXL(n)) —_ , bh®@a)K ]L(n2 STeED bR L(n) (5.20)
Hpo(lpWa L(n)

that there is a morphism 0 BLn : 0 X, L(n) — L(B(b) Bp(q) n) in Moda(b).
(2) The result is clear from the proof of (1). O

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that we are given the following data:

(a) An adjunction (B :C — D, A : D — C) between closed symmetric monoidal categories C and D such that the
left adjoint B has a strong symmetric monoidal structure.

(b) A left C-module category (M,R), a left D-module category (N, B) and a lax C-linear functor
(L, T) : B,(N) = (N, BB) — (M,X) (5.21)

satisfying conditions described above.

Suppose also that A : D — C preserves filtered colimits and the functor L : B,(N) — M is conservative and pre-
serves finite limits. Further, suppose that for any M-flat morphism a — b in Comm(C) and any n € Mody (B(a)),
the canonical morphism in (513)

bX, L(n) — L(B(b) Bp(q) n) (5.22)

is an isomorphism in Moda(b). Then,

(1) The functor B°? : Af fo — Af fp takes fpgc M-covers to fpgc N -covers.

(2) The functor By = __o B : PSh(Affp) — PSh(Affc) in [B.8) restricts to a functor B, : Sh(Affp)xy —>
Sh(Af fe)m which has a left adjoint Ay : Sh(Af fe)m — Sh(Affp)n-

Additionally, if M and N are subcanonical, then

(3) The functor A, restricts to a functor Sch(C)p — Sch(D)y sending F — Ay(F).

For any affine X = Spec(a) € Af fe, K/I(X) is canonically isomorphic to the affine scheme B°P(Spec(a)) € Af fp.
Proof. (1) Since L : B,(N) — M is conservative and preserves finite limits, it follows from Remark that for

each a € Comm(C), the functor L = L* : Modg,_ (n)(a) — Modaq(a) in (B.12) is also conservative and preserves
finite limits. Let {a;” : Spec(a;) — Spec(a)}icr be an fpqec M-cover in Af fe. We need to show that

{BP(ai?) : B?(Spec(a;)) — B (Spec(a))}ier (5.23)
is an fpqc N-cover in Af fp. By definition, each a; : a — a; is M-flat and there exists a finite subset J C I such

that the functor ((o;)*)jes = (a; My —)jes : Modm(a) — [[;c; Mod(a;) is conservative. For each i € I, we
know that «; : @ — a; is M-flat and hence the following square

Modg, (v)(a) = Mody (B(a)) ——— Mod(a)
B(ai)*l la:‘ (5.24)

Modsg, () (a;) = Mod(B(a;)) ——— Mod(a;)

commutes up to a natural isomorphism. Since L% L% preserve finite limits, «; is M-flat (i.e., o} preserves finite
limits) and L% is conservative, it follows from (£5.24)) that B(c;)* preserves finite limits, i.e., B(«;) is N-flat.
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Further, since the square (5.24]) commutes up to a natural isomorphism for each i € J C I, the following diagram

Mod  (B(a)) L Mod v((a)
(B(a)")ses | |@ e (5.25)
[1;c, Modr(B(a;)) w [1;c; Mod i (ay)

also commutes up to a natural isomorphism. Since L%, (a);es and [] jeg L% are conservative, it follows from B23)
that
(B(a))")jes : Mody (B(a)) — [ Modu(B(ay)) (5.26)
jed
is conservative. Hence, {B°(a;”) : B°?(Spec(a;)) — B°P(Spec(a))}ier is an fpge N-cover in Af fp.
(2) Using part (1) and Lemma [51] it follows that B°? : Affc — Affp takes spectral M-covers to spectral N-
covers. Since B°P preserves pullbacks, it follows that the functor By = __o B : PSh(Affp) — PSh(Af fc) in (5.6

restricts to a functor N
B : Sh(Af fp)n — Sh(Af fe)m (5.27)

We define the functor A, : Sh(Affe)m — Sh(Af fp)a as the composition

Sh(Af fe)m = PSh(Af fe) A ==2 PSI(Af fp) ““5s SH(AS o)y (5.28)

where (__){/" is the sheafification functor associated to the spectral N'-topology on Af fp. Since (__)}/" has a right
adjoint and (A, B,) is an adjoint pair as in (5.6]), we have

Sh(Af fp)n(AI(F), G) = Sh(Af fo)x(A(F) T, G)
>~ PSh(Af fp)(A(F),G) (5.29)
= PSh(Af fc)(F,Bi(G)) = Sh(Af fe) m(F, E(G))

for F € Sh(Affc)M and G € Sh(AffD)N

(3) Since M is subcanonical, Af fc is a full subcategory of Sh(Affc)m. For Spec(a) € Af fe, we have natural
isomorphisms

Ai(Af fe( Specla)) = (Af fe(AP (L), Spec(a))) 5"
=~ (Af fp(--, B (Spec(a)))){/" [using the adjunction in (5.5)] (5.30)
>~ Af fp(--, B°?(Spec(a))) [since NV is subcanonical]

Hence, A, : Sh(Af fe)m — Sh(Af fp)n restricts to B : Af fe — Affp on Affe C Sh(Af fe)m.

