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Introduction

André Weil (in a letter to his sister Simone Weil [W40]) compares
the situation of the one-dimensional objects of mathematics to that
of the Rosetta stone. The Rosetta stone contains three languages
talking about one reality - two languages (Greek and Demotic) were
well understood, and one (Hieroglyphic) was a complete mystery. The
situation in mathematics is somewhat different in that we have one
language - the language of addition and multiplication, i.e. commu-
tative rings - and with this language we are talking about three sim-
ilar but different realities, two Geometric realities (curves over finite
fields and curves over C, i.e. compact Riemann surfaces) are well
understood, and one Arithmetic reality (number fields) is a complete
mystery. Comparing Arithmetic and Geometry we find that we have
the wrong language, and especially addition is behind the three basic
problems of Arithmetic: the real prime, the arithmetical plane,
and the absolute point.

The real prime: In the geometry of curves over a field k we realize
that if we want to have theorems we need to pass from affine to projec-
tive geometry, and in particular we have to add the point at infinity oo
to the affine line A} and look at the projective line P, = A} U {oo}. In
our language this translates into the fact that the fraction field of the
polynomial ring k[X], the field of rational functions k(X), embedds
into the field of Laurent series K, = k((x — «)) for each a € k, as well
as into the field Ko, = k((1)). These fields have one dimensional local
subrings, the subrings of power series O, = k[[r—a]] € K, and Oy =
k[[2]] € Kw. Similarly in arithmetic we have to add the real and com-
plex primes of a number field to the finite primes, and in particular
add the real prime 7 to the finite primes spec(Z) = {2,3,5,7,11...}.
The fraction field of the ring of integers Z, the field of rational numbers
Q, embedds into the field of p-adic numbers Q, for each finite prime p,
as well as into the field of real numbers Q, = R. For the finite primes
p, the fields Q, contains the one dimensional local subring of p-adic
integers Z, < Q,. But for the real prime we find that Z,, the interval
[—1, 1], is not closed under addition!

The arithmetical plane: Having two geometrical objects we can
take their product, and a product of two curves gives us a surface. In



particular, the product of the affine line with itself gives us the affine
plane, A} x A} =~ AZ. This translates in our language to the fact that
klz] ®k k[z] = k[z1,x2]. But in arithmetic we find that Z® Z = Z,
the arithmetical plane reduces to its diagonal!

The absolute point: The category of k-algebras has k as an initial
object, hence in geometry over k we have a point spec(k) as a final
object. Having addition in our language forces the integers Z to be
the initial object of the category of commutative rings, hence spec(Z)
is our final geometric object, and we are missing the absolute point
spec(F1), where the "field with one element” F; is the common field
of all finite fields F,,p = 2,3,5,7...

It was Kurokawa, Ochiai, and Wakayama [KOW] who were the first
to suggest abandoning addition, and work instead with the language
of multiplicative monoids. This idea was further described in Deitmar
[De], but note that the spectra of monoids always looks like the spectra
of a local ring: the non-invertible elements are the unique maximal
ideal. For Kurokawa there is also a “zeta world” of analytic functions
that encode geometry, where the field with one element [Fy, is encoded
by the identity function of C, see Manin [M]. Soulé in [J] tries to
capture [y by defining “IF;-varieties” as a subcollection of Z-varieties.
(It was C. Soulé who awakened me from my dogmatic slumber).

In [HOT] we gave our first non-additive language for geometry based
on the language of F-rings and ring-categories. A ring-category is
a category A with two symmetric monoidal structures, “direct-sum”
®:Ax A — A and “tensor-product” ® : A x A —» A, with ®
naturally distributive over @. The category of ring-categories has [F;
as its initial object. As a category [F; has for objects the finite sets
and for morphisms the partial bijections; the operation @ corresponds
to disjoint sum; the operation ® corresponds to direct-product. An
F-ring is a ring-category A such that the canonical map F; — A
is the identity on objects. The motivation for this language came
from the hint of the real prime 7: while Z, = [—1,1] is not closed
under addition, it is closed under contraction, and we have by the
fundamental Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that (z,y) =z -y; + -+ +
Tp-Yn is in Z, = [—1, 1] if the vectors z, y are in (Z,),, that is |z, < 1
and |y, < 1, with the ly-norm |z, = (3 |z]?)2.

In [Du] Durov gives a more algebraic language of generalized rings
based on monads of sets. But this forces him to replace the ly-norm
by the l;-norm, and thus he gets the wrong results at the real prime 7.
Thus in Durov’s language G L,,(Z,) is the finite group of symmetries of
the [;-polytope {x € R™, > |z;| < 1}, while it should be the orthogonal

group O,, (and the unitary group U, for a complex prime) which is



the symmetry group of the ls-ball

{reR" ) |z <1} = (Z,)n

Indeed, MacDonald [Mac| gives a g-analog interpolation between the
zonal-spherical functions on GL,(Q,)/GL,(Z,) and the zonal-spherical
functions on GL,(R)/O,, and GL,(C)/U,. Similarly, there is a ¢-
analog interpolation where the representation theory of the quantum
group GL, gives in the “p-adic limit” the representation theory of
GL,(Z,), and in the “real or complex limits” the representation the-
ory of O,, and U,, see [HO8], [0]. But Durov succeeded in proving
the negative result that the tensor product of Z with itself, both in
his category of generalized rings, and in our category of F-rings, re-
duces again to Z, and thus the “arithmetical-plane” still reduces to its
diagonal.

Here we give a new language for geometry based on a new concept
of a generalized ring. A generalized ring A is given by a sequence of
sets with embeddings Ay = {0} € Ay € Ay, € --- < A, € -+ and
projecions 7, : A,.1 — A,, with m,|4, = ida,. The set A, carries an
action by the symmetric group S, and the embeddings / projections
are covariant. There are two covariant operations, the operation of
multiplication

AkX(Anlx"'XAnk) —> An , M =n1 + Ny
a bZ(bl,...,bk) — qob

and the operation of contraction

A, x (Ap, x---xA,,) — Ay
a , b —  (a,b)

These operations are required to satisfy the following axioms:
associativity: (aob)oc=ao (boc);
adjunction: ((a,b),c¢) = (a,cob) , (a,(bc)) = (aoc,b);

linearity: ao (bc) = (aob,c) , (a,b)oc=(aoéhb),
where ¢ is obtained from ¢ by diagonal embedding,
and similarly b from b;

unit: have 1 € A; satisfying
a=loa=aol=(al)

It follows from the axioms that A; is a commutative monoid with
unit; (A;)™ acts on A,; and a' = (1,a) is an involution of A;. We say
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that A is self-adjoint if we have a' = a for all a € A;. We say that

A is commutative if we have a ob = boa for a € A,, be A,. We
develop a geometry for self-adjoint generalized rings. We do not need
the commutativity axioms, but the self-adjointness is indispensible.
On the other hand, all our examples are commutative, and the self-
adjointness axiom complicates the description of “formulas” in our
language (i.e. of the free object).

In Chapter §1 we give the precise definition of a generalized ring,
in a more functorial (but equivalent) form.

In Chapter §2 we give our basic examples of generalized-rings:
the initial object - the field with one element F;

the generalized-ring G(A) attached to a commutative (semi-)ring
A;

the local generalized-ring O, associated to a real or complex
prime 1 and its associated residue field IF,;

the generalized-ring F[M] associated to a monoid M,

the free generalized-rings A" (resp. A ) representing the functors
A A, (resp. A lim A,).
F

In Chapter §3 we consider equivalence-ideals, ideals, homogeneous-
ideals, and the correspondences between them. There is also the use-
full notion of h-ideals, which for self-adjoint generalized-rings coincide
with homogeneous-ideals.

In Chapter §4 we consider the topological space spec(A), consisit-
ing of the primes of the generalized-ring A, with its Zariski-topology,
and its dense subset Espec(A) consisiting of the stable primes. We
show the contravariant functors A — spec(A), and A — Espec(A),
take generalized-rings and homomorphisms into compact, sober (Zariski),
topological spaces and continuous maps.

In Chapter §5 we consider localizations of generalized-rings, and
obtain the sheaf Oy4 of generalized-rings over spec(A) for a self-adjoint
generalized-ring A.

In Chapter §6 we consider the category LGRS of locally-generalized-
ringed-spaces, its objects are pairs (X, Ox) of a topological space X
and a sheaf Ox over X of (self-adjoint) generalized-rings with local
fibers. We show that the functors A — (specA, O4) and (X, Ox) —
Ox (X) are adjoint. The category of Grothendieck-generalized-schemes
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is the full subcategory GGS < LGRS consisting of (X, Ox) € LGRS
such that there exists an open cover X = | JU; with (U;, Ox|y,) =

specOx (U;). The category of generalized-schemes GS is the category
of pro-objects of GGS. We show that in GS there is a compactifica-
tion spec(Z) of spec(Z), and similarly for any number-field K there
is a compactification spec(Of) of the finite-primes spec(Of). These
compactifications follow very closely the ones given in [HO7], (and re-
produced in [Dul).

In Chapter §7 we consider the tensor-product of generalized-rings,
and the resulting fiber-products in the categories GS 2 GGS of
(Grothendieck) generalized-schemes. In particular, we have in GS the
arithmetical plane spec(Z) xg[11)spec(Z), and its open and dense affine
generalized scheme given by the spectrum of G(Z)®r+11G(Z). We give
an explicit description of the generalized ring G(N) ®r G(N), and of
G(N) ®G(N) ® F[+1] which map surjectively onto G(Z) &) G(Z).

F F F[+1]

In Chapter §8 we sketch the theory of divisors. We define the sheaf
of meromorphic functions in (81]), and the abelian group of (Cartier)
divisors in (82). In (83) we mention the associated invertible Ox-
module, (although we do not enter into the linear and homological
algebra of modules in this paper). In (84) we define effectivenness
of a divisor. In (83]) we define the ordered abelian group Div(X) for
X = {Xn} a generalized scheme. The point is that while we have some
philosophies about the distribution of the primes within discrete data
(e.g. conjugacy classes in Galois groups), we are completely ignorant
about the distributuion of the primes (or prime powers) within the
continuum R*. We feel we need to recreate the continuum R* in an
arithmetical way (as Pic(specZ)), cf. (B@). In (87) we enter the
twilight-zone and conjecture the existence of intersection numbers for

divisors and of ”Frobenus divisors” on specZ || specZ. This is our
F[£1]

liebster Jugendtraum of [H89]- to give a Scheme for the proof of the

Riemann Hypothesis.

The reader should be warned that while admitedly, we have used
the Riemann Hypothesis as a compass in the developement of this
language, there are many open problems in arithmetics which are more
”elementary” than the Riemann Hypothesis (e.g. an analog of Hurwitz
genus formula for the map f : specZ — P! associated with f € Q*, cf.
(6.4.13), will give the ABC conjecture), and there are still many more
elementary problems in our theory. We need to redo "non-additive
commutative algebra”, and as a first step, we need to understand the
combinatorics of the "non-additive polynomials”, which are given by



finite rooted trees with certain labelings and boundary identifications
taken up to commutativity and self-adjunction.



Chapter 0O

Notations

For a category C' we write X € C' for “X is an object of C”, and we
let C'(X,Y) denote the set of maps in C' from X to Y. We denote by
Sety the category with objects sets X with a distinguished element
Ox € X, and with maps preserving the distinguished elements

(0.0.1) Seto(X,Y) = {f e Set(X,Y), f(Ox) = oy}.

The category Sety has direct and inverse limits. The set [o] = {o} is
the initial and final object of Sety. For f € Sety(X,Y’) we have

(0.0.2) kerf = fY(Oy) , cokerf=Y/f(X).

There is a cannonical map
(0.0.3)  coker kerf = X/f(Oy) —> ker cokerf = f(X).

We denote by Fy the subcategory of Sety, with objects the finite sets,
and with maps
(0.0.4)
Fo(X,Y) ={f€ Seto(X,Y), coker kerf = ker cokerf
is an isomorphism}
= {f € Seto(X,Y), flx\s-1(0y) is an injection }.

We let Set, denote the category with objects sets and with partially
defined maps

(0.0.5) Set.(X,Y) = 1L Set(X",Y).

X'cX

Thus to f € Set,(X,Y) there is associates its domain D(f) < X, and
feSet(D(f),Y).

We have an isomorphism of categories

(0.0.6) Sety <= Set,
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given by

X — X, =X~ {0x}

(0.0.7) f —fi, D(fy) =X~ f1(Oy);

and inversly

(0.0.8) {Ox}] [ X = X0 =X

reD(): f@) ) _ o
$¢D(f) OY }_ fO(x) f

We let F, denote the subcategory of Set, corresponding to Fy under
the isomorphism (0.0.0)), it has objects the finite sets, and maps are
the partial bijections

(0.0.9)

F.(X,Y) ={f:D(f) > f(X) bijections, D(f) < X, f(X)<=Y}.

To avoid problems with set theory we shall work with a countable
model of F, that contains [0] = @ (the empty set, the initial and final
object), [1] = {1}, ooy n] = {1, . ,n} , ... and is closed under the
operations of pull-back and push-out. In particular FF, is closed under
disjoint union, the categorical sum, which we denote by X @Y ; it is
associative, commutative, and has [0] as unit. Moreover, F, is closed
under the “tensor-product” operation

X@Y = {(ey).0€ Xy eV} = cober (X 1LY — XTTV}

it is associative, commutative, and has [1] as unit, and is distributive
over @. With these two operations, @ and ®, F, is a “ring category”
in the sense of [HO7]. In fact, F, is the initial object of the category
RingCat of ring categories. The F-Rings (on which the geometry of
[HOT] is based upon) are the ring categories A € RingCat such that
the cannonical map F, — A is bijection on objects. Inspired by [J],
we refer to F, as the “field with one element”. The category F, has
involution

F.(X,Y) = F.(Y, X)
(f: D(f) > f(X)) — f': f(X) 5 D(f).
We usually let XY, Z, W denote objects of F,, without explicitly say-

ing so, and when we consider “Set,(X,Y)” it is usually implicitly
assumed that X,Y € F,.

(0.0.10)



Chapter 1

The Definition of
Generalized Rings

A generalized ring A consists of the following structure:

(1.1) A functor A € (Setg)fs. Thus for X € F,, we have Ax € Sety,
and for f e F,(X,Y), we have f4 € Seto(Ax, Ay), such that

(1.1.1) (gofla=gaofa , (idx)a=iday

In particular, for an injection f : X < Y in FF,, we have an injection
fa i Ax — Ay in Sety, and a surjection f : Ay — Ay in Sety,
fio fa =ida,, and we usually identify Ax as a subset of Ay, and
write alx for f4(a), a€ Ay.

(1.1.2)  We assume: Ajo] = {0}
For f e Set.(X,Y) , with X, Y € F,, we define

(113) Af = HAf—l(y) = {b = (b(y))yef(x) , b(y) € Af—l(y) < Ax}

yey

We have an operation of multiplication for f € Set,(X,Y),
(1.2.1) o: Ay x Ay - Ax , a,b—aob=aosb
and we have an operation of contraction
(1.2.2) (,):Ax x Ay - Ay |, a,b—(a,b) =(a,b);.
We assume these operations respect the zero elements

(1.2.3) Oy 0b=0x = ao0y, hereO; = (0;-1,)) € Ay

(124) (Ox,b) = Oy = (CL, Of)
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Thus for the cannonical map cx € Set. (X, [1]), the unique map with
D(cx) = X, we have A., = Ax, and we get the operations

cx =

(125) o A[l] X AX — Ax, and

(126) (, ) : AX X AX — A[l]

For the identity map idx € Set,(X, X), we have

Aigy = [] Ay = (Ap))*, and we get the operations
zeX

(1.2.7) o and (,):Ax x (Ap)"* 3 Ax.

Before we can write the axioms satisfied by o and (, ), we have to
extend the definition of these operations. For f € Set,(X,Y),
g€ Set(Y,Z), and z € Z, we obtain by restricting f the map

(1.2.8) fl-€ Set. (g0 £)'(2) » 97'(2))

For y € g7!(z) we have identification of fibers (f|.)"'(y) = f~'(y),
and we have a projection

(129) Af - Af\z 5 b = (b(y)) = b|z = (b(y))yegfl(z)
The extended operations are given by
(1210) o Ag X Af — Agof
a,b—aosb with (ao;b)® =a® op (b].)

and by
(1.2.11) Agor x Ay — Ay

¢, b (c,b); with @,myh:@@,am»ﬂ.
We can now write the axioms.

