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Homotopy Epimorphisms and Derived Tate’s
Acyclicity for Commutative C*-algebras

Federico Bambozzi and Tomoki Mihara

Abstract

We study homotopy epimorphisms and covers formulated in terms of derived
Tate’s acyclicity for commutative C*-algebras and their non-Archimedean counter-
parts. We prove that a homotopy epimorphism between commutative C*-algebras
precisely corresponds to a closed immersion between the compact Hausdorft topo-
logical spaces associated to them, and a cover of a commutative C*-algebra precisely
corresponds to a topological cover of the compact Hausdorff topological space as-
sociated to it by closed immersions admitting a finite subcover. This permits us
to prove derived and non-derived descent for Banach modules over commutative
C*-algebras.
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0 Introduction

Since Tate’s invention of rigid geometry (cf. [Tat71]), the geometrical study of commu-
tative Banach rings has been an important topic in number theory. The geometrical study
of commutative rings has brought various benefits such as cohomological approaches to
construct Galois representations, but the geometrical study of commutative Banach rings
presents more difficult challenges than the geometrical study of commutative rings. One
of the main difficulties is that the additive category of Banach modules over a Banach
ring is not an Abelian category. In particular, this creates the problem of the correct use
of the methods of homological algebra in this context. One solution is to work in Banach
modules under appropriate finiteness assumptions to obtain an Abelian category. For
example, P. Schneider and J. Teitelbaum constructed in [ST02] §3 an Abelian subcate-
gory of the additive category of Banach representations of a compact p-adic Lie group
by introducing the notion of admissibility, which can be characterised in terms of the
finiteness over the Iwasawa algebra through their duality theory (cf. [ST02] Theorem 2.3
and [ST02] Theorem 3.5). Another solution is to work within the theory of quasi-Abelian
categories and apply the extension of the derived categorical approach to a quasi-Abelian
category as introduced by J.-P. Schniders in [Sch99]. This approach has been recently
developed in the series of papers (cf. [BB16]], [BK17/], [BBK19], and [BK20]]). Once the
notions of derived categories and derived functors are correctly extended to the analytic
setting, it is natural to consider the derived variant of Tate’s acyclicity. In order to explain
the benefit to consider derived Tate’s acyclicity, we recall the historical background on
Tate’s acyclicity.

Tate’s acyclicity is a desired property of commutative Banach rings in rigid geometry,
that permits to equip their associated spectra with structure sheaves. Although commu-
tative Banach algebras over a complete valuation field satisfying a finiteness condition
called affinoid algebras satisfy Tate’s acyclicity, it is known that a general commutative
Banach ring does not necessarily satisfy Tate’s acyclicity. The lack of Tate’s acyclicity
was one of the biggest obstructions to develop analytic geometry for general commuta-
tive Banach rings, e.g. commutative Banach algebras over Z and topologically infinitely
generated commutative Banach algebras over a field. Recently, P. Scholze invented a
novel foundation of rigid geometry called perfectoid theory, in which he verified Tate’s
acyclicity for topologically infinitely generated commutative Banach algebras over a field
called perfectoid algebras, and asked several related open questions on Tate’s acyclicity.
Although several affirmative answers and negative answers to Scholze’s conjectures were
given in [Mih16]] and [BV18], it is still difficult to prove or disprove Tate’s acyclicity for
explicit examples.

On the other hand, derived Tate’s acyclicity for a rational cover always hold as proved
in [Sch19]] Proposition 13.16 and [BK20] Theorem 4.15, and Tate’s acyclicity for a gen-
eral cover consisting of flat objects in the analytic sense implies derived Tate’s acyclicity
(cf. Proposition [L10). As evidence of the reasonability and the naturality of the formu-
lation, we give a complete characterisation of derived Tate’s acyclicity for commutative



C~-algebras in terms of topological covers of the corresponding compact Hausdorff topo-
logical spaces by closed immersions and show the equivalence between Tate’s acyclicity
and derived Tate’s acyclicity for them in Theorem [3.1]and Theorem