Now, let F' € Sch(C)pm C Sh(Af fe)m. We need to show that E(F) € Sh(Af fp)n is an N-scheme. It follows from
Proposition [£14] that there exists a family {U,}ics of affines in Af fe and an equivalence relation R C H x H on
H :=],c; Ui such that F = H/R in Sh(Af fc)m. Further, for each i, j € I, the composition R; j := R X gxn (Ui x

U;) ALEN U; x U; — Uj; is a Zariski open immersion relative to M and the subobject R;; C U; x U; is the image
1y,.1u,
of Uy 201 1 U in SHAS fe) .

Since limits of presheaves are computed objectwise, we see that Ay = __o A : PSh(Affc) — PSh(Affp) pre-

serves limits. Further, since the sheafication functor (..)j{ﬁr preserves finite limits, it follows from (G.28) that

INE Sh(Af fe)m — Sh(Affp)n preserves finite limits and in particular, monomorphisms. Also, since A isa
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left adjoint, it preserves colimits and in particular, epimorphisms. Hence, K(R) - K(H ) X A (H) is an equivalence
relation on Ay(H) and

A(F) = A(H)/A(R (]_[A. )/A. R) (5.31)

i€l
in Sh(Af fp)a. We will verify that the equivalence relation A (R) satisfies the conditions of Proposition[d.14l Using
(G30), it follows that for each i € I, A,(U;) = BP(U, ) € Af fp is an affine. Further, A|(R D) C AU x AU is
AW 1E(Ui)) : AL(U;) — Ay(U:) x Ay(U;) in Sh(Af fp)n
Now, for each i,j € I, since R; ; AT A U; — U, is a Zariski open immersion relative to M, it follows from

Prop031t1on- 0 that its image is Zariski open relatwe to M. Hence, there exists a family {BU v Yigk — Uitrer,
of spectral immersions relative to M such that the image of the induced morphism erK ﬁ”k erK Yij — U;

the image of (1

is R;;. Since A preserves colimits and finite limits and restricts to the functor B°? : Affc — Affp on the
subcategory Af fe C Sh(Af fe)m, it follows from part (1) and Lemma [B.1] that

A\(B25) =B (827

{K!(Yijk) = B?(Yijx) B (U;) = Ay(U; )} (5.32)
kEK

is a family of spectral immersions relative to A/ such that the image of the induced morphism e K. E(ka) —

:A:!(Ui) is A, (Rij). Hence, the image of the monomorphism

A (Riy 5 Uix U; — U;) = (Kg( ) A R ) = AU % A(U;) — K!(Ui)) (5.33)

is Zariski open relative to A/. Since A is subcanonical, it follows from Proposition that the monomorphism in
(5.33) is a Zariski open immersion relative to A. Using Proposition .14} it follows that A,(F') is an A-scheme. This
concludes the proof. O

Corollary 5.4. Let € be a closed symmetric monoidal category which is both complete and cocomplete. Let (P,X7)
(resp. (Q,X9)) be a left E-module category which is both complete and cocomplete and such that X* : € x P — P
(resp. KL:ExQ — Q) preserves colimits in both variables. Let S : @ — P be a lax E-linear functor which is
conservative and preserves finite limits. Further, suppose that for every P-flat morphism « : a — b in Comm/(E)
and n € Modg(a), the canonical morphism 0y ide s.n 2 bRE S(n) — S(bXE n) is an isomorphism in Modp (b).

If Q is subcanonical, then so is P and for each F € Sch(E)p C PSh(Af fe), the sheafification (F)JéJr of F' with
respect to the spectral Q-topology is a Q-scheme.

Proof. The result follows from an application of Theorem to the adjoint pair (idg,idg). O

6 Examples

In this section, we give a number of examples of our theory.