(1.3) Associativity: For W Lz8y L Xin Set,, and for d € Ay,
ce Ay, be Ay, we have in Apogos:

(1.3.1) do(cob)=(doc)ob

(1.4) Left-Adjunction: For W Lz8y L X Set,, and for
d € Apogos, a € Ay, c€ Ay, we have in Ay:

(1.4.1) (d,aoc) = ((d,c),a)
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(1.5) Right-Adjunction For W & Z <V <& X in Set,, and for
d € Apog, a € Agor, c € Ay, we have in Ay:

(1.5.1) (doc,a) = (d, (a, c))

(1.6) Left-Linear For W L 72y L X in Set., and for d € Ay,
a€ Agyp, ce Ay, we have in Ajpoq:

(1.6.1) (doa,c) =do(a,c)

(1.7) Right-Linear For Z % Y L Xxin Set,., we form the cartesian
square,

(L.7.1) Z] [ X = {(z2) € D(g) x D(f),9(2) = f(x)}
Y

Z|1|X
AR

Z X
x /

with f, § the natural projections. Note that we have an identifi-
cation of fibers

Y

FH2) = Y (g(z)) forz e Z

and we get a map

(1.7.2) Ay > Aj, e ée Ay with @) = 96D,

Similarly, g !(x) = g !(f(2)) for z € X, and we get a map
Ay —A; , a—aed; with @@ =qV@

The axiom of Right-Linearity states that for f,g, f,§ as above, and
WY in Set,, and for d € App, a€ Ay, c€ Ay, we have in Ao p:

(1.7.3) (d,c)oa = (doa,c)

Remark: In the above axioms, (1.3) through (1.7), we have a se-
quence of identities, one for each fiber over a given element w € W.
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We can assume without loss of generality that W = [1], h is the can-
nonical map, and we get identities in Ax (resp. Az, Az, Ay, Ay ) for
de AZ (resp. AX, Ay, Az, AX ) in (13) (resp. (14) , (15) s (16) ,
(1.7)).

(1.8) Unit axioms We have a distinguished element 1 = 14 € Ap.
Hence for each singleton {z} € F,, using the unique isomorphism
[1] = {z} we get 1, € Agy; and for f € F,(X,Y) we have 15 =

(Lyt(y) Jyerx) € Ay
We have for all f e Set,(X,Y), ae Ay:

a o 1idX =a,
(181) 1idy oca = a,
(a, Ligy)=a

Remark: In the above axiom ([L81]), we can assume without loss of
generality that Y = [1], f = cx the cannonical map, and (L8] read

(1.8.2) aoliy, =loa=(a,lig) =aforae Ay

Note that (1,a) makes sense only for a € Apj, we define
(1.8.3) a' = (l,a) , a€Ap
It is an involution of A,
(1.8.4) (a")' = (1,(1,a)) = (1oa,1) = (a,1) =

It preserves the operation of multiplication, and the special elements
0, 1:

(1.8.5) (aob)t = (1,a0b) = ((1,b),a) - (1 o (1,b),a) -

= (1,a) o (1,b) =a' ob'

0= (1,00=0 , 1'=(,1)=1
For f e F.(X,Y), and for
yey zeD(f
we put
(186) a = ( t(x E Aft HA{f } = f(X)
rzeX (@)

at®@) = (a(f(w)))t — (1,a(f(‘"”)))
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and we have

(1.8.7) (1top,a) = a*

(1.8.8) Definition: We shall say that A is self-adjoint if

a' =a for alla e Apy.

Remark: In App we have 0ol =100=000=0,and 101 =1,
hence for f e F,(X,Y), ge F. (Y, Z), we have

(1.8.9) Lol =1y
Also we have (c.f. (0.10), (I8.4)),
(1) = 1.
We obtain for all a € Ay, feF,(X,Y),
(1.8.10) aols = (aols, L) = (a,(Ligy,15t)) = (a,1p).

This gives a structure of a functor F, — Sety on X — Ay, which we
require is the given stucture (1.1): Our unit axiom (L8J]) is completed
with the requirement that for all a € Ax, f e F.(X,Y),

(1811) a o 1ft = (CI,, 1f) = fA(a).

(1.9) Remark: Given a commutative diagram in Set,, (1.9.1)

X #Y
@l lw
!
X —=Y
with p € F (X, X'), v € F,(Y,Y”), we get a map
(1.9.2) (o, ¥)a: Ap — Ap

(@,¢)A(b) = 1¢ obo 1§0t fO’/’ be Af.

The operations of multiplication and contraction are functorial in the
following sense. For a € Ay+, we have in Axr,

(1.9.3) ao(p,h)alb) =aolyoboly =pa(¢Ph(a)ob)
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For a € Ax:, we have in Ay,
(1.9.4) (a, (¢, w)A(b)> = (a, lyobo Lpt) = (a ol,,1y0 b) =

~ (@o1,.0).1,) = 0a((Pa(a).5)

(1.10) Remark: If follows from (1.3), (1.8), that Ap = Ajgy,, is an

associative monoid with unit 1. It also follows that it is commutative:
(1.10.1) aob=(aobl)=(loa,(1,b) =(1,(1,b)oca=boa

For X € F,, the commutative monoid A4, = (Ap})” acts on the right
on Ay, cf. (L27). Note that for a = (a®)) € A4, and be Ay,

(1.10.2) boa=(boa,Liay) = (b, (Liay,a)) = (b,a)

i.e. the two actions of (L2.7)) are related by the involotion. The monoid
Apy also acts on the left on Ay, cf. (L2.3H), and this is nothing but the
diagonal right action: For a € Ay, b€ Ax, putting a € A;q,, a® =q
for all z € X,

(1.10.3) aob=(l,a")ob=(1lob,a") = (b,a") =boa.

More generally, for f € Set.(X,Y), b € Ay, a = (aW) € Ay, =
(A[l])y, we let

(1.10.4) a€ Ay = (Ap)™ . @ = aV@forz e X,
and we have in Ay,
(1.10.5) aob="boa.

Indeed checking (LIOF) at a given fiber Ay 1(,), y € Y, reduces to
(LI03). The action of (Ap))™ on Ay is self-adjoint with respect to
the pairing (1.2.6): for a € (Ap))™, b,d € Ax, we have

(1.10.6) (boa,d) = (b, (d,a)) = (b,doa)

(1.11) Remark: There is enough commutativity in our axioms to
make the theory work. However, all our examples (and calculations)
will satisfy the extra axiom of

Commutativity: For Z 5 Y L Xin Set,, and for a € Ay, c e Ay,
we have in Agof = Afog,

(1.11.1) aoc=coa

using the notations of (L7.)) , (LT.2).
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Eventually, all our generalized rings will be self-adjoint and com-
mutative, but we choose to emphasize the role of self-adjunction and
of commutativity in the development of the theory. The reader may
assume for simplicity that all generalized rings are self-adjoint and
commuative throughout the paper.

(1.12) Remark: For f,ge Set,(X,Y) we write f < g for

(1121) D(f) - D(g) andg|D(f) = f

or equivalenty, if for all y € Y, f(y) < g '(y). For f € Set,(X,Y),
he Set,(X,Z), g€ Set.(Y,Z) such that h < g o f, we have
(Ah, Af) < Ag via

(1122) Ah X Af — Agof X Af Q) Ag
Given such f and h, there exists g such that h < g o f, if and only if
(1.12.3) D(h) < D(f) and for x;,29 € D(h) :

h(x1) # h(x2) = f(21) # f(72)

or equivalenty,

(1.12.4) D(h) € D(f), and for z; # 29,2, € Z :

F(h7H (=) N f(h7H(22)) = @
In this case we have h/f € Set,(Y, Z) with D(h/f) = f(D(h)), and
(1.12.5) b F(F(x)) = h(z)

This function h/f is the minimal solution: for all g € Set.(Y, Z) such

that h < g o f, we have h/f < g. Thus when (LIZ3]) or (LI24]) are
satisfied we have a well-defined contraction

(1126) (Ah,Af) < Ah/f

Similarly, given f and h, there is a g such that h > go f and D(g) =
f(X), if and only if

(1.12.7) D(h) 2 D(f), and for 2z # 29,2, € Z :

F(H () (R (z2) = &

In this case g = f\h is unique, D(f\h) = f(X), f\h(f(z)) = h(z) and
we have a well-defined contraction

(1128) Aj, % Af —» A(f\h)of X Af Q) Af\h, (Ah,Af) < Ah/f
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Putting (LI12.6]) and (LI2.8) together, we have for f € Set,(X,Y),
h e Set,(X, Z), such that

(1.12.9) for 21 # z,zi€ Z, f(h ' (z))n f(h H(z) =

a well defined contraction

(1.12.10) (A, Af) € Apjg, with D(h/f) = f(D(h)),
and h/f(f(x)) = h(x)

Note that in the axioms of right-adjunction (I.5.1]), and left-linearity
(L6.1)), it is possible for the left hand side of the equality to be defined,
while the right hand side is not defined ( the contraction (a, c) is not
defined, but (doc,a) is defined). Thus some care is needed in passing
from the left to the right of (LE0]), (LET). If the right side of (IL5.TI)
or ([L6.0)) is defined, so is the left side, and we have an equality.

In particular, the axioms allow to transform any formula in the
operations of multiplication and contraction, to an equivalent formula
with only one contraction. Thus expressions of the form

(a,b) = (a0cag0-+-0ay,, by o---0by)

are closed under multiplication and contraction, and we have the for-
mulas:

(1.12.11) (a,b) o (¢,d) = (aoé dob)

(1.12.12) ((a,b), (¢,d)) = (aod,cob).

(1.13) Definition: A homomorphism of generalized rings ¢ :
A — A’ is a natural transformation of functors (so for X € F,, we have
vx € Sety(Ax, A ), and for f € F,(X,Y), we have pyofa = faopx),
such that ¢ preserves multiplication, contraction, and the unit:

(1.13.1) w(aob) = p(a)opb),
(1.13.2) ¢((a, b)) = (p(a), p(b)),
(1.13.3) gD(lA) = 1u
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Thus we have a category of generalised rings and homomorphisms
which we denote by GR. We let GR¢: < GR denote the full subcate-
gory consisiting of commutative generalized rings, i.e. those satisfying
the extra commutativity axiom (LILT]). We let GR™ denote the full
subcategory consisiting of self-adjoint generalized rings, i.e. those sat-
isfying (I.8.8). We denote by GR} = GRc n GR*' the commutative
self-adjoint generalized rings.

We remark that for A, A" € GR, a collection of maps ¢ = {¢px €

Seto(Ax, Ay )} satisfying (LI3), (LI32), (LI33), is a homomor-

phism; i.e. it is automatically a natural transformation of functors by

(L8311
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Chapter 2

Examples of GGeneralised
Rings

2.1 The field with one element [F

We write F for the functor (0.8) : F, 5 Fy < Sety. Thus
(2.1.1)

Fx = Xo = X[ [{0x}, andFy = [ [ (/7' (1)), for f € Set.(X,Y).

Y

The multiplication is given by

FyXIFf —)FX

2.1.2
P @) e = e () S X
The contraction is given by
FX X Ff — Fy
)

Wy _ )y iftwe =ua;
%o, (277) (20, 27) {O otherwise.

It is easy to check that F is a (commutative, self-adjoint) generalised

ring. For A€ GR, and for x € X € F,, put
(2.1.3)
ox(z) = (15,1;,) = 1, 01t € Ax, with j, € F,({z}, X) the inclusion.

We have ¢ x € Setg(Fx, Ax), and the collection of ¢ x define a homo-
morphism ¢ € GR(F, A). It is easy to check this is the only possible

homomorphism, and F is the initial object of GR.

2.2 Commutative Rings

For a commutative ring A, let G(A)x = A- X = A% be the free A-
module with basis X. It forms a functor G(A) : F, — A-mod < Set,.
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We define the multiplication for f € Set.(X,Y’) by

(2.2.1) G(A)y x G(A)y = A x [ JATT'® - AX = G(A)x

yey

a = (ay),b=(b)sep1() = (@0b)y = ay( - b

T

We define the contraction by
(222) Q(A)X X g(A)f = AX % nAffl(y) S AY = g(A)y

yey

a=(a;),b= (bgcy))xef‘l(y) — (a,b)y = Z Qg - bgcy)
zef~1(y)

It is straightforward to check that G(A) is a commutative self-adjoint
generalized ring. A homomorphism of (commutative) rings ¢ € Ring(A, B)
gives a homomorphism G(¢) € GR(G(A), G(B)), thus we have a func-

tor

(2.2.3) G : Ring — GR{,

It is fully-faithful: if ¢ € GR(G(A),G(B)), and a = (a,) € G(A)x,
then px(a), = (¢p(as)) by functoriality over F,, so ¢ is determined
by ¢py : A — B; the map ;) is multiplicative (and preserves 1), but
it is also additive

vuy(ar + a2) = ¢py (a1, a2), (1,1))) = ((ppy(ar), ppyaz), (1,1)) =

= epj(a1) + ¢py(az)
Thus ¢y € Ring(A, B) , and ¢ = G(pp7); and we have

(2.2.4) Ring(A,B) = GR(G(A),G(B))
Note that for every X € F,, we have a distinguished element
(225) 1x e Q(A)X, (]lx)m =1forallze X

hence for f e Set,(X,Y), the element 1; = (1;-1(,)) € G(A);. These
elements satisfy

(226) Ilg o ]lf = ]]-gof; ]]_[1] = 17

1xo 1ft = ]Lf(X) € Q(A)f(X) - g(A)y fOl"f € SetO(X, Y)

Note that any element a = (a,) € G(A)x, gives an element of the
monoid

(2.2.7) {a) = (a,) € G(A)ig, = AX
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and the vector 1y is cyclic in the sense that
(2.2.8) a=1xo{a)

The definition of G(A) does not use subtraction and thus works
for semi-rings A (having two associative and commutative operations,
addition x + y , and multiplication x -y, with units 0 and 1, and
multiplication distributive over addition). We have the generalized
rings G(N) and G([0,00)), as well as the “tropical” examples G(N;)
and G([0,0);) where we replace addition by the operation of taking
the maximum max{z, y}.

The generalized ring G(N) contains the cyclic vectors 1x € G(N) x =
N¥ | satisfying (Z.2.6]), and these vectors generate G(N). Forn = (n,) €
G(N)x, we have the set over X.

(2.2.9) Ty Xy — X
Xon={(7,j) e X xN_,j<n,}, m(r,j) =2
and we have

(2.2.10) n=(Lx,, L) .

We can view the elements of G(N)x as isomorphism classes of sets
over X.

Let Ae GR, and let a = (ax), with ax € Ax, agy = 1,, and with
agoay = agoy (Where ay = (ag-1(,) for f € Set,(X,Y)). Define a map
¢ =@ :G(N) - A by

(2.2.11) ox : N — Ay, vx(n) = (ax,, xr,)-

For f € Set,(X,Y), and for m = (m®) € G(N);, we have similarly
m¥ = (]LX(y),llw(y)) with 7 . x¥ - fYy) the restriction of
Tm : X — D(f) € X. We have by formula (LI12.12)),

(2212) ((aXn’ aﬂn)? (ag{q’r)n’ a7(Tyrr)L)) = (a'Xn © aﬂm? aXm © a/wn) =

= (axnnxm,aw> € Ay
X

with my : X, [ [ X, — X, = Y. Note that for y € Y we have,
X
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Xo |l | X

~
a'7rm aT(

n

VAN
X, X
\X/
/ X
]

(2.2.13) Z nx my = (n,m),
zef-1

1 Y

Similarly, for n = (n,) € G(N)y = NY, we have by formula
(1.12.11),
(2.2.14)

(aYn7 aﬂ'n)o(aX”(g)7 am@f)) = (aYn OaXm? aﬂ'm O’C\iﬂ'n) = (aYTL ny X'm’ aT"X) € AX

with x : Y, [[ X, — X, — X. Note that for z € X, we have
Y

Y, HX

U

\
Xm

e

A yd
Qy,, Ay,

/ X

kf

(2.2.15) ﬁﬂ';(l(x) =Nf(z) - Mg = (n o m)(m)

Thus ¢ is a homomorphism of generalized rings, and we have a
natural bijection
(2.2.16)

GR(G(N), A) = { e [ [Ax apm = 1a 05005 = %Of}

XeF
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2.3 The Real Prime

Let || : K — [0,00) be a non-archimedian absolute value on a field K.
Let

(2.3.1) Ox = {a = (az) € G(K)x, Y |as]” < 1}

zeX
Note that X — Ox is a subfunctor of G(K) : F, — Sety. But it
is also a sub-generalized-ring, in the sense that it is closed under the
operations of multiplication and contraction, and 1 € Opj. The proof
for multiplication is straightforward:

For a = (a,) € Oy, b= (b)) € O;, we have

(2.3.2) Siaob)l? = Jagw)? - @2 =

zeX reX
=D ayl® D PYP <D e, <1
yey zef~1(y) yey

and so aob e Ox.
The proof for contraction is just the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality:
For a = (a,) € Ox, b= (b¥) € O , we have

Slab),? =3 3 a-b| <
yey yeY |zef~1(y)
2.3.3
(233) <3 ¥ wp) | = |b%’>|2)
yeY \zef—1(y) zef~1(y)
<Y 2 el < Y el <1
yeY zef—1(y) reX

and so (a,b) € Oy.
Thus O is a generalized ring. Note that

(2.3.4) mx = {a = (as) € Ox, ) |ag|* < 1}

forms a subfunctor of O, and it is (the unique maximal) ideal of O,
in the sense that we have

(2.3.5) Oom,moO, (m,0), (O,m)<m
By collapsing mx to zero we obtain the quotient (in Sety):

(2.3.6)  kx = Ox/mx = {a = (az) € Ox, Y |a,|* = 1} 1 {0x}

zeX
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There is a canonical projection map 7x : Ox —» kx, with mx(mx) =
Ox. Now (2.3.3]) imply that there is a (unique) structure of a general-
ized ring on k, such that 7 is a homomorphism, 7 € GR(O, k). It is
given by
(2.3.7)

aob if|laohl] =1 (a,b) if ||(a,b)||
“Obz{ 0 if flaoh|| <1 >(“’b)={ i I

with the [ -norm

(2.3.8) [I(az)[| = <Z Iax|2>

2.4 Monoids

We say that M is a monoid if it has an associative and commuta-
tive operation -, an involution, and there are (neccessarily unique)
elelments 0,1 € M such that

(2.4.1) m-1=m,m-0=0, forallme M
the involution preserves the operation and special elelments
(my-ma) =ml-mh, 1" =1,0"=0, and (m") =m

A map of monoids ¢ : M — M’ is required to preserve the operation
w(my - ma) = p(my) - ¢(ms), as well as the involution and special
elements: ¢(m') = ¢(m)", p(1) = 1, p(0) = 0. Thus we have the
category of monoids which we denote by Mon. For A € GR, we have
Apy € Mon, cf. (1.10), giving rise to a functor

(2.4.2) GR — Mon , A— Ap
This functor has a left adjoint. For M € Mon, let
(2.4.3)
F[M]x = [ [ M = (X x (M\{0}) 1140} = [ x M] /[,0] ~ 0

zeX

It forms a functor X — F[M]x : F, — Set,. We define the operation
of multiplication by

(2.4.4) o: F[M]y x F[M]; — F[M]x

[y(), mo] R [x(y)’ m(y)] — [I(yo), mo - m(y())]

We define the operation of contraction by
(2.4.5) (,):F[M]x xF[M]; - F[Ml]y
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[0, m0] , [®, mW)] — [y, mo(m™@)!]if 2o = ¥, otherwise 0.