The results include the non-Archimedean counterparts, while the characterisation be-
comes a little more complicated. For example, the projection [0, 1] — {0} is not a closed
immersion but induces an isometric isomorphism between the algebras of continuous
functions with values in a complete valuation field k. Conversely, the closed immersion
{0, 1} — [0, 1] induces a k-algebra homomorphism between the algebras which cannot
be part of a cover in our setting, as we will show in Remark Instead of a closed
immersion, we introduce the notion of an Ab™*-embedding in section[3.1] For any totally
disconnected compact Hausdorff topological space X, the notion of a topological cover
of X by Ab™-embeddings precisely corresponds to a cover of the algebra of continuous
functions X — k formulated in terms of derived Tate’s acyclicity (or equivalently Tate’s
acyclicity).

As an application, we show in Theorem 4.1 that a finite set of closed immersions into
a compact Hausdorff topological space (resp. a totally disconnected compact Hausdorft
topological space) X is a topological cover of X if and only if it satisfies effective de-
scent for Banach modules over the algebra of continuous functions with values in R or C
(resp. in k). It is quite remarkable that Tate’s acyclicity is not directly used in the proof
of effective descent, because the category of Banach spaces is not balanced and hence
a faithful functor from it might not be conservative. Contrary, derived Tate’s acyclicity
plays the most important role in the proof, because the derived category is balanced and
hence a faithful functor from it is conservative as we will show in Lemma 4.4l First,
we show Kiehl’s Theorem B for both Banach modules and objects in the derived cate-
gory in Corollary 3.4l Using Kiehl’s Theorem B for objects in the derived category and
Balmer’s criterion for effective descent (cf. [Ball2] Corollary 3.1), which is only appli-
cable to a triangulated category, we show that any descent problem for Banach modules
has a solution in the derived category. Using general results by Schneiders on the left
heart cohomology for a quasi-Abelian category, we show that the solution in the derived
category is isomorphic to a Banach module to conclude the solvability of the descent
problem within the category of Banach modules.

We summarise the contents of this paper. Section §lI] recollects standard convention
and terminology. First, in §1.1l we recall terminology on Banach modules and quasi-
Abelian categories. Secondly, in §1.2] we recall the theory of derived categories and de-
rived functors for quasi-Abelian categories, specialising the discussion for Banach mod-
ules. Thirdly, in we recall homotopy epimorphisms and derived Tate’s acyclicity
for commutative Banach algebras.

In §2] we study homotopy epimorphisms between the Banach R-algebras C(X, R) of
continuous functions X — R, for compact Hausdorff topological spaces X and a commu-
tative Banach ring R, and characterise homotopy epimorphisms as closed immersions in
three subsections. First, in §2.1] we show that a clopen subset of the spectrum of C(X, R)



corresponds to a homotopy epimorphism and a disjoint clopen cover satisfies derived
Tate’s acyclicity. Secondly, in §2.2] we give a criterion for the property that the closed
ideal Iy ¢ € C(X, R), corresponding to a closed subset K C X, is projective and apply it
to obtain a criterion for the property that the restriction map mx gz x: C(X,R) — C(K, R) is
a homotopy epimorphism. This criterion holds for X and K belonging to a quite restric-
tive class, while it puts little restrictions on R. Thirdly, in §2.3] we give a criterion for
the property that Ix g ¢ is flat and apply it to obtain another criterion for the property that
mx.r.x 1s @ homotopy epimorphism. It requires R to be R, C, a finite field, or a local field,
while X and K are allowed to be quite general. More precisely, we only assume that X is
totally disconnected when R is non-Archimedean.