Example 6.1. Let (C,®,1) be a closed symmetric monoidal category which is both complete and cocomplete. Then
C may be treated as a left C-module category. It follows from [32] Corollary 2.11] that representable presheaves on
Af fe are also fpqc sheaves, which means that C is subcanonical as a C-module category in the sense of Section 4. It
is also clear that schemes over C treated as a left C-module category are precisely the schemes relative to (C,®,1) in
the sense of Toén and Vaquié [32].
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Example 6.2. Let (C,®,1) be a closed symmetric monoidal category which is both complete and cocomplete. Let
n € N. We note that the product category C" = C x ... x C is both complete and cocomplete and has a left C-module

n -times
n
category structure ® : C x C™ — C™ given by
cé%(al,...,an) =(c®ai,...cQap), ceC,(ay,...,an) €C™ (6.1)
Since (C,®,1) is closed, it is easy to see that Q% : C x C™ — C™ preserves colimits in both variables. We will

denote the left (C,®,1)-module category (C™, Q%) simply by C". For each a € Comm(C), the category Modcn (a) =
(Modc(a))". Further, for each morphism « : a — b in Comm(C), it may be verified that the extension of scalars

b®q - Mod¢n (a) — Modcn (b) associated to C™ is given by,

b &a — : Moden (a) = (Mode(a))” — (Mode(b))" = Moden (b)

(6.2)
(m1,ma, ...my) = (b Qg m1,b®q ma, ... b ®q my)

It follows that « : @ — b is C"™*-flat if and only if it is C-flat. Using ([6.2]), it may be verified that fpqc (resp. spectral)
C™-covers are the same as fpqc (resp. spectral) C-covers. Hence, it follows from Example [61]that C™ is subcanonical.
Further, C™-schemes are the same as C-schemes.

Example 6.3. More generally, let (C,®,1) be a closed symmetric monoidal category which is both complete and
cocomplete. We fix a set J, considered as a discrete category. It is clear that the functor category [J,C] = [],C
is both complete and cocomplete. We note that [J,C] has a canonical left (C,®,1)-module category structure

J
®:C x [J,C] — [J, (] defined as follows : for each ¢ € C and M € [J,C]

J
cOM:J—C, (J3jm c®M®j)eC) (6.3)

Since colimits in functor categories are computed objectwise and ® : C x C — C preserves colimits in both variables,
J
hence so does the bifunctor ® : C x [J,C] — [J,C] given by (63). We will denote the left (C, ®, 1)-module category
J
([/,C],®) simply by [J,C].
It is clear that for each a € Comm(C), Mody;)(a) = [J,Modc(a)]. Further, for each morphism a : a — b in

J
Comm(C), it may be verified that the extension of scalars b ®, —— : Mod|;¢j(a) — Mod;¢(b) associated to [J, C]
is the composition

Mod;cj(a) = [J, Modc(a)] === [J, Modc(b)] = Mod ;c|(b) (6.4)
where a* = b ®, .- : Mod¢(a) — Modc¢(b) is the extension of scalars associated to C. Since limits in functor

categories are computed objectwise, it follows that « : a — b in Comm(C) is [J,C]-flat if and only if it is C-flat.
Using ([64), it may also be verified that fpqc (resp. spectral) [J,C]-covers are the same as fpqc (resp. spectral)
C-covers in Af fe. It again follows from Example[6.1] that [J,C] is subcanonical. Further, [J, C]-schemes are the same
as C-schemes.

Remark 6.4. Let (M,X) be a subcanonical left (C,®,1)-module category. Using the same arguments as that of
J
Example 6.3, it may be verified that the bifunctor X : C x [J, M] — [J, M] defined by

J
c’M:J—M, (J3j—cBMG) eEM) (ceCand M e [J,M)) (6.5)

makes [J, M] into a subcanonical (C, ®,1)-module category. Further, [J, M]-schemes are the same as M-schemes.
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In what follows, we will denote the category of presheaves of sets on an arbitrary small category Z by Z:=PS h(Z).
We note that the category Z is both complete and cocomplete. For F,G € Z, let F e G € Z denote their product

~

in PSh(Z). We recall (see for instance, [22] § 1.6]) that (Z,e,1) is a cartesian closed monoidal category where

~

1 € Z denotes the terminal object. It is clear from Example that the left (Z,e,1)-module category (2,0) is
subcanonical.

Proposition 6.5. Let & : X — Y be an essentially surjective functor between small categories. Then, the bifunctor
N:YxX —X, (F,H) w— (Fo®®)eH)eX (6.6)

preserves colimits in both variables and makes X into a left (j/\, o, 1)-module category. Further, (é/k'\, X) is subcanonical

and for any ()?, X)-scheme F' on Aff(j, o1y the sheafification (F)g'.) of F with respect to the spectral (ji\, e)-topology
on Aff@_,_l) is a (y,O)—scheme.