It is straightforward to check that with these operations F[M ] forms a
(commutative, but non-self adjoint) generalized ring, and for A € GR,
we have adjunction

(2.4.6) GR(F[M], A) = Mon(M, Apy)

¥ = P
QZX([%m]) = (¢(m)’ ]‘jm) —)
with j, € F([1], X), ju(1) = @

We let Mont < Mon denote the full-subcategory of monoids with
trivial involution, we have similarly adjoint functors

Mon™ — GR*

(2.4.7) M~ F[M]
A[l] <« A
(2.4.8) GR*(F[M], A) = Mon™ (M, Apy)

2.5 Commutative trees and A

By a tree F' we shall mean a finite set with a distinguished element
Of € F, the root, and a map S = Sp : F\{Op} — F, such that for all
a € I there exists n with §"(a) = Op; we write n = ht(a), and put
ht(0r) = 0. For a € F, we put v(a) = 187! (a). The boundary of F is
the set

(2.5.1) OF ={a€ F,v(a) =0}

The unit tree is the tree with just a root, {0}, and 0{0} = {0}. The
zero tree is the empty set, ¢J, and 07 = . Given a subset B < 0F,
we have the reduced tree F|g, obtained from F by omitting all the
elements of 0F\B, and then omitting all elements a € F such that
all the elements of S7!(a) have been omitted and so on; we have
o(F[p) = B.
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(2.5.2)

bl b

F Flib1, b2, b3)
b2 0

b3 — b3

Given for each b € OF, a tree Gy, let B = {b € 0F , G, # J}, and
form the tree

(2.5.3) FxG:=Flpu] [(G\{0g,})

with S(a) = b if a € G, and Sg,(a) = Og,, and otherwise S being the
restriction of the given Sy and Sg, .

Let for X € FF,,
Ax = {F = (Fi; {Fo};0)}/~

consist of the data of a tree F, a tree F, for each z € X, and a

bijection o : 0F, = ][ 0F,. We view such data F' as being the same
zeX

as F' = (F[;{F,};d’) if there are isomorphisms of trees 7y : [ = FY,
7y = Fy, with o’ o7y (b) = 7, 0 0(b) for be 0F, o(b) € OF,.

Note that for such data F' = (Fy;{F,};0), we have an associated
map

(2.5.4) o 0F > X

o(b) = ziffo(b) € OF,
For f € Set,(X,Y),wehave Ay = [] Ay 1), its elements are isomor-
yeY a
phism classes of data F' = ({Fy}yef(x); {Fy}een(p): ay), with bijections
o,:0F, > ] O0F,forallyeY.
zef~H(y)
We define the operations of multiplication by

(255) OZAY XAf—>AX
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GoF = (G1;Gy;7) o (Fy; Fyioy) = (Gr % Fro(y; Fy x Gypy; 70 0)
with

(25.6) Too:0(Gy x Fry) =

- Lo,
= 0Gy x 0Fy(y > [ [0G, xoF, > [ [[ G, x oF. =
yey yeY zef~1(y)
= H 6Fm X 5Gf(x) = L[ 5(}7}0 X Gf(m))
zeX zeX

We define the operation of contraction by

(257) ( s ) : AX X Af — Ay

(G, F) = ((G1;Gy;7), (Fy; Fys0y)) = (G1 x Fooy; Fy x Ga_y(); (T, a))
with

(2.5.8)  (1,0): 0(G1 x Fr()) = 0Gy x 0F() > L[ 0G, x OF, =

rzeX
_ _ ey _ _
=[] [I 0F xoG. > [[0F, x 0G,,, = [ [ (F, x Go,())
yeY zef—1(y) yeY o yeY o

It is straightforward to check that A with these operations satisfy
all our axioms of a generalized ring except the axioms of right-linearity
(1.7.3) (also the axioms of commutativity (1.11.1) and self-adjunction
(1.8.8) fails ).

For a tree F', a subset G < F will be called a (full) subtree with root
be G, if (G,Sp|a\p}) is a tree, i.e. Sp(G\{b}) < G, and if moreover
for all a € G,

(2.5.9) either Sz (a) S GorSp'(a) NG = &

Given such a subtree G < F, and given for each a € 0G, a (full)
subtree H, < F' with root a, and given for a € G, an isomorphism of

trees o, : H, > H, (with a fixed tree H), we form the commuted-tree
Cepuk:

(2.5.10) C&uF = <F\(G o] Ha)> [[(m\em) ] J(oH x @)

aedG

with & = Sce,  F given by

(2.5.11) S(z) = Sp(z) forz e F\(Gu L[ H,), and Sp(z) ¢ L[ 0H,,

ae0G a€0G
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= (y,a) forv e F\(Gu |] H,), andSp(z) =y € 0H,,a € 0G,
aedG
= Sy (x) forz e H\OH, andx # Og,

= Sr(b) forz = 0y,
= (y,8¢(z)) forz = (y,2) € 0H x G, and z # Og,
=Su(y) forz = (y,0q) € 0H x G

We let ~ denote the equivalence relation on trees generated by
the above operation, and we let [F| denote the equivalence class of
the tree F'. Thus [F] = [F'] if and only if there is a sequence of
trees F' = Fy, Fy,..., Fy = F', and there are subtrees G; < Fj, and
H;, < Fj (for a € 0G,), and isomorphisms o;, : H;, — Hj, such
that Fj.; = CgZ , F;. Note that there is a canonical identification

J J

OF = 0(Cg yI), and hence if [F] = [F'] then 0F = 0F".

We can now return to our non-example A, and redefine Ax as
the collection of isomorphism classes of data ([F1]; {[F.]}; o), where
the trees F, and F,, are taken up to equivalence. It is easy to check
that the operations of multiplication (Z5.3]), and contraction (Z5.7),
are well defined, and satisfy all our axioms (including commutativity
(1.11.1) but not self-adjunction (1.8.8)), and we have a (commutative
but non self adjoint) generalized ring A € GR.

Note that for f € F,(X,Y) we have 1; = ({Oy}yef@); {0z }zen(r): 0y (0y) =
07-1¢)), and the structure of A as a functor is given by

(25.12)  ([BLA[Fol eex; 0) o 1pe = ([F); {[Fel}s 0), 1) =

= ([F1|U—1< 1 am];{[Ff—l(y>]}yef<X>5U)

zeD(f)

Note that A is non self-adjoint and the involution is non-trivial on
Ap, we have:

([A); [B o) = (IR )07
Note that for X € F,, we have the element 6x = ([{0}X]; {[0:]}zex;0) €

Ax, where {0} 1 X is a tree via S(X) = 0, and 0 : X 5> []{0,}
reX
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is the obvious map. These elements generate A, and they satisfy
dx olp = 5f(X) € Af(X) c Ay.

For any commutative generalized ring A, we have a natural bijec-
tion,
(2.5.13)
GR(A,A) = {a = (ax) € [ [ Ax,ax o 1p = ay), all feF.(X,Y)}

XeF

¢ (p(dx))
O

To define the homomorphism @ it is useful to have the following
convention. For a tree F', with height h = ht(F') = max{ht(b),b € F'},
form the tree

(2.5.14) F" = Fu [ [{(b,4), ht(b) < j < I}
bedF

with
S(x) = Sp(z) forz € F,
S(b,j) = (b,j —1)forbe OF, ht(b) +1 < j < h,
S(b,ht(b) +1) =0

The tree F'T is of constant height.
ht(b) = h for all be OFT,
and it can be viewed as a sequence of maps
(2.5.15) FIopT o S FT S ET — (0p)
Ff = {be FU () = 1.8 = Slir

with fibers over y € F]',

. S};l(b) =be F\@F,
(2.5.16) Sit1(vo) = { {(b,j + 1)} 32 (0, 7)

. o ) _
With our element a = (ax), we get elements ag | € As,,, = y];[T ASJ__+11 W)’
J

by

a5;1(b) Y = be F\@F,
1 Yy = (b>])>

W _
(2.5.17) asiﬂ = {
hence a well-defined element
(2518) arp] = as, 004s, ©---04ag, € Aap
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Note that since A is assumed to be commutative, equivalent trees
give the same element of A. Given the forest of trees over X, {|F.],z €
X}, we have similarly a sequence of maps

(2.5.19) FF 23 FF . — oo — FT 3 X with h = max{ht(F,),z € X}
With our element a = (ax) we have similarly a well defined element

(2.5.20) A{[F,]} = @5, © - 0ag, € AW = H Aan
rzeX
with
7r=Slo---OSh:FhT= Han—’X
zeX

The homomorphism @ : A — A is given by

(2.5.21) @ ([F:A[E:]} 0) = (agmg © Lot agr,y) € Ax

That ¢ carries the operations (2.5.5]), (2.5.7)) into the operation of mul-
tiplication and contraction in A, follows from the formulas (1.12.11) ,
(1.12.12).

Note that the inclusion of the set (2.2.10]) in the set (2.5.13), cor-
respond to the cannonical homomorphism 7 € GR(A, G(N)),

(2.5.22) mx 1 Ax — G(N)x = N¥
Tx ([F1]s {[Fe]}s 0)me = 80y,

Finally we remark that the equivalnece relation on trees generated
by the commutativity operation (Z5.10), is generated by the simpler
transposition operation: given a tree I, and b € F, and for each
a € Sz*(b) a bijection o, : Sp'(a) = [n], we can form the transposed
tree

(2.5.23) CPF = (F\Sz' (b)) 11 [n]
with
Serr(r) = Sr(x) for x € F\(Sz'(b) USZ2(b)),
= 05, (2) € [n], for z € S2(b),
=D, for z € [n]

The transposition (2.5.23) is a special case of the commutation (2.5.10),
but each commutation is obtained by a sequence of transpositions. It
follows that every tree is equivalent to a unique reduced tree, where F’
is reduced if for all b € F', either v|g-1() is non-constant (i.e. there are
ay,as € S7H(b) with v(ay) # v(as)), or it is constant u, = v(a), any
a € §71(b), but then u, > v(b). The reduced trees are characterized,
within their equivalence classes, as those trees having the least number
of elements.
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2.6 Free generalized ring A"

Fix W e F,. We say that a tree F' is W-labeled, if we are given for all
b € F' an injection

(2.6.1) = i Spt(b) > W

We view ;o as a map p @ F\{Op} — W, u(b) = psw)(b). We can give
the commutation operation for W-labeled trees ananlogous to (2.5.10))
(the isomrphisms o, there, have to respect the labeling), we give only
the simpler transpositions.

Given a W-labeled tree F, and b € F such that for all a € S;'(b)
we have (87!(a)) = Wy € W we can form the transposed tree

(2.6.2) CoF = (F\Sg' (b)) [ [Wo
with
Scyr(x) = Sp(x) for 2 € F\(Sz' (0) [ Sz*(0)),

= ()eWO for v € Sp(b),
for x € W,

Note that CyF' is again W-labeled by
(2.6.3) pyt" = idyw, : Sglp(b) = Wo > W

Sk -
“ggF : S(j*blF(wo) =~ Spl(b) &, W, for wg € W

e =y forz e F\({0} | [ 5,7 (9))

Note that we have a natural identification 0(CyF) = 0F. We write
now [F'|w for the equivalence class of the W-labeled tree F'; we have
[Flw = [F']w if and only if there is a sequence of W-labeled trees
F = Fy,Fy,...,Fy = F', and elements b; € Fj, such that for all
a € Si'(by), pf5(S ' (a)) = Wy, and Fjyy = G, F

Note that the operations of multiplication (Z.5.5]), and contraction
(Z5), when appplied to trees equipped with W-labeling, yield trees
with natural W-labeling. Moreover, these operations descend to op-
erations on equivalence classes of W-labeled trees. We get in this way
a commutative generalized ring AW,
(2.6.4)

AW { ([Filw; {[Felweex; o)/~ , Fi, F, W-labeled trees, }

X o : 0F, = [ ] 0F, bijection

The element 6" = ([{0} U W]; {0y }wew; o) € Al generates AW,
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For any commutative generalized ring A, we have a bijection
(2.6.5) GR(AY A) = Ay,
(")
gp(a) —q

The homomorphism (@ is given by ([Z5.21)), where for a W-labeled
tree F', with associated sequence of maps (2.5.15), the element ajpy,, =
as, ©---oas, € Apr is given by

(2.6.6)
w _Jao ]_MbF € Asgl(yy fory € F\OF, (here u5 € F.(S;l(y), W)
S+t 1 fory = (b,7)

and similarly for the forest of W-labeled trees [F,|w, we get
A{[Frlw} S AH, II : H an — X

reX

Fixing a finite family Wy,..., Wy € F,, we say that a tree F' is
{W;}- labeled, if for all b e F\OF we are given j(b) € [N], and an injec-
tion 4 : Szt (b) — Wj@). Given such a tree F, and b € F such that for
all a € Sz'(b) we have j(a) = j, and ,(Sz'(a)) = Wy € W, we can
form the transposed tree (2.6.2]). This operation generates an equiv-
alence relation, and we write [F]yw, for the equivalence class of the
{W;}-labeled tree F'. Repeating the construction (2.6.4]), with {W;}-
labeled trees, we get a commutative generalized ring A"+W~_ The el-
ements 6"+ = ([{0} UW;]; {0y }wew;; 0) € Ap ™™ generate AV
and we have for any commutative generalized ring A,

(2.6.7) GR(AMVWN A) = Ay, x -+ x Ay,

o= (6™, p(8"))
(ie. AWi=Wn = AM1 %‘()...@AWN).