In §3] we study derived Tate’s acyclicity for the Banach R-algebras C(X, R) and char-
acterise derived Tate’s acyclicity in terms of topological covers in three subsections. First,
in §3.11 we introduce the notion of topological cover in a way that depends on whether
R is Archimedean or non-Archimedean. When R is Archimedean, the notion of a topo-
logical cover of X in our context is equivalent to that of a family of closed immersions
into X admitting a finite jointly surjective subfamily. On the other hand, when R is
non-Archimedean, then it is equivalent to a family of continuous maps whose image by
the Banaschewski compactification functor is a family of closed immersion admitting a
finite jointly surjective subfamily. Here, Banaschewski compactification means a non-
Archimedean counterpart of the Stone—Cech compactification, i.e. the universal totally
disconnected Hausdorff compactification. Secondly, in §3.2] we show that, under the
hypothesis stated in §2.3] a family of closed subsets of X is a topological cover if and
only if the corresponding set of homomorphisms from C(X, R) satisfies derived Tate’s
acyclicity (or equivalently, Tate’s acyclicity). Thirdly, in §3.3) we show that a family of
continuous maps to X is a topological cover if and only if the corresponding family of
homomorphisms from C(X, R) satisfies derived Tate’s acyclicity (or equivalently, Tate’s
acyclicity) under conditions weaker than that in §2.31 For example, we do not impose X
to be totally disconnected when R is non-Archimedean, as we have used Banaschewski
compactification functor in the formulation of the notion of a topological cover.

In §4] we apply our main results to the problem of derived and non-derived effective
descent for complexes of Banach modules over C(X, R), under the same hypothesis on X
and R as in the previous two sections. We prove that for a finite jointly surjective family
S of closed immersions into X, any Banach C(X, R)-module (resp. object of the derived
category Der (C(X, R))) can be uniquely reconstructed from its restrictions to each K <
X in §, and conversely any Banach C(X, R)-module (resp. object of Der, (C(X, R))) is
isomorphic to a family of Banach C(K, R)-modules (resp. objects of Der_ (C(K, R))) that
are isomorphic on the intersections in a compatible way.



1 Preliminaries

In this paper we use the following notation and conventions. If & is a category we use
the same symbol ¢ to denote the class of objects of %, so that X € ¥ means that X is an
object of . We fix a Grothendieck universe, and always implicitly use it in a standard
way in order to avoid the set-theoretic problem on the localisation of a category. Monoid
objects of a symmetric monoidal category are assumed to be commutative, and rings,
algebras, and C*-algebras are assumed to be unital and commutative.

We follow the terminology of the theory of quasi-Abelian categories as developed in
[Sch99]]. We briefly recall the basic terminology of loc. cit. used throughout the whole
paper. Let % be an additive category with all kernels and cokernels. A morphism f in ¢
is said to be strict if the canonical morphism coim(f) — im(f) is an isomorphism. The
additive category % is said to be quasi-Abelian if the family of short exact sequences

0oxLv5z50

where f and g are strict morphisms forms a Quillen exact structure (cf. [Sch99] Remark
1.1.11). We say that a sequence of morphisms

xLvy2z

is strictly exact at Y (resp. strictly coexact at Y) if im(f) = ker(g) and f is a strict mor-
phism (resp. g is a strict morphism). These notions are extended to longer sequences of
morphisms by asking that the above conditions hold for any pair of adjacent morphisms
of the sequence. For example, for a short exact sequence being strictly exact is equivalent
to being strictly coexact. We refer to §1.1.5 of [Sch99] for the notions of exactness for
functors between quasi-Abelian categories.

In this section, we recall the basic properties of the quasi-Abelian category of Ba-
nach modules and recall the foundation of the derived analytic geometry as discussed in
[(BB16], [BK17], [BBK19], and [BK20].

1.1 Banach algebras

A normed set is a set X equipped with a map | - [y: X — [0,00). We note that many
authors assume the condition that {x € X | |x|[y = 0} is a singleton or the condition that
{x € X | |x|x = 0} is the empty set in the definition of a normed set, but we assume neither
of them. For normed sets X, and X;, we denote by X, ® X; the normed set given as the
set Xp X X; equipped with the map

|'|X()OX1 . XO XXl - [Oa OO)
(x0,x1) > |xol x, [x1] x,-
For normed sets X, and X;, a map ¢: Xy, — X; is said to be bounded if there exists a

C € [0, 00) such that for any x € Xj, the inequality |#(x)|x, < Clx|y, holds. We call
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the minimum of such a C the operator norm of ¢. We denote by NSet the category of
normed sets and bounded maps, which naturally forms a symmetric monoidal category
with respect to ©.