Proof. We consider the functor
®:Y=PSh(Y) — PSh(X)=X, Y3F—»Fod?cX (6.7)

Since limits and colimits in presheaf categories are computed objectwise, we note that d=__odor preserves limits
and colimits. In particular, ® preserves finite products so that there is a natural isomorphism

5= (5F7G L B(F) e B(G) = B(FeG) | F,G € )7) (6.8)
It may now be verified that the bifunctor

K:YxX— X, (F,H)>—>(@(F)oH)z((Fo(I)OP)oH)E)? (6.9)

preserves colimits in both variables and makes X into a left (j/\, e, 1)-module category. We need to show that (2? ,X)
is subcanonical. We note that the natural isomorphism in (G.8])

(F K B(G) = B(F) e B(G) —=%5 F(F e G) | F,G € 37) (6.10)

makes  : (37, °) — (é’? ,X) into a strong ()A),o, 1)-linear functor. Since ® preserves coequalizers, it follows from
Lemma [52(2) (with C =D = (J,e,1), B = A =idy, (M,K) = (X,K), (N,H) = (¥,e) and (L,I") = (®,7)) that for

any morphism « : FF — G in Comm/()) and any H € Modjj(F), the canonical morphism

9 G Rp O(H) — B(G op H) (6.11)

oidg,®, H

is an isomorphism in Mod 3(G). Since ® : X' — ) is essentially surjective, it follows that d is conservative.
Using Corollary 5.4 (with € = Y, (P,XP) = (X,K),(Q,K2) = (),e) and S = (9,6)) and the fact that (), ) is
subcanonical as a Y-module category, the result follows. O

Let A be an ordinary monoid with identity element e, considered as a one-object category. We recall that the
category PSh(A) is the category Rep(A) of representations (right actions) of A on sets. An object of Rep(A) is a
pair (U, p), where U is a set and p : U x A — U is the action w.a := p(u, a).

Example 6.6. Let 0 : M — N be a morphism of monoids. Then, ¢ is an essentially surjective functor between
the one-object categories associated to M and N. Using Proposition [6.5] it follows that the bifunctor X : Rep(N) x
Rep(M) — Rep(M) given by

(S,ps) W (T, pr) = (S x T, p) € Rep(M), (S, ps) € Rep(N), (T, pr) € Rep(M) (6.12)
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where
p:(SXxT)xM— (SxT), ((s,t),m) — (ps(s,o(m)),pr(t,m)) = (s.o(m),t.m) € SxT (6.13)

preserves colimits in both variables and makes Rep(M) into a subcanonical left (Rep(V), e, 1)-module category. Fur-

ther, for any I € Sch(Rep(N))rep(n), the sheafification (F)EZP(N) of F with respect to the spectral (Rep(N),e)-

topology on Af frep(n) is @ Rep(/V)-scheme.

Example 6.7. We recall (see for instance, [21I, § 2.7]) that a directed graph G is a tuple (V,E,s,t) where V
and F are sets and s : E — V (resp. t : E — V) is a function, called source (resp. target). A morphism
G=(V,E, s,t) — G' = (V',E',s',t') of directed graphs is a pair

(f:V—V' g:E—E) (6.14)

of functions such that s’ og = fos and t o g = f ot. The category of directed graphs and graph morphisms is
denoted by Digrph.

Let M be a monoid and m,n € M. We consider the bifunctor

(m,n)
X :Rep(M) x Digrph — Digrph, (U, p), (V,E,s,t)) = (Ux V,U x E,s",t) (6.15)

where

S UXxE—UxV, (ua)— (pu,m),s(a)) = (u.m,s(a))

' UxE—UxV, (ua)— (pu,n),t(a)) = (u.n,t(a)) (6.16)

(m,n)

We claim that (Digrph, X ) is a subcanonical left Rep(M)-module category. To see this, we consider the category

S
d

do
X = ( 0 1 ) (6.17)
with exactly two objects 0,1 and two non-identity arrows dy and d;. It may be verified that the functor
PSh(X) = X — Digrph, X 3G — (G(0),G(1),G(dS),G(dP)) € Digrph (6.18)

is an isomorphism of categories. Let ) be the one-object category associated to the monoid M. Let @, ,, : X — Y
be the functor which sends 0 and 1 to the unique object of V and the arrow dy (resp. dy) to m (resp. n). It may be

verified that the functor fIJ/m\n =__o®P : PSh(Y) — PSh(X) is given by

o @ PSh(Y) = Rep(M) — Digrph = PSh(X), (U,p)~ (U,U,su,tv) (6.19)
where
sy:U—U, uw~ p(u,m)=um (6.20)
ty :U—U, u— plu,n)=un
Using (6.15), it follows that for (U, p) € Rep(M) and G € Digrph
— (m;n)
O, n(Up)eG=U,yp K G (6.21)

where o : Digrph x Digrph — Digrph is the cartesian monoidal structure on Digrph = PSh(X). Since @, :