Given an injection j : W — W’ every W-labeled tree F is natu-
rally W'-labeled, and we have an injective homomorphism
(2.6.8) ' B B

A e GR(AY, AM), AX ([Frlws [Felws o) = ([Fulwes [Felws o)

It is dual via (2.6.5]) to the map Ay — Aw, a — aol;.
Converslely, if F'is a W/-labeled tree, and

(26.9)  Bp ={be oF, u(S"(b)) € Wiorn =0,. .., ht(b) — 1}

than the reduced tree F|g,, cf. (252, is W-labeled. We have a
surjective homomorphism

(2.6.10) A e GR(A™ AT,
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AN ([Frws [Felwe o) = (IFy | slws [Felogmynor, ] o18)
with B = By, no (] | Br,)

rzeX
It is dual to the map Ay <> Ay, a — aolj:, and we have A/ 0 A/ =
idamw

Given a map f € Set.(Z, W), we have the element
(2.6.11)
67 = ({0} u F(Z) U D(NTAL0:D seniyi o = idigy) € A7 =
= (AW ® ®weW AT (w))z

where the tree F' = {0} 11 f(Z)1D(f), has Sp|ps) = f, Sr(f(Z)) =0,
and is labled by g : f(Z) < W, and pi,, = id -1, for w € f(Z). This
element gives a homomorphism of generalized rings, co-multiplication,

(2.6.12) Al e GR(AZ, AW (w))

which is dual to multiplication Ay x [ Af-1() — Az. On the other
weW
hand we have the element

(2.6.13)

= — ([{0} 1 DO ({0} 1 £ () wesczyi @ = i) € A% —
- (AZ ® ®weW Af*l(w))W

giving rise to a homomorphism of generalized rings, co-contraction,
(2.6.14) Al e GR(AY, A% )

which is dual to contraction Az x [] A1) — Aw.
weW

The functor A : F, — GR¢, with its structure (of co-multiplication,
co-contraction, and co-unit) is thus a co-generalized-ring-object in

the tensor category (GR¢, X)), i.e. the dual of our axioms are sat-
F

isfied. (Just as the polynomial ring Z[X], with co-multiplication

A.X) = X ® X, and co-addition A (X)) = X ®1+1Q® X, is a

co-ring object in the tensor category of (commutative) rings and (X)).
Z

Example: Taking for W = [1], the unit set, a [1]-labeled-tree is just
a "ladder” {zg,x1,...,2,}, S(x;) = x;_1, and is determined by its
length n. Thus the element F = ([F\]; [F.];0) € Agi], is determined
by the length of n of Fy, the point z € X such that F, # 0, and
the length m of F,. We write F' = (x,2" - (2/)™), and we have an
isomorphism

(2.6.16) AN S RN (29N



with the generalized ring associated with the free monoid on one ele-
ment, M = 2N - (zH)N U {0}.
The self-adjoint quotient AE] of A representing the functor

(2.6.17) GRY — Mon*, A GRE(AN A) = Ay,

is isomorphic to the generalized ring associated with the free self-
adjoint monoid on one element M = 2N U {0},

(2.6.18) Al = N

2.7 Limits

Given a partially ordered set I, a functor A € (GR)! is given by
objects AW € GR for i € I, and homomorphism ¢, ; : AW — A® for
i < j,i,7 €, such that p; ;00 = i fori < j <k, and @; = id 0.
The inverse limit of A exists, and can be computed in Sety. We put

(27.1) (mAD)y = {a = () e [ [AY. ¢i;(a;) = asfor alli < j}

I el

With the operations of componentwise multiplication and contraction
lim A® is a generalized-ring (sub-ring of [ [ A®¥)). We have the univer-
A iel

sal property

(2.7.2) GR(B,lim AD) = lim GR(B, AW =
I I

={(¥) € ngR(BaA(i))a%‘,j o1); = 1 fori < j}
I

If the set I is directed (for jy, 7o € I there is i € I with i < jy, js)
the direct limit of A exists, and can be comoputed in Sety,. We have

(2.7.3) (lim AD)x =lim AY = ([ [ AD)/fa ~ ¢1;(a)}
I I el

There are well defined operations of multiplication and contraction

making lim A® into a generalized ring. We have the universal property
I

(2.7.4) GR(lim A”, B) = lim GR(AY), B) =
1 1

= {(¢i) € HQR(A(i),B),Qpi o = ;fori < j}

I
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Chapter 3
Ideals

3.1 Equivalence ideals

(3.1.1) Definition: For A € GR an equivalence ideal a is a collection
of subsets axy € Ax x Ay, such that ay is an equivalence relation on
Ax, (we write a ~ a' for (a,d’) € ax; and for a = (a,), d’ = (a;) € Ay,
we write a ~ a' for (ay,a;) € ap-1(,) for all y € V), and a respects the
operations: if a ~ a’ than for all b e A,

aob~a ob, boa~bod

(3.1.2) (a,0) ~ (d',b), (b,a) ~ (b,a')

(whenever these operations are defined.)
We let eq(A) denote the set of equivalence ideals of A.
For a € eq(A) we can form the quotient A/a, with

(3.1.3) (A/a)x = Ax/ax = ax-equivalence classes in Ax

There is a natural surjection mx : Ax — Ay /ax, and there is a unique
structure of generalized rings on A/a such that 7 € GR(A, A/a).

(3.1.4) Definition For ¢ € GR(A, A"), we let

KER(p)x = {(a1,a2) € Ax x Ax, p(a1) = px(az)}
KER(p) is an equivalence ideal.

(3.1.5) We have the universal property of the quotient
GR(AJa, A") = {p e GR(A,A"), KER(p) 2 a}

(3.1.6) Every homomorphism ¢ € GR(A, A’) has a

canonical factorization

p=jogon
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AJKER(p) % o)

with 7 surjection, j injection, and ¢ an isomorphism.

3.2 Ideals

(3.2.1) Definition : For A € GR, an ideal a is a collection of subsets
ax € Ay, with Ox € ax, and with Aoa, ao A, (4,a), (a, A) < a. We
let il(A) denote the set of ideals of A.

For a € eq(A), we have the associated ideal Z(a):
(322) Z(a)X = {CLEAX,(CL,Ox) Eax}

For a € il(A), we have the equivalence ideal F(a) generated by a, it is
the intersection of all equivalence ideals containing (a,0) for all a € a.
These give a Galois correspondence:

(3.2.3) il(A) «— eq(A)
It is monotone,

(3.2.4)

and we have

(3.2.5) ac ZE(a) , EZ(a)<a

It follows that we have

(3.2.6) ZEZ(a)=Z(a) , E(a)=EZE(a),

and the maps E, Z induce inverse bijections

(3.2.7) E-il(A) < Z-eq(A)

with

(3.2.8) E-il(A) ={acil(A),a=ZE(a)} = {Z(a),a€ eq(A)},
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the stable ideals, and
(3.2.9) Z-eq(A) ={aceq(A),a=EZ(a)} = {E(a),acil(A)}
Let a€il(A), and let a = (ay) be defined by

(3.2.10) ayx =

( (a,a’) € Ax x Ax,there exists a patha = ay,as,...,a, =a’, )

with {a;, a;;1} of the form either {(d; o ¢;,b;), (d; o ¢;,b;)},
or {(d],b] ¢} Cj), (dj,b] o E])} with d] € Ay b € Afj?

) fi€SetdZ;,X),c;,¢ € Ay, ,g] € Set, (ZJ,Y}) or resp. (
g; € Set.(Y;, Z;) and Wlthc ES-Z), or cg), S)ea
| for all z € Yj(resp. z € Z)) )

(3.2.11) Claim: E(a) =a
Proof: It is clear that ay is an equivalence relation on Ay, and
that ax € E(a)x, and we need to show that a respects the operations
BI2). If (a,d') € a, so there is a path a = ay,...,a, = d as in
BZI0), then hoa; (resp. a; o h, (h,a;), (a;,h)) is a path, showing
(hoa,hod) (resp. (aoh,a'oh), ((h,a),(h,a’)), ((a,h),(a’,h)))) is in
a. This follows from the identities
(3.2.12)
O(docb) (hod)oe,b) , ho(d,boc)=(hod,boc)
resp. (doc,b)oh = (do(coh),b) , (dboc)oh = (doh,boé)
(h, (docb)) (hob,doc) , (h,(d,boc))=((hob)oc,d)
((docb) h) = (doc,hob) ((dboc) h) = (d, (hob)oc)

Y

It follows that a € E-il(A), a = ZFE(a), if and only if for all b, d, ¢, ¢
as in (B210),

(doc,b)ea< (doc,b)ea

(3:2.13) and (d,boc)ea< (d,boc)€ea

3.3 Operations on ideals
The intersection of ideals is an ideal,

(3.3.1) a; €il(A) = [)ai €il(A)

i

Given a collection B = {Bx < Ax}, the ideal generated by B will
be denoted by {B} 4, it is the intersection of all ideals containing B.
If B satisfies Bo A € B, it can be described explicitly as

(3.3.2) {Blax =
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={aeAx,a=(doc,b) ora=(d,boc) for some de Ay,be Ay,
feSet (Z,X),ceA,, ge Set,(Z,Y),
or resp. g € Set, (Y, Z)
and with ¢ = (¢)),c®) e By, for allz € Y (vesp.z € Z)}

It is clear that the set described in (3.3.2)), contains By, and is
contained in {B}4 x, and we only have to check that it is an ideal -
this follows from the identities (B3.2.12)).

In particular, for a; € il(A), we can take B = | Ja;, and we obtain
the smallest ideal containing all the a;’s.

(3.3.3) Za = {Ua}

Thus il(A) is a complete lattice, with minimal element the zero ideal
0 = {Ox}, and maximal element the unit ideal {1}, = {Ax}.

Note that for arbitrary B we can similarly describe the ideal it
generates as

(3.3.4) {B}ax =

={ae Ax,a=(docoe,b)ora= (d,bocoe),withc® € Bfor all z}
Note that for a subset B < A, we have

(3.3.5) {Blax ={aeAx,a=(d,boc),de Ay,be Ay,

feSet. (Y, X),c= (") e Ay, = (Ap)", ¥ e Bu B'}

We do not need the e’s in (8.3.4]) because we have commutativity
coe = eog¢ cf. (LI03J), and we do not need the two shapes of
([3:3:2) because the (Ap)Y-action is self-adjoint (d,boc) = (doct,b),
c.f. (1.10.6).

3.4 Homogeneous ideals

An ideal a € il(A) is called homogeneous if it is generated by ap;). The
subset ap;] © Apy satisfies for all X € IF,,

(3.4.1) (Ax, Ax o (app)™) < apy

Conversly, if a subset ap; & Apj satisfies (B4.1), then afl] = ap)
(because for a € apy, a* = (1,1 0a) € apy), and apy o App = apy
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(because for a € apy), b€ App, aob = (b,10a") € ap)). Moreover, the
ideal b generated by apj, has

(3.4.2) bx=|J (440 ")
FeSets(Y,X)

and in particular by = ap;. Thus we identify the set of homogeneous
ideals with the collection of subsets aj;] & Apy satisfying (3.4.)), and
we denote this set by [1]-il(A),

(3.4.3) [1]-il(A) = {a = A, (Ax, Ay o (a)*) < a}

The set [1]-il(A) is a complete lattice, with minimal element {0},
maximal element {1}, = Apj. For a; € [1]-il(A), we have ()a; €

[1]-il(A), and ZZ: a; € [1]-il(A), where

(2

(3.4.4) Da; =

)

= {ae Appya = (bydoc),bde Ax,c= () e (Uai)X < Aigy, X EF.}

Note that the homogeneous ideal generated by elements a; € Apy,
1 € I, can be described as

= {a € Apj,a = (b,doc),b,de Ax,c = (c(m)) € AidX,c(””) = Qi(a)
orc® = a';f(x)forx e X}

We have also the operation of multiplication of homogeneous ideals.
For a;,ay € [1]-il(A), we let a; - ay denote the homogeneous ideal
generated by the product a; o ag = {ay © ag, a; € a;}.

Thus

(346) ar - adg =

={ae Apj,a=(bdoc),bde Ax,c = (")) € (a 0 a2)™ S Ajy }
This operation is associative, we have for a;, ag, ag € [1]-il(A),
(347) (al : a2) raz = ajp -ag -az = aj - (ag : ag)

with a; - ag -ag =

={ae Apj,a= (bdoc),bde Ax,c= (™) e (a; oayoaz)® < Ay, }
(use (b,doayoag)oasz = (b,doajoayoal) and aj o (b,doasoaz) =
(b,doagoazoal)).

2Q



The multiplication of homogeneous ideals is clearly commutative,
a; ©ag = ap o a1, has unit element {1}4 = Apj, a- {1} = a, and has
zero element {0}, a- {0} = {0}. Thus [1]-il(A) € Mon™.

For a homomorphism ¢ € GR(A, B), and for b € il(B), (resp.
b e [1]-il(B)), its inverse image ¢*(b)x = @5 (bx), (resp. ¢fyy(b) =
gpﬁ]l(b) C Ap) is clearly a (resp. homogeneous) ideal of A. For
a € il(A), (resp. [1]-il(A)) let ¢.(a) < B denote the (homogeneous)
ideal generated by the image ¢(a) (resp. ¢pj(a)). We have Galois
correspondences

) '
(3.4.8) [1]-il(A) - [1]-il(B) and l(A) ~_ il(B)
Dx[1] P
The maps ¢*, p, are monotone, and satisfy
(3'4'9) a s 90*90*(3*)7 SO*SO*(b) <b
It follows that we have
(3.4.10) px(a) = pap pu(a) , @*(b) = ¢ p.p*(b)

and ¢*, ¢, induce inverse bijections,
{a e [1]-il(A),a = 9 p.(a)} =
={p"(b),be [1]-il(B)} «— {ps(a),ac [1]-il(A)} =

= {be [1]-il(B),b = p.¢*(b)}
and similarly with il(A) and il(B).

(3.4.11) Definition: For an equivalence ideal € € eq(A), and for an
ideal or a homogeneous ideal a, we say a is e-stable if for all (a,a’) €
e:a€a< dea Wedenote by il(A)* (resp. [1]-il(A)°) the set of
e-stable (homogeneous) ideals.

Letting 7. : A — A/e denote the canonical homomorphism, we
have bijections

il(A)° <> il(Afe) and [1]-il(A)F < [1]-il(A/e)
(3.4.12) a — 7.(a)
71 (b) «b

(3.4.12) Definition: For an (resp. homogeneous) ideal a, we say a is
stable if it is E(a)-stable. We denote by E-il(A), (resp. E[1]-il(A)),
the set of stable (homogeneous) ideals. Note that by the explicit de-
scription of E(a) in (B.210), a subset a & Ay is a stable homogeneous
ideal if and only if

(3.4.13) for X,Y e F.,b,d € Axgy,c,c€ (Ap)*®,
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with ¢® = &@for 2 € Xand ¢, ¥ € afor y € Y,
have : (b,doc)ea< (b,doc)ea

(taking X = [0], €% = 0, we see that this condition includes a
being a homogeneous ideal).

3.5 h-ideals

(3.6.1) Definition: For A € GR, a subset a = Ap; will be called
h-ideal if for all X € F,, b,d € Ax, ¢ = (™) € (a)* < Ajq,, we have

(3.5.2) (boe,d) € a

We denote by h-il(A) the set of h-ideals of A.
Comparing with the definition of homogeneous ideals (3.4.3]), we
have

(3.5.3) [1]-il(A) = {a € h-il(A),a = a'}

The set h-il(A) is a complete lattice, with minimal element (0), max-
imal element (1) = Ap). For a; € h-il(A), we have (") a; € h-il(A), and

S ;€ heil(4), where (cf. €2) Z
(3.5.4)

Zai = {a € Apj,a= (boc,d),b,de Ax,c= (c(m)) € (Uai)X c Aidx}

)

Note that the h-ideal generated by elements a; € Ay, @ € I, can be

described as (c.f. (34H))

(a;)a = {a € App,a = (boc,d),bde Ax,c= (c(w)) € {ai}X c Aidx}
In particular, for a € Apj the principal h-ideal generated by a is just
(3.5.5) (a)A = ao A[l]

Indeed, if ¢®) =g oe,, e, € Ap for x € X, than for b,d € Ay,
(boc,d)=ao(boe,d)eaoAp

(while the homogeneous ideal generated by a is the h-ideal generated

by a and a', c.f. (B4AH) for {a}a).

We have multiplication of h-ideals, for a;, as € h-il(A),

(356) ap -ag =
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={ae Apj,a=(boc,d), bde Ax,c = () € (a;0ay)® C A}

It is associative,
(357) (a1 ' ag) Qg3 = aj rag a3z = ap - (a2 . a3)
with a; - a9 - a3 = {ae Apj,a = (boe,d),b,de Ax,

c= (") e (a;oayoaz)® Ajay }

(Use now: (boajoas,d)oas = (boajoagods, d), and ajo(boagoas, d) =
(boay oayoas,d)).

It is clearly commutative, a; - ag = ag - a1; has unit (1), a- (1) = a;
has zero (0), a- (0) = (0).

We can also divide h-ideals. For ag, a; € h-il(A), we let

(3.5.8) (ap :a1) = {c€ Apj,coa; S agf

This is an h-ideal, (ag : a;) € h-il(A). Indeed, for ¢® € (ag : a;), and
for any b,d € Ay, and any a; € a;, we have

(bo (™), d)oa; = (bo (™ cay),d) € ag
and so (bo (c®),d) € (ag : a1).
For elements mq, mo € Ax, we have their annihilator
(3.5.9) anna(my,me) = {a € Apj,a0my = aomsy}

This is an h-ideal, anna(my, my) € h-il(A). Indeed for c¥) € ann(my, ms),
and for any b, d € Ay we have

(bo(c), d)omny = (bo (W omn), d) = (bo(cVoms), d) = (bo(cV), d)oms
and so (bo (W), d) € anna(my, my)

Let ¢ € GR(A, B). For an h-ideal b € h-il(B), its inverse image
©*(b) = <p[_1]1(b) C Ap is clearly an h-ideal of A. For an h-ideal
a € h-il(A), we let p,(a) = Bpj denote the h-ideal generated by the

image ¢1)(a), ¢«(a) = im(Bx o (¢py(a))™, Bx).
X
We have a Galois correspondence

gp*
(3.5.10) h-il(A) < h-il(B)
P

The maps ¢*, p, are monotone, and satisfy
(3.5.11) ac p'pL(a) , pup'(b)Shb
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It follows that we have

(3.5.12) pa(a) = puppula) , ¢*(b) = ¥ pup™(b)
and ¢*, ¢, induce inverse bijections,

(3.5.13) {a€ h-il(A),a=p"p.(a)} =

= {¢"(b),be h-il(B)} < {p.(a),a€ h-il(A)} =
={b e h-il(B),b = @.0*p«(b)}

In summary, for a general A € GR, we have defined the sets

hil(A) o [1l(A) < il(A) eq(A)

(3.5.14) U U U
E-[1]-il(A) < E-il(A) o Z-eq(A)

For a self adjoint A € GR* we have equality h-il(A) = [1]-il(A).
It is easy to check that for A = G(B), B a commutative ring, all the
inclusions in ([B.5.14]) are equalities, and are identified with the set of
ideals of B.
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Chapter 4

Primes and Spectra

4.1 Maximal ideals and primes

We say that an equivalence ideal € € eq(A) is proper if (1,0) ¢ ¢,
or equivalently ex & Ay x Ay for some/all X € F,, or equivalently
A/e # 0. We say that an ideal, or an h-ideal, a is proper if 1 ¢ a, or
equivalently aj;) & Apj. Since a union of a chain of proper h-ideals is
again a proper h-ideal, an application of Zorn’s lemma gives

(4.1.1) Proposition: For A € GR, there exists maximal proper h-
ideal.