A complete norm on an Abelian group M is amap || - ||: M — [0, o) such that the
map M? — [0, ), (mg,m;) = |lmg — m|| is a complete metric on M. A Banach Abelian
group is an Abelian group M equipped with a complete norm || - |[5; on it. We can always
regard a Banach Abelian group as a normed set and a complete metric space. A Banach
Abelian group is said to be non-Archimedean if it is an ultrametric space.

We denote by Ab”* the category of Banach Abelian groups and bounded group ho-
momorphisms and by Ab™ < Ab” the full subcategory of non-Archimedean Banach
Abelian groups. We denote by Ab’;‘1 c Ab* (resp. Ab‘;/? c Ab™) the subcategory with
the same class of objects and whose class of morphisms is the subclass of morphisms of
operator norm < 1. The hom functors on Ab® and Ab™ can be canonically enriched to
internal hom functors with respect to the pointwise operations and the operator norm.

We equip Ab” and Ab2, (resp. Ab™ and Ab%}) with the symmetric monoidal struc-
tures given by the completed tensor product assigning to each pair (Mg, M) of ob-
jects the completion My®M; of My ®; M, with respect to the uniformity associated to
the tensor seminorm M, ®; M; — [0, c0) assigning to each m € M, ®; M, the infi-
mum of ¥’ [|(mo,j, mi,)llsem, (resp. max’i_, l(mo,;, mi Mlmyon, ) for an (mo,j, my ), €
(My©M,)"*! withn € N and Z?:o mg ;®m; ; = m. The symmetric monoidal structures on
Ab” and Ab™ are closed, as the internal hom functors give their right adjoint functors.

A complete norm on a ring R is a complete norm || - || on its underlying Abelian group
satisfying the property that there exists a C € [0, o) such that for any (ag,a;) € R?, the
inequality |lapa;|| < Cllagl| |la;|| holds. We say that || || is submultiplicative if such a C can
be taken as 1 and the equality ||1]| = 1 holds unless R = {0}. For example, the Euclidean
norm | - | 1s a submultiplicative complete norm on Z, R, and C. A Banach ring is a ring
R equipped with a complete norm || - ||z on it.

We note that many authors assume the submultiplicativity of the norm in the definition
of a Banach ring but it is easy to check that every Banach ring is isomorphic to a Banach
ring whose norm is submultiplicative. Indeed, if (R, |- |) is a Banach ring, we can define
the new norm on R assigning sup{% | y € R\ {0}} to each x € R that is equivalent to
the given one and is submultiplicative. We refer to [BGR84|] Proposition 1.2.1/2 for a
proof of this fact for Ab™, but the proof works for Ab* as well. The advantage of our
definition is that it makes manifest that the notion of a monoid object of Ab* (resp. Ab™)
for the tensor product ® is equivalent to that of a Banach ring (resp. non-Archimedean
Banach ring) in our sense, while the submultiplicativity is a natural condition for the
notion of monoid object of Ab2, (resp. Ab%}). In addition, we recall that we assume
the commutativity of rings because our aim is to study algebras of continuous functions,

although we do not have to assume it in most parts of this paper.

Let 4 denote Ab* (resp. Ab‘;, Ab™, Ab’;/?). Let R be a monoid object of . A



Banach R-module is an R-module M equipped with a complete norm || - ||5; on its under-
lying Abelian group satisfying the property that there exists a C € [0, o) such that for
any (a,m) € R X M, the inequality |lam||y; < Cl|al|gllm|| holds. The norm of a Banach
R-module is said to be submultiplicative if such a C can be taken as 1. Then, the notion of
R-module object of ¢ for the monoid object R of ¢’ is equivalent to that of a Banach R-
module (resp. Banach R-module with submultiplicative norm, non-Archimedean Banach
R-module, non-Archimedean Banach R-module with submultiplicative norm).

We denote by Mody(R) the category of R-module objects of 4" and R-linear homo-
morphisms of %’. By [BB16]] Proposition 3.15 and [BB16]] Proposition 3.18, Mod4(R)
forms a quasi-Abelian category. The hom functor Homyeq.,.(z) can be canonically en-
riched to an internal hom functor with respect to the pointwise operations and the opera-
tor norm. We denote the internal hom functors by Homyeq., (z) to distinguish it from the
usual hom-set functors denoted Homyjoq..r). We equip Mody(R) with the closed sym-
metric monoidal structure ®; assigning to each pair (Mo, M,) € Mod«(R)? the cokernel
in € of the difference of the left and right scalar multiplications My®RIM, = My@M,,
which naturally forms an object of Mod«(R).