(m,n)
X — Y is essentially surjective, it follows from Proposition [6.5] that (Digrph, X ) is a subcanonical left Rep(M)-
module category.
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Example 6.8. In particular, let M be the monoid with exactly one element e. It is clear that the category
Rep(M) = PSh(M) is the cartesian monoidal category Set. It follows from Example [6.7] that the bifunctor

(e,e)
X :Set x Digrph — Digrph, (S,G) — (S,S,1s,15) e G € Digrph (6.22)

makes Digrph into a subcanonical left Set-module category.

7 Descent in terms of Simplicial M-Schemes

Throughout this section, let C = (C,®,1) be a closed symmetric monoidal category which is both complete and
cocomplete. We let M = (M, X) be a subcanonical left C-module category which is both complete and cocomplete
and such that X : C x M — M preserves colimits in both variables.

We introduce some notation. Let f : FF — S be a morphism between M-schemes. Using Proposition £.12] we note

that f : F —» S induces a base change functor f : Sch(C) /S — Sch(C)am/F, (H — §) — (H xg F —» F). Let
n € N. Using Proposition 412 we can consider the limit F' xg ... xg F in Sch(C)aq and we denote the projection to
—— ——

n-times

the i-th component by 7]' : F' Xxg... xg F — Ffor 0 <i<n-—1.
~—_————
n-times

It follows from the universal property of F'x g F' that for each 0 < ¢ < j < 2, there is a morphism p;; : F xgF xgF —
F x s F induced by the morphisms 7}, 7% : F' x g F xg F' — F. It may be verified that 717 o pop = 7§ 0 p12, 730 po2 =
wg o po1 and w% opo1 = wg o p12. In a manner similar to [27, Tag023U], we consider the following definition.
Definition 7.1. A descent datum relative to a morphism f : F — S of M-schemes is a pair (V,$) where V €
Sch(C)m/F and

¢:m2(V) =V xp (FxsF)2VxsF —" FxgV(FxgF)xpV=n(V) (7.1)

is an isomorphism in Sch(C)pm/(F x s F) such that the following diagram in Sch(C)am/(F x g F x g F) is commutative

) ) poz(¢) =) -

po1 (3 (V) = poa(w (V) po2(m} (V) = pra(ni (V)

7.2
g e (7.2)

o~ —

por(mi (V) = pra(w5 (V)

A morphism g : (V,¢) — (V',¢') of descent data relative to f : F — S is a morphism g : V — V' in Sch(C)pm/F
such that the following square in Sch(C)pm/(F xg F) is commutative :

RV)2V xgF —— 5 FxgVa(V)

;g(y)l l;r?(g) (7.3)

TRV 2V xg F — 5 Fxg V' = ad(V')

The category of descent data relative to f: F — S will be denoted by Desc(F AN S).

Remark 7.2. It may be verified that if diag : F — F X g F is the diagonal morphism, then for (V, ¢) € Desc(F —
S), diag($) : diag(x2(V)) = V —» diag(n2(V)) = V is the identity morphism 1y
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We let A be the standard simplex category (see for instance [20, § 1]) with objects [n] := {0,1,....,n}, n > 0. A
simplicial M-scheme is a functor F : A°? — Sch(C)aq. This consists of a sequence of M-schemes Fg,Fy,Fo, ...

along with face morphisms d} = d}(F) : F,, — F,_1 (vesp. degeneracy morphisms s} = s?(F) : F,, — Fy41) of

M-schemes for each 0 < j < n, satisfying the standard simplicial identities. We denote by SSch(C)a the category
of simplicial M-schemes.

For a simplicial M-scheme F, let D(F) denote the category of pairs (V, ¢) where V' € Sch(C)am/Fo and

o~

¢ df (V) =V xg, 0 F1 —— F1 X1 o, V = dj(V) (7.4)

is an isomorphism in Sch(C)aq/Fy such that s§(¢) = 1y and such that d2(¢) = d2(¢) o d3(¢) in Sch(C)pt/Fa. A
morphism g : (V,¢) — (V’,¢’) in D(F) is a morphism g : V. — V’ in Sch(C)r1/Fo such that the following square
in Sch(C)pm/Fy is commutative

di(V) =V xg,a F1 — S F Xaim, V =dy(V)

E(g)l l&E(g) (7.5)
(V') =V %y 1 F1 ——2s By x gy gy V! = d5(V7)

Let @« : G — F be a morphism in SSch(C)r. Similar to [27, Tag 0249], we say that « is cartesian if for every
morphism 7 : [n] — [m] in A, the following commutative diagram is a pullback square in Sch(C)am

Gp —=— Fp,
G(T)J J{]F(T) (7.6)

We say that G is cartesian over F if there is a cartesian morphism G — F of simplicial M-schemes. For a simplicial
M-scheme F, we denote by Cart(F), the subcategory of SSch(C) s /F whose objects are cartesian morphisms G — F
and whose morphisms are cartesian morphisms G — H in SSch(C) a/F.