We let Max(A) € h-il(A) denote the set of maximal ideals.

(4.1.2) Definition: A (proper) h-ideal p € h-il(A) is called prime if
App\p is closed with respect to multiplication, i.e. if for all a,be Ap,

aobep implies aep or bep
We let spec(A) < h-il(A) denote the set of primes of A.

(4.1.3) Proposition: Maxz(A) < spec(A).
Proof: Let p € Max(A), and take any elements a,a’ € Apj\p. Since
p is maximal, the h-ideals (p,a)4 and (p,a’) are the unit ideal. We
have therefore 1 = (boc¢,d), and 1 = (V' o ¢, d'), with b,d € Ay,
V,d e Axi, ce (pui{a})®, de(pufd})X.

Thus we have

1 =101 = (boc,d)o(b oc,d) = (bocol o, d od) = (bol/ ool d od)

But Zoc e ((pu{a})o(pu{ad})¥X¥ < (pufaoa})¥IX and so
1€ (p,aod)y, hence aoa ¢ p.
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4.2 The Zariski topology

The closed sets in spec(A) are defined to be the set of the form

(4.2.1) V(a) = {p € spec(A),p 2 a},
with a € Apj, which we may take to be an h-ideal a € il(A).
We have
(4.2.2) (i)

V(Z ai) = ﬂV al-),
(i) V(a-a') =V(a) v V(a),
(ii1) V(0) = spec(A) , V(1) =
This shows the sets V'(a) define a topology on spec(A), the Zariski
topology.

For a subset C' < spec(A), we have the h-ideal,
(4.2.3) cy=r
Pel
We have a Galois corrspondence,
Vv

(4.2.4) h-il(A) ? {C < spec(A)}

The maps V, I are monotone

a; € ag = V(al)

=2
01§02:>[(Cl)2

~ :
~~
&
o
N

(4.2.5)

and we have

(4.2.6) acIV(a) , CcVIO)

It follows that we have

(4.2.7) V(a) =VIV(a) and I(C)=1VI(C)
and the maps V', I induce inverse bijections

(4.28) {aeh-il(A),a=1V(a)} =

= {1(C),C < spec(A)} — {C < spec(A),C =VIC)} =
={V(a),a€ h-il(A)}
(4.2.9) Lemma: For a € h-il(A), we have

IV(a) = {a € Ap),a” € afor somen > 0} “\/a
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Proof: If a € y/a, say a™ € a, then for all p 2 a, a € p, and so

Vac M p=1V(a).

acp
Assume a ¢ +/a, so a™ ¢ a for all n. An application of Zorn’s lemma
gives that there exists a maximal element p in the set

(4.2.10) {b e h-il(A),b2a, a" ¢bfor alln}

We claim p is prime. If z, 2" € Apj\p, then the h-ideals (p, )4, (P, 2')a
properly contain p, and by maximality of p in the set (Z2.10), we must
have a" € (p, )4, a” € (p,2') 4, for some n, n’. We get

A"t =a"oad” = (boc,d) o od,d)= (ol oFod,d od)
with b,d e Ax, V', d' € Axs, ce (pu{z})¥, e (pu {z'})¥.

But ¢oc’ € ((p u {z}) o (p v {2'})* 1Y < (p U {w o)™ ¥ and
since a"*" ¢ p, we must have z o2’ ¢ p; and p is indeed prime. Now

p2a,anda¢p,soa¢ [ p=IV(a).
acp

(4.2.11) Lemma: For a subset C' < spec(A), VI(C) = C the closure
of C.

Proof: We have C < VI(C), and VI(C) is closed. If C' < V (a),
where we may assume a = 4/a, then VI(C) € VIV (a) = V(a), and so

VIC)= (] V()=C

ccv(a)

We can restate the bijection (£2.8)), as a bijection between the
radical h-ideals and the closed subsets of spec(A),

(4.2.12) {a€ h-il(A),a = \a} < {C < spec(A),C = C}

4.3 Basic open sets

A basis for the open sets of spec(A) is given by the basic open sets,
these are defined for a € Apy by

(4.3.1) D, = spec(A)\V (a) = {p € spec(A), a ¢ p}
We have,

Da1 M Dag = Da10a2

(4.32) Dy = spec(4) , Do=(
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That every open set is the union of basic open sets, is shown by

(4.3.3) spec(A)\V (a) = U D,

aced

Note that we have,
(4.3.4) D, = spec(A) & aoApy = {a}a = (1)

< there exists a (unique) a™' € Apj,aca™ =1

We say that such a is invertible, and we let A* denote the set of in-
vertible elements. Note that A* is an abelian group (with involution),
and A — A* is a functor GR — Ab (=abelian groups).

Note that we have,

(4.3.5) D,=Z<ac () p=v0
Pespec(A)
< there existsn > Owitha™ =0

We say that such a is nilpotent.
(4.3.6) Lemma: Let a = y/a € h-il(A) be a radical h-ideal. Then

V(a)is irreducible < ais prime

Proof: («<): If a is prime, V(a) = VI{a} = {a} is the closure of a
point, hence irreducible.
(=): For any a € Apyj, we have

(4.3.7) V(a) n D, # & < dp € spec(A),p 2 a,p d a
sa¢ [|p=+va=a
acp

Hence for any basic open sets D,, Dy, a,b € Apj, we have
Va)n D, # JandV(a) n Dy # J < a¢ aandb¢ a
If V'(a) is irreducible this implies
F#V(@)nDynDy=V(a) N Dyop < aobéa

Thus the bijection (4.2.12)) induces a bijection
(4.3.8)
spec(A) «—— {C < spec(A),C = C closed and irreducible}

p— V(p) ={p}
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and the space spec(A) is a Sober space (or a Zariski space): every
closed irreducible subset has a unique generic point.

(4.3.9) Proposition: For a € Apy, the basic open set D, is compact.
In particular, Dy = spec(A) is compact.
Proof: We have to show that in every covering of D, by basic

open sets Dy, there is always a finite subcovering. We have
(4.3.10)

D,cUD,, < V() 2V(g:) =V(Xgi°An)
= {a}a=1V(a) S IV (ZgiOA[1]> = ZgioA[l]
< for somen,a™ € Y g; o A

< for somen, X € F,,b,d, e Ax,a™ = (boc,d),
withc = (¢®) e ({g:})*

Thus ¢®) = Ji(z), and going backwards in the above equivalences we

get D, < |J D a finite subcovering.

Ji(x)?
reX o

4.4 Functoriality

For a homomorphism of general rings ¢ € GR(A, B), the pull-back of
a prime is a prime, and we have a map

©* = spec(p) . spec(B) — spec(A)
(44.1) a4+ ¢*(a) = ¢} (a)

The inverse image under p* of a closed set is closed, we have

(4.4.2) p* 1 (Va(a)) = {a € spec(B), ¢y (q) 2 a} =

= {q € spec(B),q 2 ¢pj(a)} = Via(ep(a))

Also the inverse image under ¢* of a basic open set is a basic open
set, we have

(4.4.3) ¢ 1(Da) = {a € spec(B), ¢ (a)  a} =

= {q € spec(B), ppy(a) ¢ 4} = Dy

Thus the map ¢* = spec(yp) is continuous, and we see that spec is a
contravariant functor from GR to the caegory Top, whose objects are
(compact, sober) topological spaces, and continuous maps,

(4.4.4) spec : (GR)P — Top
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(4.4.5) Lemma: For ¢ € GR(A, B), and for b € h-il(B), we have

Va(epy (b)) = ¢*(Va (b))

Proof: We may assume without loss of generality that b = v/b
is radical (noting that gpﬁ]l (b) = gp[’l]l(\@)) Put a = Ip*(V (b)), so

that V' (a) = ¢*(V (b)) by (4.2.11).
We have for any a € Ap,

a€a < ace€p, for every primep € ¢*(V (b))
s a€p*(q) = go[_l]l (q), for every primeq € V(b)
eopa)e Na=vb=Db
beq

S ac <p[’1]1(b)

-1

Thus a = ¢p;;(b), and the lemma is proved.

4.5 The stable spectrum

In this section assume A € GR™" is self-adjoint.

An application of Zorn’s lemma, noting that 0 € E-[1]-il(A), and
that for a chain a; € E-[1]-il(A) also the union is stable, (Ja; €
E-[1]-il(A), gives
(4.5.1) Proposition: There exists maximal proper stable h-ideals.

More generally, for a stable h-ideal a € E-[1]-il(A), and for f €
Apyj, such that f™ ¢ a for all n, an application of Zorn’s lemma gives
that there exists a maximal element m in the set

(4.5.2) {be E-[1]-il(A),b 2 a, f" ¢ bfor alln}

(4.5.3) Claim: Such a maximal m is prime, m € Spec(A).

Proof: For z € Apj\m, the stable h-ideal generated by m and
x, ZE{m,x}a, properly contains m, hence contains some power f".
Therefore, there exists a path, f* = ay,aq,...,q =0, with {a;,a;1}
of the form {(bo¢,d), (bo¢,d)} with

b,d € Ax,pv,0z,, ¢ CE (A[l])Xjanj@Zj . AP =P forx e X;,

W ¥ emfory e Y, ) = ,¢% = 0forz e Z;

For 2/ € Apj\m, there exists a similiar path f" = aj,d},...,a} = 0,
with {a}, a},,} of the form as above with x replaced by z’. Assume m
is not prime and z - 2’ € m. The path {z'- f*, 2’ - ay,..., 2" - q; = 0}
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has the form {(boa’ o ¢, d), (boa' 0 d)} = {(boe,d),(bo&,d)} with
e@ = & for v € X;j, and e® e® e m for y € Y;[[Z; (because
' -z em), hence 2’ - f* is in ZE(m) = m (because m is stable).

The path {f"*™ f"-a!, ..., f"-a), =0} has the form
{(Wofrod,d), (Vo frod,d)}, with (froc)® = (fr-d)@ for z € X!,
and (f*od)®, (f* o d)® € m for y € Y/[1Z; (because f"-z' € m),
hence f"*" is in ZFE(m) = m, contradiction.

(4.5.4) Corollary: For a stable h-ideal a € E-[1]-il(A), we have

Va = N »

acPeESpec(A)
the intersection taken over all the stable primes containing a.

We have ESpec(A) € spec(A), the subset of stable primes, and we
give it the induced Zariski topology. The closed sets are

~

(4.5.5) V(a) = V(a) n ESpec(A), ac Ap

Note that this set depends only on ZE(a)p, and we may take a €

E-[1]-il(A). For a subset C' = ESpec(A), I(C) = () p is stable,
peC

I(C) € E-[1]-il(A). The formulas, and lemmas, of (L.2) carry over to

the stable setting. We have a Galois correspondence

~

(4.5.6) E-[1]-il(A) £ {C' € ESpec(A)}
I

inducing a bijection.
(4.5.7)
{ae E-[1]-il(A), a = v/a} «— {C < ESpec(A), C = C closed}

A basis for the topology of ESpec(A) is given by the basic stable open
sets,
(4.5.8)

D, = ESpec(A\V (a) = {p € ESpec(A),a ¢ p} = D, ﬂ ESpec(A)

Note that we have
(4.5.9) D, = ESpec(A) & ZE(ao A)py = Apy =

there exists a path 1 = a1, a9,...,4 = 0, with {a;,a;;1} of the form
{(boc, d), (o, d)}, with b,d € Ax,ey., ¢, € (Apy) @7, and @ = &)
for x € X, W =q, é® =0forye Y;.
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We say that a is a unit, and we let A denote the set of units;
A* < AW A[l].
Note that on the other hand,
(4.5.10)
5a=@®ae ﬂ p=\f0®aisnilpotent®Da=@
PeESpec(A)

Thus we have
(4.5.11) Proposition: ESpec(A) is dense in spec(A).

For a radical stable ideal, a = y/a € E-[1]-il(A), and for a € Ap,
we have cf. (£3.7),

(4.5.12) XN/(a) ﬂf)a # (< dpe ESpec(A),p2a,ppa
cat (p=vi-a
acp

Hence (4.3.6) goes through: V(a) is irreducible if and only if a is prime.
Thus the bijection (£5.7)) induces a bijection

(4.5.13) ESpec(A) < {C < ESpec(A), C closed and irreducible}

i.e. the space ESpec(A) is sober too.

(4.5.14) Proposition: The basic stable open sets D, = D, (| ESpec(A)
are compact. N

In particular, D; = ESpec(A) is compact.

Proof: We have, cf. (£3.10),

D,cUD, V()< IV({g))

(4.5.15) < a€/(ZE{g:})n
< for somen, a" € (ZE{g;})p
< there exists a path a" = ay,as,...,a; = 0, with {a;,a;;1} of the

form {(bo ¢,d), (bo & d)} with b,d € Ax,ey,, c,c € (Ap) "

) =@ for x € X, W = Ji(y)» W) =0 forye Y;.
Going backwards in the above equivalences we have a finite sub-

covering,
Boe U U

0<j<l yeY;

, and

For a homomorphism of self-adjoint generalized rings ¢ € GR* (A, A’),
the pull back of a stable [1]-ideal is stable,

(4.5.16) o* ¢ E-[1]-il(A)) —> E-[1]-il(A),
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and in particular, we get a continuous map
(4.5.17) ESpec(p) = ¢* : ESpec(A") — ESpec(A).

The analogs of (4.4.2) , (4.4.3), (4.4.4) , (4.4.5) hold:

(4.5.18) " 1 (Va(a) = Va(op(a)),
(4.5.19) ¢* 1(Da) = Dypyy(a)s
(4.5.20) Va(pp) (b)) = @*(Var(b), forb e E-[1]-il(A"),

and ESpec is a functor from GR™ to (compact, sober) topological
spaces and continuous maps

(4.5.21) ESpec: (GRT)? — Top

For A = G(B), B a commutative ring, we have identifications,

(4.5.22) ESpec(A) = spec(A) = spec(B)
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Chapter 5

Localization and sheaves

5.1 Localization

For A€ GR, a subset S < Ay is called multiplicative if
(5.1.1) 1eS, and SoS<c S, and S* = S

For such S < Apj, and for X € F,, we let (S7'A)x = (Ax x S)/~
denote the equivalence classes of Ax xS with respect to the equivalence
relation defined by

(5.1.2)

(a1, 51) =~ (ag, s9) if and only if s 059 0a; = s 051 0ay for some s € S

We write a/s for the equivalence class (a,s)/~. Note that by taking
”common denominator” we can write any element a = (a®/s,) €
(S'A)p = [[(S'A)s-1(), in the form

yey

a = (a¥/s), <take s = Hsy, a¥ = (H Sy') -a(y))>
y' Ay
For f € Set.(X,Y), g € Set.(Y,Z), we have well-defined operations
of multiplication and contraction, independent of the choice of repre-
sentatives,

(5.1.3)
0: (STMA), x (ST'A); —> (S7'A)yop,  afsiob/sy =aob/s; o sy

(5.1.4)
(5) (ST A) o x (STHA)p — (STIA),,  (a/s1,b/5) = (a,b)/s10(s2)"

It is straightforward to check that these operations satisfy the ax-
ioms of a generalized ring (commutative if A is commutative). The
cannonical homomorphism

p:A— STTA ¢la) = a/l
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satisfies the universal property
(5.1.5) GR(ST'A,B) = {p € GR(A, B), »(S) < B*}

Pr—o>pod
p(s)~! o pla) = Ba/s) <
(5.1.7) Example: For s € Apyp, take S = {s" - (s™)", m,n = 0}. We
write Ag for ST'A, and ¢s € GR(A, A;) satisfy

GR(As, B) = {v € GR(A, B), (s) € B}
(5.1.8) Example: For p = p' € spec(A), take Sp = App\p. We write
Ap for SISIA, and ¢p € GR(A, Ap) satisfy

5.2 Localization and h-ideals

For an h-ideal a € h-il(A), we let
(5.2.1) Sta={a/se (S Ay, s€ S, acal

By using common denominator, we see that S~'a is an h-ideal of
ST1A, S~lae h-il(S1A):
For b/sy,d/ss € (S71A)x, and for a,/s, € S 'a, x € X, we have

(5.2.2) (b/s10(as/ss),d/ss) = (bo(s;oax),d)/slo(SQ)toH s, € S7'a,
with s/, = H Sar

x! #x

We have, therefore, the Galois correspondence

Sfl

(5.2.3) h-il(A) —_ h-il(S7'A)
¢*

For b € h-il(S™' A), we have

(5.2.4) S~'¢*b =b

Indeed, for an element a/s € b, we have a/1 € b, or a € ¢*b, and
a/s € ST'¢*b; hence b € S7'¢*b, and the reverse inclusion is clear.
We have immediately from the definitions, for a € h-il(A),
(5.2.5)
¢*S7'a = {a € Ap), there exists s € S with soa € a} = U(a )
seS
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In particular,

(5.2.6) Sta=l)eanS#g

We say that a € h-il(A) is S-saturated if ¢*S'a = a, that is if
(5.2.7) forall se S,ae Apj:socaca=aca

We get that S~! and ¢* induce inverse bijections,

(5.2.8) {a€ h-il(A), ais S-saturated} «— h-il(S~'A)

For an S-saturated h-ideal a € h-il(A), let ma : A — A/a = A/E(a)
be the canonical homomorphism, and let S = ma(S) < (A/a)p), then
we have canonical isomorphism

(5.2.9) S7HAfa) = S7TA/Sa

Note that for a prime p € spec(A), p is S-saturated if and only if
pn S = &, and in this case S 'p is a prime, S !p € spec(StA).
Note that for a prime q € spec(S—1A), ¢*(q) is always an S-saturated
prime. We get the bijection,

(5.2.10) {p e spec(A),pn S = F} > spec(ST'A)
This is a homeomorphism for the Zariski topology.