Lemma 7.3. Let F — G and G — H be morphisms of simplicial M-schemes. If G — H is cartesian, then the
composition F — G — H is cartesian if and only if F — G is cartesian.

Proof. The result is clear from general properties of pullback squares. o
It follows from Lemma [[3] that if F is a simplicial M-scheme, then Cart(F) is a full subcategory of SSch(C)/F.
Lemma 7.4. Let F be a simplicial M-scheme. Then, the category Cart(F) is equivalent to the category D(F).
Proof. Let f: G — F be an object in Cart(F). Since f is cartesian, the following are pullback squares in Sch(C) a4.

f1 fi

Gy —— Iy G —FK
di(@)l ld}am dé(“ﬂ Jdéam (7.7)
Go L> FO GO L) FO

We define ¢ : Go X, a1 F1 = G1 — G1 = F1 Xz y, Go to be the identity morphism 1g,. It follows from general

properties of pullback squares that we have a functor © : Cart(F) — D(F), (G AN F) — (Go LN Fo, Gy 1o, G1).
We claim that © is an equivalence of categories.
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For any 0 < i < j <k, let 7¥ : [0] — [k] be given by 0 + i and Ti]; : [1] — [k] be given by 0 — i,1 — j. Suppose

that (V,¢) € D(F). We define GV'9) : A% — Sch(C)am by GW? = Fyy Xprnym, V. Let Az [n] — [m] be a
morphism in A. We note that

Using (Z.8), we have
Fon X2y, (1 Xapm, V) = Fon X V = G (7.9)

Fon Xp(rgn 5 (F1 Xat 5, V) 2 Fn Xpepn )50 V= Fm Xp(0) F, G

Since ¢ : dA%(V) el dA(l)(V) is an isomorphism in Sch(C)a/F1, we may define G(\) : G — G as the
composition

() (6) 7
_—

G 2 B xa(rgyy 00 (B Xz, V) Fon X0ty %1 (B2 X0 V) 2 B Xa, G — G (7.10)
where [y, Xp(3) F,, G%V’Cb) — G%V’qb) is the canonical morphism associated to Fy, Xp(x),F,, G%V’qb). Using properties of ¢,
it may be verified that G(V>#) is a simplicial M-scheme and that the family f(V>¢) = (G%V’qb) =Ty Xp@n)p, V — Fn>[ ea
n n|eAcep
of canonical morphisms is a cartesian morphism from G(>%) to F. We now have a functor
(vig) S0
Q:D(F) — Cart(F), (V,¢) — (G —TF) (7.11)
It may be verified that 2 is a quasi-inverse for © : Cart(F) — D(F). O

Definition 7.5. Let f : I — S be a morphism of M-schemes. The simplicial M-scheme associated to f is the
functor
X(f): A? — Sch(C)pm, [n]— F Xg...xgF A([n],[m]) 2 A = (X(f)(N) (7.12)
—_———

(n+1) times

m+1

where (X(f))(A) : F xg ... xg F — F Xg ... Xg F is induced by the family { F xg ... XSF—T&F:Z'E [n]
~——— —

(m+1) times (n+1) times (m+1) times

Proposition 7.6. For a morphism f : F — S of M-schemes, the categories Cart(X(f)) and Desc(F N S) are
equivalent.

Proof. We note that for the simplicial M-scheme X(f), d} = 72 and d} = 77 as morphisms X(f); = F xg F —»
F = X(f)o. Similarly, d? = poz2,d3 = p12 and d3 = po1 as morphisms X(f)o = F xg F xg F — F xg F = X(f)1.
Further, s§ : X(f)o = F — X(f)1 = F xg F is the diagonal morphism diag. It follows from Definition [7I] and

Remark [[2] that D(X(f)) = Desc(F AN S) as categories. The result is now clear from Lemma [ O