From now on let A € GR™ be self-adjoint.
For s € Ap, the homeomorphism (5.2.10) gives for example (5.1.7),

(5.2.11) ¢* : spec(Ay) —> D, < spec(A)

For a prime p € spec(A), the homeomorphism (5.2.I0) with S =
Sp, c.f. (5.1.8), reads

(5.2.12) ¢} : spec(Ap) = {q € spec(A),q < p}

The generalized ring Ap is a local-generalized-ring in the sense that it
has a unique maximal h-ideal mp = Sy, 'p = (Ap)py\Ap- The residue
field at p is defined by

We have the canonical homomorphism 7p : A — A/p, and putting

Sp = mp(Sp), we have (5.2.9)
(5.2.14) Fp = Sp'(A/p)
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The square diagram

(5.2.15)

400 A

”Pi l”mp

\ \

is cartesian,

(5.2.16) Fp = (A/p) ) Ap
GR* (Fp, B) = {9 e GR*(A,B), v(p) =0, ¢(Anj\p) < B*}

(5.2.17) Proposition: We have for p € spec(A),
Fp # 0 < p is stable: p € E[1]-il(A)
Proof: We have

< there exists a path in (SﬁlA)[l], 1 = ay/s1,a9/82,...,a;/8; = 0,
with {a;/s;,aj11/sj41} of the form {(bo ¢,d),(bo ¢,d)} with b,d €
(S7'A) x,@v;, ¢, € € (STHAp) Y, and ) = &) forz € X;, (W), c® e
mp for y €'Y

< there exists a path in Ay, s = a1, a9,...,a; = 0, with s € Sp,
and {a;j,a;41} of the form {(bo ¢, d),(bo ¢ d)} with b,d € Ax gy,
c,ce (App) X%, and @ =& for x € X;, c®,e® e p for y € Y]

S P& (ZEP)[1]

For a homomorphism of self-adjoint generalized rings ¢ € GR* (A, B),
and for q € spec(B) with p = ¢*(q) € spec(A), the square diagram
(.2.17) is functorial, and we have a commutative cube diagram
(5.2.18)

PR Ap
/ y
B % Bq
/ w v
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Note that the homomorphism ¢p € GR™ (Ap, Bq) is a local-homomorphism
in the sense that

(5.2.19) mp = wﬁl(mq), or equivalently ¢p(mp) S mq

(5.2.20) Definition: We let LGR™" denote the subcategory of GR*
with objects the local generalized rings, and with maps

LGRY(A, B) = {p e GR™(A, B),¢*(mp) = ma}

5.3 The structure sheaf Oy

(5.3.1) Definiton: For a self-adjoint A € GR", U < spec(A) open,
X e F,, we denote by O4(U)x the set of sections

f:U— ]_[(Ap)x, f(p) € (Ap)x

peU

such that f is locally a fraction:
(5.3.2) for all p € U, there exists open Up < U, p € Up, and there exist

a€Ax,s€Ap)\ U q,suchthat forall q e Up, f(q) =a/s € (Ag)x-
qEUp

Note that O4(U) is a (self-adjoint) generalized ring, and for U’ < U
restriction gives a homomorphism of generalized rings

(5.3.3) OA(U) = 0A(U"), [ flor

Thus O4 is a pre-sheaf of generalized rings over spec(A), and by the
local nature of the condition (5.3.2) it is clear that it is a sheaf of
generalized rings, i.e. for X € F,, U — O4(U)x is a sheaf. It is also
clear that the stalks are given by

(5.3.4) Oap = lim O4(U) — Ap
peU

(f/ =) = f(p)

(5.3.5) Theorem: For s € Apj, we have a canonical isomorphism
VA, — Oa(Dy), (a/s") = {f(p) = a/s"}
In particular for s = 1,
A5 Oy(spec(A))

Proof: The map ¥ which takes a/s" € A, to the constant section
f with f(p) = a/s™ for all p € Dy, is clearly well-defined, and is a
homomorphism of generalized rings.
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U is injective: Assume U(a;/s™) = V(ag/s"?), and let a = ann(s"o
ap, s™ oas) € h-il(A), cf. (34.9). We have,

ay/s™ = ay/s"* in Ap for all p € D,
= spos"oa; = spo s oay with sp e Apy\p for p e Dy
=agpforpe Dy
=V(@)nD;=¢
(5.3.6) = V(a) = V(s)
= selV(a) =+/a
= s" € a for some n
= Sn+n2 oa, = Sn+n1 0 as
= a1/s™ = ay/s"™* in A

U is surjective: Fix f € O4(D;)x. Since Dy is compact (4.3.9), we can
cover D, by a finite collection of basic open sets, Dy = Dy, u...uD
such that on D,, the section f is constant,

gn»

f(p) = ai/s; for p e Dy,, with Dy, 2 D,

We have V(s;) < V(g;), hence g; € IV (s;) = /5;, hence for some n;,
and some ¢; € Apyy, g = ¢;0s;. Thus our section f is given on D,, by
a;/s; = ¢;oa;/g;". Noting that D,, = D i, we may replace ¢;" by g,
and replace ¢; o a; by a;, and we have

f(p) = ai/g; for p € Dy,

On the set Dy, = Dy, 0 Dy, i # j, our section f is given by both
a;/g; and a;/g;. By the injectivity of ¥, we have

ai/gi = a;/g; in Ag,g,
Thus for some n we have
(gigj)n ©0gjoa; = (gigj)n © g; 0 ay

By finiteness we may assume one n works for all 7, 7 < N. Replacing
g" o a; by a;, and replacing ¢g/"** by g;, we may assume f = a;/g; on
Dg,, and

(5.3.7) gjoa; = g;oa; for all 4, j
We have D, < | J Dy, hence by (£3.10) we have
s = (boec,d)

with b,d € Ay, ¢ = (C(y)) € (A[l])y with ¢¥ = Ji(y)> ily) : Y —
{1,...,N}. Define a € Ax by

(5.3.8) a=(boe,d), withde Ay, = (Ay)*,d® =d,
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e c A7ry = (AX)Y, 6(y) = ai(y)

Here the cartesian diagram is

X®Y
[1]

We have for j =1,..., N
(5.3.9)

gjca =49

(boe,d) = (bo (gje)vd) = (bo (gj Oai(y))acz)

©)
®)

(i) 0 aj),d) = (bocoaj,d) = (boc,d)oay = sMoaq,

Thus we have in Ay, a;/g; = a/s™ for all j, and our section f is
constant f = W¥(a/sM), and ¥ is surjective.
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Chapter 6

Schemes

6.1 Locally generalized ringed spaces

All generalized rings are assumed to be self-adjoint (and can be as-
sumed to be commutative).

(6.1.1) Definition: For a topological space X, we let GR* /X denote
the category of sheaves of generalized rings over X. Its objects are pre-
sheaves O of (self-adjoint) generalized rings, i.e. functors U — O(U) :
Cx — GR, (with Cx the category of open sets of X', with Cx(U,U’) =
{j5,} for U' < U, otherwise Cx(U,U’") = &), such that for all X €
F,, U — O(U)x is a sheaf. The maps GR/X(O,O’) are natural
transformations of functors p = {©(U)}, ¢(U) € GR(O(U),O'(U)).

(6.1.2) Definition: We denote by GRS the category of generalized
ringed spaces. Its objects are pairs (X, Oy), with X € Top, and
Ox € GR*/X. The maps f € GRS(X,)) are pairs of a continuous
function f € Top(X,Y), and a map of sheaves of generalized rings
over ), f* € GR/YV(0Oy, f.Ox); explicitly, for all open subsets U < ),
we have a homomorphism of generalized rings

fh = {fix} € GR(OY(U), Ox(f711))
and these homomorphisms are compatible with restictions: for U’ <

U < Y open, and for a € Oy (U)x, we have f&X (@)|f1wny = flﬁf’,X (aly)
in O)((f_lU,)X.

(6.1.3) Remark: For a continuous map f € Top(X,)), we have a
pair of adjoint functors

f*
GR'/X _, GRT/Y
e
For sheaves of genralized rings Oy € GR* /X, Oy € GR* /)Y, we have

f:0x(U) = Ox(f~'U) , U < Y open;
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f*Oy(U)x = sheaf associated to the pre-sheaf
U— h_Hl) Oy(V)X;

V <€ Y open
fuycv

and we have adjunction,
GR/Y(Oy, fsOx) = GRT/X(f*Oy, Ox)

(6.1.4) Remark: For a map of generalized ringed spaces f € GRS(X,)),
and for a point x € X', we get the induced homomorphism on stalks

fmu € gR(OyJ(x), OX@), via

i

Oy = ImOy(V) s limOx(f V) -
V € Y open V < )Y open
flx)eV re 'V
= lImOMU) = Ox,
U < X open
relU

(6.1.5) Definition: We let LGRS < GRS denote the subcategory of
GRS of locally generalized ringed spaces. Its objects are the objects
(X,0x) € GRS such that for all points « € X the stalk Oy, € LGR
is a local self-adjoint generalized ring. The maps f € LGRS(X,))
are the maps (f, f¥) € GRS(X,D), such that for all points z € X, the
induced homomorphism on stalks is a local homomorphism, (5.2.20),

fi € LGR(Oy jw), Ox ).
(6.1.6) Theorem: The functor of global sections
[': LGRS — (GRN)?, T(X,0x) = Ox(X),

L(f, f*) = f} for f € LGRS(X, D)

and the spectra functor
spec: (GRT)P — LGRS, spec(A) = (spec(A), Oa),

spec(p) = ¢* for p € GRT (A, B)

are an adjoint pair:
LGRS(X, spec(A)) = GRT (A, Ox (X))

functorially in X € LGRS, AegR*
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Proof: For a point z € X we have the canonical homomorphism of
taking the stalk at = of a global section, ¢, € GR(Ox(X), Ox ). Since
Oy, is local with a unique maximal h-ideal my ,, we get by pullback
a prime p, = ¢%(mx.) € spec(Ox(X)). Thus we have a canonincal
map

p: & — spec(Ox(X)), =+ p,

The map p is continuous: For a global section g € Ox(X)p], we
have the basic open set D, < spec(Ox (X)), and

(6.1.7) p’l(Dg) ={zxeX, p,e Dy} ={reX ¢,(9) ¢ ma,}

This set is open in X, because if ¢,(g) ¢ my, we have in Oy,
some v, with v, o ¢,(g) = 1, hence there is an open set U < X, with
x € U, and an element v € Ox(U)) with vog|y = 1, and for all 2’ € U,
Uy 0 ¢p(g) = 1, and ¢,/ (g) ¢ ma 7. This shows p is continuous. The
uniqueness of the inverse v, = ¢,(g)™" for x € p~'(D,)) shows we have
a well defined inverse v = (glp-1(p,)) ™" € Ox(p~'(Dy))py. Thus we
have a homomorphism of generalized rings

(6.1.8) D, : Ox(X), > Ox(>™"(Dy)), /g™~ v" o (alp-1(p,))

The collection of homomorphisms {p%g, g € Ox(X)p1}, are compatible
with restrictions, and the sheaf property gives homomorphisms p% €
GR (Ospecor(x)(U), Ox(p *(U))). Thus we have a map of generalized
ringed spaces p = (p, p*) € GRS(X, spec(Ox(X))). For a point v € X,
we can take the direct limit of pﬁDg, (E18), over all global sections
g € Ox(X)p with ¢,(g) ¢ ma ., and we get a local homomorphism
ph € LGR(Ox(X)p, ,Ox). This shows p is a map of locally-ringed
spaces, p € LGRS (X, spec(Ox(X))).

Given a homomorphism of generalized rings ¢ € GR™ (A4, Oy (X)),
we get the map in LGRS

(6.1.9) (specp) op : X — spec(Ox (X)) — spec(A)

Given a map of locally ringed spaces f = (f, f*) € LGRS (X, spec(A)),
we get a homomorphism in GR™,

(6.1.10) D(f) = fien) o A = Oalspec(A)) — Ox(X)

These correspondences give the functorial bijection of (6.1.6), we need
only show they are inverses of each other. First for ¢ € GR*(A, Ox (X)),
we have

(6.1.11)  T'(spec(p) op) = I'(p) o I'(spec(p)) = idox) 00 = ¢
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Fix a map f = (f, f*) € LGRS(X, spec(A)). For a point z € X, we
have a commutative square in GR™*

A = Oa(spec(A)) F(—f>) Ox(X)
(6.1.12) i) 4 ﬁ | ¢
g

Aja) =Oayw  —  Oxa
Since the homomorphism f# is assumed to be local, we get
(6.1.13)  T(f)"'(p,) = T(f) (¢, (mas)) = ¢y (f5 (M) =

= (b;(lm) (mAf(z)) = f(z)

This shows that (spec I'(f)) op = f as continuous maps.
For an element s € Ap;}, we have the commutative square in GR™,

A = Oa(spec(A)) F(—f) Ox (X)
(6.1.14) ! !
fh,

A;=04(D,) = Ox(f7U(Ds)) = Ox(Dyys))
Thus for a/s™ € A,, we must have
(6.1.15)  fh (a/s") = (D())")-100,)) " 0 C()@) [0,

o I'(f)(a/s")

This shows that f = (spec T'(f)) op also as maps of generalized-ringed
spaces.

.
PD

6.2 Schemes

(6.2.1) Definition: An object X = (X,Ox) € LGRS will be called a
Grothendieck-generalized-scheme if it is locally isomorphic to spec(A)’s:
there exists a covering of X by open sets U;, X = | JU;, such that the

canonical maps are isomorphisms
p: (Ui, Oxlv,) — spec(Ox(Uy))

We let GGS denote the full sub-category of LGRS, with objects the
Grothendieck-genralized-schemes.

(6.2.2) Open subschemes: Note that for X € GGS, and for an open
set U € X, we have the open subscheme of X' given by (U, Ox|r). That

RO



this is again a scheme, (U, Ox|y) € GGS, follows from the existence
of affine basis for the Zariski topology on spec(A), A € GR", namely
(Ds, O4lp,) = spec(As) for s € Apy.

(6.2.3) Gluing shemes: The local nature of the definition of Grothendieck-
generalized-scheme implies that GGS admits gluing:

Given X; € GGS, and open subsets U;; < A;, and maps ¢;; €
GGS(U;, Uy ), satistying the consistency conditions

(’L) Um = XZ’, and Vi = id/\/i,
(4) i (Uij 0 Uir) = Uji 0 U, and @y, 0 g5 = o, on Uy 0 Uy,
there exists X € GGS, and maps ¢; € GGS(A&;, X') such that

(i) ; is an isomorphism of X; onto an open subset ¢;(X;) € X
(i) & =Jwi(X:)
(ii) i(Xi) N (X)) = ¢i(Uyj), and @; 0 pij = p; on Uy;.

(6.2.4) Ordinary Schemes: For an ordinary scheme (X, Oy), with
Ox a sheaf of commutative rings, there is a covering by open sets
X = U, with (Ui, Ox|v,) = spec(4;), the ordinary spectrum of

the commutative ring A; = Ox(U;). We then have Grothendieck-
generalized schemes X; = spec(G(A;)) = (Ui, G(Ox)|v,). These can be
glued along U;; = U; n Uj, to a Grothendieck-generalized scheme de-
noted by G(X) = (X, Ogxy = G(Ox)). It is just the underlying topo-
logical space X with the sheaf of generalized rings G(Oy) associated to
the sheaf of commutative rings Oy via the functor G : Ring — GR™.
(223). Denoting by RS the category of (ordinary, commutative)
ringed spaces, the functor G applied to a sheaf of commutative rings
O, gives a sheaf of self-adjoint generalized rings G(O), and we have a
functor G : RS — GRS. Denoting by LRS (resp. by S) the category
of locally-(commutative)-ringed spaces (resp. the full subcategory of
ordinary schemes), the fact that G is fully-faithful implies that we have
full-embeddings of categories.

LRS é LGRS

spec spec

Ring® % (GR*)P
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(6.2.5) The affine line over F is given by, cf. (Z.6.1]),
A' = spec AE] = specF[2"]
We have F[zN];; = 2% U {0}; (0) is a prime, the generic point of A';
and (2) is a prime, the closed point of Al = {(0), (2)}.
(6.2.6) The multiplicative group over F is given by
G = specF[z7] = {(0)} < A!
For a (self-adjoint) generalized ring A,
GR(F[z"], A) = A* = {a € Ap, thereis a™' € Apj,ao0a™" =1}

(6.2.7) The projective line over F is obtained by gluing two affine lines
along G,,

P! = specF[2"] H spec F[(z7)N] = {my, mo, Mmoo}

specF[2%]

It has a generic point m; = (0), and two closed points my = (z),
Interchanging z and 2! we get an involutive automorphism

(6.2.8) I :P' 5P Tol =idp

interchanging mg and m.

Every rational number f € Q*, defines a geometric map f7 €
GGS(specG(Z),P).