8 Gluing Schemes over an adjunction

In [9], Connes and Consani present a notion of scheme over a gluing together of the category of commutative monoids
with that of commutative rings, using the usual adjunction. Accordingly, a scheme over a “field with one element”
in the sense of [9, Definition 4.7] consists of a usual scheme over Spec(Z), a scheme over the category of commutative
monoids, and a compatibility condition. In this final section, we present a counterpart of their construction.
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Throughout this section, we let (C,®,1) be a closed symmetric monoidal category which is both complete and
cocomplete and has a zero object 0. Since C is closed, for each ¢ € C, we have 0 ® ¢ = 0 = ¢ ® 0. For each ¢, ¢’ € C,
we denote by 0¢ ., the zero morphism ¢ — 0 — ¢’. We note that composing and tensoring with zero morphisms
gives zero morphisms. Because C has a zero object, it is clear that kernels and cokernels exist in C.

Let CMong C Comm(Set) denote the category whose objects are commutative monoids (M, e, e,0) with identity
element e and an absorbing element 0 and whose morphisms are monoid homomorphisms that preserve the absorbing
element. Let * denote the singleton set. We recall (see for instance, [7, § 6.4]) that the natural transformation

g: (ga,b : C(l,a) X C(l,b) — C(lva@) b)v (fv g) = f ®g)(a,b)erC (8'1)

and the map * — C(1,1) choosing the identity morphism id; form a lax symmetric monoidal structure on the
functor C(1,-.) : C — Set. Hence, there is an induced functor

C(1,..) : Comm(C) — CMony C Comm(Set), aw~— C(1,a) (8.2)
In detail, for each (a, g : 6 @ a — a,iq : 1 — a) € Comm(C), the hom-set C(1,a) has the following structure

ta €C(1,a), 014 €C(1,a), C(1,a)xC(1,a) e Le(a®a) —*0m 5 (1, a) (8.3)

which makes it into a commutative monoid with absorbing element 01 4.

Lemma 8.1. Let (M,e,e,0) € CMong. For each m € M, let i’ : 1 — [1 1 be the mt-coprojection in C. Then,
the following object in C

C[M] := Coker(ig) = Coeq | 1 _ 1 (8.4)
IRIFYE!

has the structure of a commutative monoid object in C.
Proof. Since ® : C x C — C preserves colimits in both variables, hence there is a natural isomorphism

((]Jl)@(]gﬁ)-ﬁ H1\A,Beset> (8.5)

AxB

We recall (see for instance, [7], § 6.4]) that along with the isomorphism 1 BLIENG 11, 1, the isomorphisms in (8.3]) give
a strong symmetric monoidal structure on the functor ]_[(__) 1:Set — C, A ]],1. Since (M,e,e,0) € CMony,

[1,, 1 has the structure of a commutative monoid object in C, given by

uM <IMII>®<IMII>2 12—

MxM M (8.6)
i1 —J
M
Since 0 € M is an absorbing element, there is a commutative diagram in Set

MM x s — X0 oar e M

i l (8.7)

* 0 M
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By applying [ | o l: Set — C on [B7) and using the naturality of (8], we get the following commutative diagram
inC
id®ig”

Hax 1= (@1 Uy DTy D) = Haxar

l J('u]\/[ (8.8)
M
1 © Iy 1
It is clear that the morphism (J],,1) ® 1 — 1 in (88]) makes the unit object 1 into a left [],, 1-module such that
id" : 1 — [1,, 1 is a morphism of left [ [, 1-modules. Using Remark [22] it follows that C[M] in (84) is the cokernel
of i} : 1 — 1[,,1 in Modc(]],, 1). Hence, there is a morphism p* : ([,, 1) ® C[M] — C[M] in C making C[M]
into a left [],, 1-module. Moreover, we have

oM o (id @ coker(id")) = coker(id") o u™ (8.9)

where coker(i{’) : 1],;1 — C[M] is the canonical morphism in C (and hence in Mod¢(]],, 1)) associated to the
cokernel in [84). Since __® C[M]: C — C preserves colimits, C[M]® C[M] = Coker (i} @ idcry) in C. Using (B3),
it may be verified that the composition

| @ C[M] —2Menn (]_[ 1) © C[M] 25 e[M] (8.10)

in C is the zero morphism. Hence, it follows from the universal property of the cokernel C[M]® C[M] = Coker (i)' ®
ide[ar)) that there is a unique morphism 0" : C[M] ® C[M] — C[M] such that the following triangle in C

coker (i} ) ®idc (M)

(Ia 1) ® C[M] ClM] & C[M]
le S (8.11)

ciM) <

is commutative. Using (86), (89) and (8II), it may be verified that the morphisms 6 : C[M] ® C[M] — C[M]
]