If f = 4+1 this is given by the constant map

F[z*] - F[£1] € G(Z),z — f = £1
If f#+1,1let No= || p, No= ]| p,then

vp(f)>0 vp(f)<0

(6.2.9)  specG(Z) = spec Q(Z[NLO]) H spec Q(Z[NLOO])

SPECQ(Z[W])

and the geometric map f7 is given by the spec-map associated to the
homomorphisms:

Al — olg)
n N

|
(6.2.10) F[



6.3 Projective limits

(6.3.1) The category of locally generalized ringed spaces LGRS admits
directed inverse limits. For a partially ordered set J, which is directed
(for 71,72 € J, have j € J with j > j;, j = j2) and for a functor
X :J > LGRS, J 3 j— X, j1 = jo > m} € LGRS(X,, X)),
we have the inverse limit lim X € LGRS. The underlying topological

J
space of lim X" is the inverse limit of the sets A, with basis for the
J
topology given by the sets W;l(Uj), with U; < X open, and where
m; + Im X — Aj denote the projection. The sheaf of generalized

jeJ
rings O x over lim &, is the sheaf associated to the pre-sheaf U +—
. vl

lim 75O, (U). For a point z = (z;) € l(ir‘n &j, the stalk Olim x4 is the
J

direct limit of the local-generalized-rings Oy, .;, and hence is local,
and (im X, Oimx) € LGRS. An alternative explicit description of

the sections s € Oy x(U), for U < lim &; open, are as maps

(632) s:U — L[ Ol(iLnX,:E7 with S((L’) € O{iin/’\?,m
zeU
such that for all z € U, there exists j € J, and open subset U; < &,
with z € 7;7'(U;) < U and there exists a section s; € Oy, (U;), such
that for all y € 7T;1(Uj), we have s(y) = W?(Sj”y.
We have the universal property

(6.3.3) LGRS(Z,1im X) = lim LGRS(Z, X;)
J jed

Note that if X; = spec(A;) are affine generalized schemes, then the
inverse limit

(6.3.4) lim(spec(A;)) = spec(lim A;)
J J

is the affine generalized scheme associated to lim A; the direct limit of

J
the A;’s computed in GR*. (Hence in Set, cf. [277.3)).

Note on the other hand that GGR is not closed under directed
inverse limits (just as in the ”classical” counterparts, the category
LRS (resp. Ring) is closed under directed inverse (resp. direct)
limits , while the category S of schemes is not closed under directed
inverse limits).

(6.3.5) Defintion: The category of generalized schemes GS is the
category of pro-objects of the category of Grothendieck-generalized
schemes, GS = pro-GgsS.
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Thus the objects of GS are inverse systems X = ({&X} e/, {Wj; Yivsia)s
where J is a directed partially ordered set, X; € GGS for j € J, and

7'(';21 € ggS(le,XjQ) for jl = jg, jl,jg € J, with 7T§ = id/\/j, and

wj; o ﬁj; = ﬁj; for j1 = jo = 33 The maps from such an object to
another object J = ({Vi}ier, {7, }i,>i,) are given by
(6.3.6) GS(X,Y) = limlim GGS(X;, ;)

I J

i.e. the maps p € GS(X,Y) are a collection of maps @{ € GGS(&X;, ;)
defined for all i € I, and for j > 7(i) sufficiently large (depending on
i), these maps satisfy:

(6.3.6.1) for all ¢ € I, and for j; = j, sufficiently large in J:
ot =P o),
(6.3.6.2) for all 4; =iy in I, and for j € J sufficiently large:
T 09l = ¢,
The maps ¢ = {¢};=-¢), and ¢ = {@!};57(;), are considered equivalent
if
(6.3.6.3) for all i € I, and for j € J sufficiently large:

ol =@l

The composition of ¢ = {¢!};2r4) € GS(X, V), with ¥ = {¥i}izo) €
GS(Y, 2), is given by ¥ 0 ¢ = {¥} 0 9]} jzr0()) € GS(X, 2).

There is a canonical map (which in general is not injective or sur-
jective, but see [GI).

(6.3.7) lim LGRS (X}, V) — LGRS (lim A5, )
J J

By the universal property (63.3]) we have bijection

(6.3.8) lim LGRS (lim &;, ;) = LGRS (lim A;, lim V)
I J J I

Composing (6.3.7)) and (6.3.8) we obtain a map

(6.3.9)  L£:limlim LGRS(X;, Vi) — LGRS (lim X}, lim V)
I J J I

Thus we have a functor

J

We view the category GGS as a full subcategory of GS (consisting of
the objects X = {X;};es, with indexing set J reduced to a singleton).
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6.4 The compactified specZ

We denote by 7 the real prime of Q, so | | : Q — [0, 0) is the usual
(nonarchimedian) absolute value, and we let O, denote the associated
generalized ring (2.3)), O, < G(Q). For a square-free integer N > 2,
we have the sub-generalized-ring

(6.4.1) Ay =G(Z[=]) n O, <

Q

(@)

The localization of Ay with respect to + €
G(Z[+]), so the inclusion jy : Ay < Q(Z[%]

A gives (AN)% =
N )
set

gives the basic open

1., ~

(6.4.2)  Jn: spec(Z[%]) = spec Q(Z[N]) —> D1 < spec(An)

Z|

The inclusion iy : Ay — O, gives the real prime 1y € spec (An),
(6.4.3)

ok o 7 1 )X 2 2
v =iy (my),  (w)x = {a = (a) € (Z[5])7, llal]” = D laa* <1

zeX

Note that ny is the unique maximal h-ideal of Ay, and Ay is a local
generalized ring. Let Xy denote the Grothendieck generalized scheme
obtained by gluing spec (Ay) with spec G(Z) along the common (basic)
open set spec(G(Z[+])), cf. (6.2.3). The open sets of Xy are the open
sets Uy = spec(Z[+7]) < spec(Z), (and Oy (Unr) = G(Z[75])), as well
as the sets {nx} LUy, with M dividing N (and Ox, ({ny}oUn) = A,
M]|N). For N, dividing N;, we have a map 71‘%; € GGS(Xn,, Xn,)
induced by the inclusions Ay, — An,, and Q(Z[Niz]) — Q(Z[Nil])
Note that 7TN21 is a bijection on points, and that moreover,

(TNL)s Oxy, = Oxy, and (mn!)? is the identity map of Oy, But there
are more open sets in Xy, then there are in Xy,. The compactified
specZ is the object of GS = proGGS given by ({Xn}, {ﬁ]]\\g ¥ No|N)s
(6.4.4)

specZ = { Xy = spec(Ay) L[ specG(7Z)
specG(ZIy]) N=2 square free

Note that the associated locally-generalized-ring space

(6.4.5) X = L(specZ) = lim Xy € LGRS
N

has underlying topological space X = {n} ] ] spec(Z), with open sets
Uy = spec(Z]1;]) (and Ox(Uy) = G(Z[5])), as well as the sets
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{n} | ] Unm, with no restrictions on M and Ox({n} || Un) = An for
M = 2, while the global sections are Ox(X) = F,[+1].
The stalks of Oy are given by

Oxp=G(Zyy), pe spec(Z), Ly = {% € Q,p1{n},

6.4.6
(646)  »."_o,

Similarly for a number field K, with ring of integers O, and with real
primes n;, ¢ = 1,...,7 = Y& + 7c, we have the sub-generalized-ring of
G(K) given by

(6.4.7) Axi = G(0k[ ) 1 Oy, < G(K)

Let Xy be the Grothendieck generalized scheme obtained by gluing
{spec(An)}i<y and {spec(G(Of))} along the common (basic) open set
spec (G(Ok[x])). For Na|Ni, we have ﬂ]]\\g € GGR(Xn,, Xn,) induced
by the inclusions Ay, ; < Ap, ;. We get the compactified spec(Ok),
it is the object of GS given by the Xy’s and wﬁ;’s. The space

(6.4.8) X = L(spec(Ok)) = lim Xy € LGRS
N

has for points the sets spec(Ok) [ [{ni}i<y, and for open subsets the
sets U [ [{ni}ier, U < spec(Ok) open, I < {1,...,~}, where

(6.4.9) Ox, (U] [{nitier) = [ 9(Okp) 0[Ok

peU el

In particular, the global sections are

(6.4.10) Ox(Xx) = [ G(Oxy) 0[] Ok, = Flu]

pespecOx i<y

with px < Oj; the group of roots of unity in OF.

Every rational number f € QF, defines a geometric map f €
GS(X,P'), i.e. a collection of maps fy € GGS(Xn,P), for N di-
visible by No - Noo, No = [[ », No = ][] p, with foa¥ = for

vp(£)>0 vp(f)<0 N B
For f = +1 it is the constant map given by
(6.4.11) F[z*] — F[+1] = G(Z) n Ay, for any N
z— f =41

For f # £1, we may assume |f|, < 1, by the commutativity of

(6.4.12) I the inversion (6.2.8)
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P,
Thus for N divisble by Ny - Ny, we have f € Ay, and the map Iy
is given by

(6.4.13)
Xy = specG(Z) ] Ax g(Z[%]); Ay f
specG(Z[§])
[y = fo [ [ fow , with fiy
P = specF[(z1)Y] ]_[ specF[2N] F[z*] 2 F[2"] 2

specF[2%]

and fz is as in (6.2.10).
Similarly for a number field K, every element f € K* defines a
geometric map

J € GS(spec Ok, P')

AQ



Chapter 7

Products

7.1 Tensor product

The category GR¢ of commutative (or the self-adjoint part GR/) gen-
eralized rings has tensor-products, i.e. fibred sums: Given homomor-
phisms ¢/ € GR¢(A, BY) j = 0,1, there exists B®(X) B! € GR¢, and

A
homomorphisms 17 € GR¢(B?, B®(K) B'), such that ¢° 0 ® = ¢yt 0!,
A
and for any C' € GR¢,

(7.1.1) B°®31 =GgR(B°,C) ] GR(B'C)

GR(A,C)

So given homomorphisms f7/ € GR(B’, C) with fCo? = flop!, there
exists a unique homomorphism f°® f! e GR(B® X B!, C), such that
A

(f°®fY) oy = fI. The construction of B° ® B! goes as follows. First

for a finite set {b9,...,8%,b1,..., bl }, where bj € B] , we have the free

)V n
commutative generalized ring on the sets {XV.. X0 Xt X
[@6.7), and we write bY,..., 02 b1, ..., b for its canomcal generators.
Taking the direct limit over such finite subsets ([2.7.3]), we have the
free commutative generalized ring A with generators b, with b € B? or

be B'. We divide A by the eqivalence ideal 4 generated by

'~bob , beB, j=01;
(b,0') ~ (b0) , b eB | j=0,1;
1 ., where 17 € Bfl] is the unit;
W(a) ~pl(a) , forae A

(7.1.2)

The quotient generalized ring A/e4 is the tensor product B°(X) B!,
A
the homomorphism 7 is given by 17 (b) = b mod €4, b€ B?.
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Note that every element of (BY() B')x can be expressed (non-
A
uniquely) as

(7.1.3) (a,0) = (@, 0ay0---0a,,b0---0b,) mod 4

with a; € B;Em"dm, bj € ng(.mOd2), and fio---of, = cxog,0---0g,, (where

cx € Set (X, [1]) is the canonical map, cx(z) = 1 forall z € X). These
elements are multiplied and contracted by the formulas (CLIZTIT]) and

CIZT2).

(7.1.4) Example: For self-adjoint monoids My, M;, N, and homomor-
phisms ' € Mon™* (N, M;), i = 0,1, we have (by adjunction (Z4.8)),

F[Mo] ) F[My] = F[My (X) M|
FIN] N

where My (X) M is the fibered sum in the category Mon™. The monoid
N

My X) M, is given by elements mg ® my, m; € M;, with relations
N

m0®0=0®0=0®m1 , miEMi

and

mo - Y°(n) @my = me®@¥'(n)-my, ne N

(7.1.5) Example: For a commutative (semi-) ring B, let B' de-
note the underlying multiplicative monoid of B (i.e. forget addition),
and let F[B'] denote the associated (commutative and self-adjoint)
generalized ring, cf. (24). From the identity map B' = G(B)p
we obtain by adjunction (2.48)) the canonical injective homomor-
phism Jp € GR(F[B'],G(B)). The unique homomorphism of (semi)
rings N — B, gives the unique homomorphism of generalized rings
Ip € GR(G(N),G(B)). We get a canonical homomorphism of general-
ized rings,

(7.1.5.1) Vp=Iz®JpeGR|G(N ®IF‘
The homomorphism Vg is always surJectlve (as follows from (2Z.2.8))).
For any (self-adjoint) monoid B, the generalized ring n? = G(N) Q F|B],
F

can be described as N
(7.152) nf = {(w XX, pu: X - B)}/ ~
The elements of n¥ are (isomorphism classes of) sets over X [ | B,

where the equivalence relation ~ is generated by isomorphisms, i.e.
(m: X >X,u: X > B)~ (7 : X' — X, i/ : X - B) if there is
a bijection 0 : X »> X', m=n"o0, p=y oo,
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and by zero, i.e. N
(7.1.5.3)  (X,mp) = (X\{x}’ﬁ|)?\{x}7lu“|)~(\{x}) if p(z) = 0.

For f € Set.(X,Y), and for (X, p) e n®, (Z,)\) € nf, we have the
contraction, cf. (Z2ZI2),

(7.1.5.4) (()“’(, ), (Z, A)) - <)“’(1‘[Z, (1, >\)>

(1, M) (2, 2) = p() - A(2)

For (Y, 1) € n we have the multiplication, cf. (Z214),
(7.155) (Y, o(Z,\) = ]][ZpuoN
%

oAy, z) = uy) - A2)

For a commutative (semi)ring B, the canonical homomorphism (7.1.5.1)
Up e GR(nP' G(B)) is given in this description as
156)  (ws(Xow) = Y nl@)
53<~€>X

To get such a surjective homomorphism we can use any multi-
plicative submonoid By € B' such that N[By] = B. For example, for
B = Z the integers, we can take By = {0, £1}, and we get a surjective
homomorphism

(7.157)  WeGRGIN) QF[£1],6(2))

7.2 The arithmetical plane 7" = G(N) X) G(N)
F

An oriented-tree is a (rooted) tree F' together with a map
ep: F\OF — {0,1}

It is I-reduced if v(a) # 1 for all a € F. If for some a € F, Sz'(a) =
{a'}, we obtain by 1-reduction the tree

(7.2.1) 1.(F) = F\{a}
with SF/ (a’) = SF(CL).

For every oriented tree F' there is a unique 1-reduced tree F|_..q;
it is obtained from F' by a finite sequence of 1-reductions.

The oriented tree F' is O-reduced if for all

a€ F\(OF | [{OF}), e(a) # €(S(a)). If for some a € F\(OF | [{0Fr}),
e(a) = £(S(a)), we obtain by O-reduction the tree

(7.2.2) O.(F) = F\{a}
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with So,r)(a’) = Sr(a) if Sp(a’) = a.

For every oriented tree F' there is a unique O-reduced tree F, 1..q;
it is obtained from F' by a finite sequence of O-reductions. For a O-
reduced oriented tree F', the orientation €p is completely determined
by its value at the root er(0F), since ep(z) = ep(0F) + ht(z)(mod2).
Thus we view O-reduced oriented trees F' as ordinary trees together
with an orientation of the root ep = ep(0p) € {0, 1}.

The commutativity relation on oriented trees can be described as
for ordinary trees, cf. (Z5.11) - (Z.5.13); it is generated by F' ~ Cg y F,
but now the isomorphisms o, : H, — H has to preserve orientation.

It is also generated by the transpositions F' ~ CYF, cf. ([2.5.23)),
which are a special case of commutativity. But note that even if
Fis O -reduced, the tree Cg y I need not be O-reduced; in fact,
already for transposition CY F' is (almost) always not O-reduced, and
the associated O-reduced tree C,F = (CF),_poq can be described as

follows: for b € F\{Or}, such that for all a € S;'(b), vr(a) = n,

(7.2.3) .
CF = F\({b} | | S5 (8)) with S¢, () = { ﬁiﬁff g 258

It

b
b

For O-reduced F such that for all a € Sz'(07), vr(a) = n, (the
case of b = O above), we have
(7.2.3)g O, F = (F\Sz*(0)) u[n], as in (2.5.25) but with the new
orientations.

Note that the operations of eg, = 1 — ep of l-reduction, O-
reduction, and transportation, do not alter the boundary of a tree.

We let ~ denote the equivalence relation on oriented trees gener-
ated by 1-reductions, O-reductions, and commutativity relations. We
let [F'] denote the equivalence class of the oriented tree F. Thus
[F] = [F'] if and only if there exist F' = Fy, Fy,...,F; = F', such
that for j = 1,...,l, the pair {F}, Fj_1} is related by l-reduction,
or O-reduction, or transposition; it follows that there is a canonical
identification of the boundaries: 0F = 0F".

For a finite set X € IF,, let T x denote the collection of isomorphism
classes of data

(724) TX = {F = ([Fl]u [Fx]vx € X7UF)}/ =

where F}, F) are oriented trees taken modulo ~-equivalence, and o is

a bijection o : 0Fy = [[ 0F,. Thus explicitly, the data F is equiva-
zeX
lent to the data F”, if and only if there exists F = FO, F', ... F' = F'

such that for j = 1,...,1 the pair {7, Fi7'} = {G,G'} is related by
either:
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(_7.2.5) Isomorphism: have isomorphism 7, : G; — G4, 7, : G, _;
G!,x € X such that og o 71(b) = 7, 0 0¢(b) for b e 0G,, o¢(b) € 0G,.

(7.2.6) 1-reduction: have G' = 1,G, for some a € G; [ ]| L[Gx with

v(a) =1, cf. (C27). <
(7.2.7) O-reduction: have G' = O,G, for some
a € (Gi\(0G1 [ [{O})) [ L[Gx\(ﬁém H{O}) with e(a) = e(S(a)), cf.

zeX
(7.2.8) Transposition: have G' = C]G, for some b € G| | HG_YI,

rzeX
such that for all a € S71(b), e(a) = ¢, and 7, : S7!(a) = [n] bijection,

cf. (25.23).

The operations of multiplication (2.5.5]), and of contraction (Z.5.7),
induce well defined operations on equivalent classes of data, and make
T into a commutative (but non-self-adjoint) generalized ring. It is
straightforward to check that

FoG =Fo(1,G)=Fo(0,G)=Fo(C]Q)

799 ~ (1,F) oG = (0,F) oG = (C[F)oG
(7.2.9) (F,G) = (F,1.G) = (F,0.G) = (F, (CG)
~ (1,F,G) = (0, F,G) = (C[F,G)

whenever the operations 1,, O,, C] are relevant, and that T satifies
the axioms of a commutative generalized ring. Note that for ¢ = 0,1,
we have the elements

(7.2.10) 55 = ([X [ [0} 0],z € X a) €Ty

where X | [{0} is the oriented tree with (0) = ¢, S(z) =0 for z € X,

and o : X = []{0,} is the natural bijection o(z) = 0,.
reX
For f € Set.(X,Y), and (5;)(9) = 5.1, ¥ € Y, we have via

O-reduction

(7.2.11) 0y 007 = dpp

we also have by 1-reduction

(7.212) 0y = (10} [} [01): o) = ([01]: [0u)sid) = 1€ Yy

Thus we get homomorphisms, cf. (2.2.16), ¥ € GR(G(N), T) with
Ue(ly) = 0%. It is clear that Y is generated by the 0%, and the
only relations they satisfy are (C2.11]), (C212), and commutativity.
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It follows that Y is the sum of G(N) with itself in the category of
commutative generalized rings: for any commutative A € GR¢,

(7.2.13)
GR(G(N), A) x GR(G(N),A) < GR(T,A)
(o, poyl) — @
¢, ! = ' @' (0%) = ¢(1x)

The tensor product G(N) ) G(N) in the category of commutative
F

and self-adjoint generalized rings GR( is therefore the self-adjoint
quotient of T, T* = T /e*. Here €' is the equivalence ideal of T
generated by

F=([R)}:[Rl0) ~ F' = (IR [A]e )

Passing to this quotient is equivalent to adding the following identifi-
cations on elements F' = ([F1]; {[F:]}zex;0) € Tx,
(for a tree F', and b € F, we write F//b = [ Sz"(b) for the full

n=0

subtree of F' with root b): )
if for some b, € Fi, aI}d some b,, € F,,, xop € X, the bijection o
satisfy o(0 (F1/b1)) = 0 (Fi,/bs, ), then F is identified with

(7.2.14) (by, by, ) F =

([N (EL/00) [ (Fo/bo) 1 AFs Yoo {(Fro\ (Fo/Bro)) | | (F1/B1)}59)

with & = ofop\a(r /) [ U_1|0(Fxo/bxo)

Unfortunately, the self-adjunction relation (T.2.I4)) is not compat-
ible with the transposition relation (7.2.8). We do not have canonical
representatives for the elements of T%.

The diagaonal homomorphism

(7.2.15) VegR(TH G(N))
is determined by Vx(0%) = Lx, and is given explicitly by
(7.2.16) Vx([F1]; [Feleex;0)/= = (o : 0F — X)/ =

(realizing G(N)x as isomorphism classes of sets over X). The homo-
morphism V is surjective, but it is not injective. For calculations of

V[’l]l(N) for N =1,2,3 see the appendix.

For a (self-adjoint) monoid B, the tensor product T X) F|[B] can
F

be described as isomorphism classes of data

(7.217) (YT RF[B)x := {F = ([F]; {[Fal}oex; o pr)}/ =

rd=$



Here the data ([F1]; {[F:]}zex;or) is the data for Y%, and pp is a
map pr @ 0Fy — B, and isomorphisms are required to preserve the
B-valued maps, and the zero law cf. (7.1.5.3) holds in the form:

pr(0) =0, ap(b) = 20 = F ~ ([\B}]; {[Fel}arae  {[Fao\or(D)})

The operations of multiplication and contraction are the given ones
on the YT-part of the data (i.e. given by (Z5.1) and (Z5.7), and are
given on the B-valued maps by (using the notations of (2.5.6) and
(2.5.8)):

HGoF (b CL) Ha (b) “HF ) (a) ,be dGy,ae aFZ(b)

7.2.18 _
(T238) i (6.0) = no(b) - 15y (07') . be AGr.a e OFgy

For commutative rings By, By, taking B = Bj ® Bj (the sum in
Mon*, cf. (7.1.4), we get the generalized ring

T QE(5; © 5] - %) QFIB @) QFLB

which maps surjectively onto G(By) X G(B;).
F
For the integers Z, taking B = {0, +1}, we get the generalized ring

(72.19) YT XF[+1] = ®F+1 X) (G(N) @ F[+1])

F[+1]

which maps surjectively onto G(Z) X) G(Z) =
F[+1]

7.3 Products of Grothendieck-Generalized-
schemes

The categor GGS has fibred products:

Given maps f7 € GGS(X7,Y), there exists X°Ily X! € GGS, and
maps 7; € GGS(X Iy X', X7), with f®omy = f! om, and for any
g’ € GGS(Z, X7), with f00 g% = f1 o g', there exists a unique map
¢°ng' € GGS(Z, X Iy X1), such that m; o (¢°7g') = ¢7, j =0, L.

Writing V' = Uspec( i), (f7) '(spec(As)) = Uspec(B])), the

K

fibred product X OHYX ! is obtained by gluing spec(By), ® Bjy,)- See

the construction of fibred product of ordinary schemes e.g. [Hart]
Theorem 3.3, p. 87].
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7.4 Products of Generalized-schemes

The category GS has fibred products. This is an immediate corollary
of (3). Given maps

o = {1} j200) € GS({X i, {Vibier),
and _
¢ =A{e] bizom) € GS({ X yrer, {Yitier)
the fibred product of ¢ and ¢’ in GS is given by the inverse system
{ X1y, X }, the indexing set is

{01 e Jx T x1]j=a(i), j’=0'(i)}

7.5 The Arithmetical plane
X = specZ [] specZ
F[+1]

This is a special case of ([T4)): The (compactified) arithmetical plane

X is given by the inverse system {Xy ][] X}, with indexing set
specF[+1]

{(N, M) e N x M|N, M square-free} and with
1
Xy =specG(Z) || spec(GZ[5]) 0 Oy)
specG(Z[ 1)

as in ([6.4]). This generalized scheme X contains the open dense subset,

specG(Z) | | specG(Z) = spec(G(Z) [®] G(z))
F[£1] F[+1

A basis for neighborhoods of (p,n) is given by

G(7l5) @ (G n 0,

F[+1]

where p does not divide N, and M is arbitrary.
Similarly, for any number field K we have the compactified surface

specOg n specO

specF|ux]

It contains the open dense subset spec(G(Ok) & G(Ok)).
Flpk]
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Appendix

We enumerate the isomorphism classes of oriented trees F', which
are l-reduced and o-reduced, for N = §0F = 0,1,2,...,6, and we
show the commutativity classes. Note that every such tree gives

a partition: N —1 = > v(a) —1. We mark with a circle the
aeF\oF

points of F\(0F | [ S(0F)). The orientation of the tree is denoted by
e =¢ep(0) €{0,1}.
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(1,1,1) :
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We enumerate the elements of V[_l]l(N ) < (g (N) ®Q(N)) for
F (1]
N = 1,2,3. The bijection ¢ is described by the numbering at the

boundaries of the trees. We take only the 1-reduced and o-reduced
trees - the orientation is given by the number next to the root.

N=1:1=(e,0)

YAAS

YASEYAS

~
~

PASNA'S
VYWY Y
VYY)
YANAS

(VO (VO
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Chapter 8

Divisors

Let X = {Xy,N € N;7¥ : Xy > Xy, M > N} be a generalized
scheme.

8.1 Meromorphic functions

The sheaf of meromorphic functions of level N e N, Ky € GR/ Xy, is
the sheaf of generalized rings over Xy associated to the presheaf whose
sections over an open set U © X are the elements of the quotient ring
S;'Oxy (U), where Sy is the multiplicative set in Ox,, (U)p given by

(8.1.1)
Sy = {a€ Ox,(U)p), for all M > N, all open sets V < (7x' )" (U),

all bl,bg € OXM (V), (W%)ﬁa o bl = (W%)ﬁa, o bg = bl = bg}

We have the canonical injections Ox, — Ky, and these are com-
patible:

(8.1.2)  for M > N, we have a commutative diagram in GR/Xy

OXN — Ky
(mh)F 4 l

(W%)*OXNI - (W?V/I)*ICM

We have an exact sequence of sheaves of abelian groups on Xy given
by the units,

(8.1.3) + — Oy, — Ky — Ky/O0%, — *
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8.2 Cartier divisors

A Cartier divisor on X, of level N, is a global section of the sheaf
Kx/O%, - The abelian group of Cartier divisors is denoted

Div(X)y = Ky /0%, (Xn)

For an invertible meromorphic function f € K} (Xx), let div(f) denote
the image of f in Div(X)y.

Thus a divisor of level N, D € Div(X)y, is represented by an open
covering {U,} of Xy, and local equations f, € K} (U,), such that

(8.2.1) far/far € Ok, (Uay, 0 Uy,) for all ar, ay

Two such collections {U,, fo} and {Vj, gz} represent the same divisor
if and only if there exists a common refinement {W,}, and elements
u, € O%, (W,), such that for all o, 3,7,

(8.2.2) W, < UynVg= fo =u,0gz on W,

8.3 Associated invertible module

For a divisor D € Div(X)y, represented by {U,, fo}, we define the
subsheaf Oy, (D) € Ky by Ox, (D)|v, = f.' o Oxylu.-

The sheaf Ox, (D) is an Ox,-submodule of Ky, in the sense that
the operations of multiplication and contraction of Ky satisfy,
(8.3.1)
OXN OOXN (D)OOXN7 (OXN7 OXN (D))7 (OXN (D)v OXN) < OXN (D)

Moreover, Ox (D) is an invertible Ox,-sheaf, in the sense that it is
locally isomorphic to Ox, .

8.4 Effective divisors

A divisor D € Div(X)y is said to be effective if any one of the following
equivalent conditions holds:

(8.4.1) If {Uy, fa} represents D, then f, € Ox, (Uy).
(842) OXN - OXN(D) c Ky
(843) OXN(_D) c OXN

Thus for effective divisor D, the sheaf Oy, (—D) is an Oy -ideal,
which is homogeneous (and locally principal). The quotient sheaf
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Op = Ox,/E(Ox,(—D)) is supported in the closed set supp(D) <
Xn, and (supp(D)), Op) is a closed subscheme of (Xy, Ox, ).
Note that for M > N, we have via (8.1.2) a homomorphism of

abelian groups
(md*: Div(X)y — Div(X)y

8.5 Divisors

We let B(X) denote the set of all D = {Dy}, Dy € Div(X)y, which
are monotone:
(8.5.1)

for M = N, (73 )*Dy = Dy o di, with dX € Div(X)y effective;

and are bounded:
(8.5.2)
there exists Ny € N, and dy, € Div(X)y, such that for M > Ny,

Dy o (WJAVJO)ﬁdNO is effective.

For D = {Dy} , D' = {D)y} in B(X), we write D > D’ if and only
if
(8.5.3) for all N, there exists 7(N) = N, such that for all M > 7(NV)
we have (m¥)* Dy = D}, o d¥, with d¥ € Div(X)y, effective.

We write D ~ D" if D > D" and D < D’. The relation ~ is an
equivalence relation on B(X). The collection of ~-equivalence classes
is defined to be the set of divisors of X.

Div(X) = B(X)/ ~

The structures of abelian groups on Div(X )y, induce a structure of
an abelian group on Div(X). The relation > on B(X) induces a
partial-order on Div(X), making it an ordered abelian group.

8.6 Example: Div(specZ)

N k
Let X = specZ = cf. (6.4), and fix N =[] p;.
i=1

{XN )y square free

The open sets of Xy are Uy = specZ[+7], any M, and Uy [ [{n}
for M|N. A cofinal system of coverings of Xy is given by

(8.6.1) Vo=Ux][{n} Voo =Uvar | [Ipidi=1... .k

The sheaf K7} is the constant sheaf Q*. Thus D € Div(X)y is repre-
sented by {f,, forr- - for} € (Q*)*1) with
1

($62)  fulty € 0% (Vo 0 V) = Zls )
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1

(8.6.3) fol foi € Oy (Vy V) = Z[NM-]*
and with

(864)  f, Q" modulo O (V,,) = Z[W]*
(8.6.5) fn € Q" modulo O% (V) = {+1}

It follows that we have identification,

(8.6.6) Div(X)y = ((DZ- [p]) ®log(Q") - [n]

p|N

D = {fnafpn-"vfpk}/ M_)ZV”(D) ]

vy(D) = =log|fyl,  vp(D) = vp(fp) for p|N,
(v, = p-adic valuation)

The homomorphlsm (M) . Div(X)y — Div(X)y is given for M =
N- _1—[1%’ by

(8.6.7) (my ) : (DZ[p]) ®1og(Q*) - [n] — (D Z[p]) ®log(Q") - [1]

p|N p|M

2 v(D)-[p)=log |fy|-[n] = ) Vp(D)'[p]+Z va; (fn)-1gi]1=1og | fy|-[n]

p|N p|N

The sequence Dy € Div(X)y is monotone if and only if for all
p, including p = 1, the filter v,(Dy) is decreasing. We obtain an
identification,

(8.6.8) Div(X) = (B @Z ) @ log(R™) - [n]

= {Dn}/ =~ HZVp | + vy (D) - 1]

with l/p(D) = h]{[n vp(Dy)
For f e Q* we have

(8.6.9) div(f Z vp(f) - ] + v ()]
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vp(f) = —log|fly, vp(f) = p-adic valuation.

We obtain the exact sequence (the ” completed-cohomology-sequence”
associated to (8.1.3),

*—){-I—l}—)@* ﬂ) DZU(X)—>R+—>*

D — evn(D) . HpVP(D)
p

8.7 Conjectures

Let X = {Xnm} = specZ || specZ, and let D = Div(X).
F[+1]
There should exist an intersection pairing

(8.7.1) (,):DxD—>R=log(R")
with the usual properties:
(8.7.2) Bilinear: (Dy o Dy,C) = (D1,C) + (Do, C)
(8.7.3) Symmetric: (D,C) = (C, D)

(8.7.4) Linear-equivalence invariant: (D o div(f),C) = (D,C) for f €
KN (X )

Moreover, there should exist a collection of functions fg W(R"),
(8.7.5)
WRT)={ f:R" >R, f(z) and f'(x) are continuous except for
finitely many points xy, ..., zy, where
f(z; £0) and f'(x; £ 0) exist, and f(x) compactly
supported ( or |f(z)| and |f'(x)| are
< ¢ max(z, 1)) £ > 0)}

and a mapping
(8.7.6) Fr: f— Div(X)

such that for fi, fo € f, the intersection pairing is given by
(8.7.7)

(Fr(f1), Fr(f2)) = f1(0)f2(1) + — 2, fil@)-f1-a)
£§(a)=0
with f S f(z adz, the Mellin transform, and the sum is over

the non—trwlal zeros of Riemann’s zeta &(«).
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Contemplating the geometric analog, one might further conjecture
that the mapping Fr is Z-linear, and satisfy

(878) F’f’(fl * fg) = F’l"(fl) * F’l"(fg)

o0
with ordinary convolution of functions f; # fo(y) = § 2 fi(x) fo(¥) and
0

(non-commutative) composition of divisors

Dy = Dy = pry3((Dy x specZ) - (specZ x Ds))

and that moreover

(8.7.9) Fr(f?) = Fr(f)*
with
(8.7.10) fix) =27 f(27"), and D' = J*(D)

where J : X = X is interchanging factors

Thus there could be a family of functions f; € W(R"), and divisors
D; € Div(X), i € I, such that fis the Z-spann

0,

and
(8.7.12)

F/r» <Zm7/,]f7/1 F .flk ® f‘]ul P f]ul> — ZmL]Dil*' . -*Dik*D‘E.l*- . -*DE[
i,J Y]

If fis rich enough to localize the zeros of Riemann’s zeta (i.e. is such

that if there is a zero aq of zeta, £(ap) = 0, with ag # 1 — ap, then

there is f € f, with Y f(a)- f(1 — @) negative), then the Riemann
£(e)=0

Hypothesis would follow from the Castelnuovo-Severi inequality, itself

a consequence of the Riemann-Roch theorem for X, cf. [H89].
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