3 coker (i
and 1 == [],,1 Fer(ig') C[M] make C[M] into a commutative monoid in C such that coker(i}!) : [],,1 — C[M
is a morphism in Comm/(C). O

Proposition 8.2. The functor C(1,__) : Comm(C) — CMong has a left adjoint C[-] : CMong — Comm/(C),
M coker(id!
given on objects by (M, e,¢e,0) — (C[M], oM, 1 ——= 11,1 Ferlia’) C[M])

Proof. Using [T, Proposition 6.7.2], it suffices to check that for every M = (M, e,e,0) € CMony, there is a bijection
Comm(C)(C[M],a) —=— CMong(M,C(1,a)) (8.12)

which is natural in a = (a, fta, ta) € Comm(C). Let a € Comm(C) and « : C[M] — a be a morphism in Comm/(C).
Since coker(i}!) : [T, 1 — C[M] is a morphism in Comm(C), a o coker(i}) is a morphism in Comm(C). Hence,

using (B3] and (84, it follows that the map

a:M —C(l,a), m ~ aocoker(i}l)oiM (8.13)

m

is a monoid homomorphism. We note that @(0) = « o coker(i}!) o i) = 01,, and hence, @ is a morphism in C'Mony.
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Conversely, given a morphism S : M — C(1,a) in CMong, it may be verified that the induced morphism
oen Bm) : 1,1 — ais in Comm(C). We note that (I],,cr 8(m)) o i3" = B(0) = 01,4 in C. It follows
from (4] that there is a unique morphism

B:C[M] —>a, such that H B(m) = Bo coker(id") (8.14)
meM

in C. Hence, 8o coker(id!) o iM = [nens B(m) 0id! = B(e) = tq. Using the fact that [],,.,, 8(m) is a morphism in
Comm/(C), it may be verified that pq o (8® ) = B0 6M. Hence 3 : C[M] — a is a morphism in Comm/(C).

Using B8I3) and 8I4), it is clear that the map Comm(C)(C[M],a) — CMong(M,C(1,a)), a — & is a bijection
with inverse map sending 5 — E This completes the proof. o

We now recall (see [0 § 4.1]) how to glue together categories using an adjunction. Let (L: A — B, R: B — A)
be an adjunction between categories A and B. By definition, there is a natural isomorphism

o= {cpavb . Homp(La,b) —>— Hom(a, Rb)| a € A,b € B} (8.15)

One can form (see [9], § 4.1]) the category A UL r B which has the following data :
(1) Ob(A UL r B) = Ob(A) ] Ob(B).

(2) For any a € A,b € B, Homau, 5(b,a) :== 0 and Homau, x5(a,b) := Homp(La,b) = Hom4(a, Rb). For a,
a' € Aand b, V' € B, Homau, z5(da’,a) = A(d’,a) and Hom au, ,5(b",b) = B(V',b).

Let o4 and op denote the compositions of A and B, respectively.
(3) Let a,a’ € A, b,V € Band f € Homa(ad',a), g € Homau, z5(a,b) and h € Homp(b,b'). One defines

go f:=gogL(f) € Homp(Lad',b) = Hom sy, ,B(d’,b)

8.16
hog:=hogge Homg(La,b") = Homay, 5(a,b’) (8.16)

We recall (see [, Proposition 4.1]) that ja : A — AUp g B and jp : B — AUg g B are full subcategories of the
category AUp g B. For every b € B, there is a canonical morphism &, € Homau, n5(Rb,b) = Homp(LRb,b) given
by,

8t = Py, (1rs) (8.17)

It is clear that 6 = (Jp)pes is a natural transformation j4 o R — jg.
Using Proposition and the above construction, we obtain the category C'Mong Ue[_j,¢(1,.) Comm(C) along with
a natural transformation ¢ : jonron, © C(1, -) — jcomm(c) as in (8.I7). We consider the following class

fld(C) = {c € Comm(C) : C(1,¢) \ {01,c} is the group of units of the monoid C(1,¢) in B3)} (8.18)

which may be seen as the collection of fields in C.

Let (M, ) be a subcanonical left C-module category where M is both complete and cocomplete and X : Cx M —» M
preserves colimits in both variables. Motivated by the ideas in [9] § 4.3], we make the following definition.
Definition 8.3. An (M,CMong)-scheme is a functor F : CMong Ue|_ c(1,_y Comm(C) — Set such that

(1) The restriction Fe of F to Comm(C) is an M-scheme.

(2) The restriction F of F' to CMong is a CMong-scheme, in the sense of [9).

(8) For each object ¢ € fld(C), the map F(d.) : F(C(1,¢)) — Fe(c) is a bijection of sets.
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