By construction, ® is naturally isomorphic to the completed tensor product obtained
by replacing ®; in the definition of ® by ®, and satisfies the universality on bounded
R-bilinear homomorphisms, i.e. HomMod%(R)(M()@M 1, M>) is in natural bijection with the
set of bounded R-bilinear homomorphisms My © M, — M, for any (My, M, M;) €
Modg(R)*. If € is Ab® or Ab™, then the symmetric monoidal structure on Mod«(R) is
closed, as the internal hom functor gives its right adjoint functor.

Let M € Mody4(R). We say that M is projective if the external hom functor
HomMOd%(R)(M, ) MOdcg(R) — Ab

is exact, or equivalently, by the left strong exactness of Homyoa., ) With respect to the
second argument, sends any strict epimorphism to a surjective map (cf. [Sch99|] Defini-
tion 1.3.18 and [BK20] Proposition 2.4 (i)). We recall the simplest example of projective
object for the reader’s convenience. For an r € [0, c0), we denote by R, the regular R-
module object whose norm is rescaled by » when r > 0 and the closed ideal {0} C R when
r = 0. In particular, R, is the regular R-module object. We note that R, = R, in Mod(R)
for any r # 0, when ¢ is Ab* or Ab™ but this is not necessarily true if ¢ is Ab%, or
AbY}. Later on these modules will be used in universal constructions in the categories
Ab?2, and AbY}.

Proposition 1.1. If € is Ab® or Ab™, R, is a projective object of Mody(R).

Proof. If r = 0, then R, is a zero object of Mod«(R) and hence is a projective object
of Mod¢(R). Suppose r > 0. Let ¢: My — M, be a strict epimorphism in Mod«(R),
and ¥: R, — M; a morphism in Mod4(R). By the strictness of ¢, the morphism
¢: My/ker(¢) — M, associated to ¢ by the universality of the coimage is an iso-
morphism in Mody(R). Take a representative m € M, of ¢ '(¢(1)). Then, the map
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W: R, —» My, a — am is of operator norm < ||m||yy < oo, and hence is a morphism in
Mod(R). By the definition, we have ¢ o i = . |

We say that M is strongly flat if the functor
()®rM : Mod4(R) — Mod¢(R)

is strongly exact, or equivalently, by the right strong exactness of ®, preserves the ker-
nel of any (not necessarily strict) morphism (cf. [BK20] Definition 3.2), and is strongly
internally injective if the internal hom functor

Homyod., r) (-, M) : Mody(R)*® — Modg(R)

is strongly exact, or equivalently, by the left strong exactness of Homyoq., (r) With respect
to the first argument, preserves the cokernel of any (not necessarily strict) morphism, and
we say that M is faithfully strongly internally injective if the internal hom functor

HomMOd%,,(R)(-, M) MOdcg(R)Op - MOdcg(R)

preserves and reflects the cokernel of any (not necessarily strict) morphism.

A complete norm on an R-algebra is a complete norm || - || on the underlying R-
module and the underlying ring. A Banach R-algebra is an R-algebra A equipped with a
complete norm || - ||4 on it. Then, the notion of a monoid object of Mod«(R) is equiva-
lent to that of a Banach R-algebra (resp. Banach R-algebra with submultiplicative norm,
non-Archimedean Banach R-algebra, non-Archimedean Banach R-algebra with submul-
tiplicative norm).

Example 1.2. For a compact Hausdorff topological space X, we denote by C(X, R) the
set of continuous maps X — R equipped with the pointwise operations and the complete
norm || - |lck.z) on it given as the supremum norm. The Banach R-algebra C(X,R) is a
natural extension of the notion of a C*-algebra, as we will explain in the second paragraph

of §1.31

We introduce an analytic analogue of the duality between the flatness and the injec-
tivity. We abbreviate the internal hom functor

HomMod%(R)(-, R]): MOdg(R)Op e MOd(g(R)

to (). Since R, is the regular R-module object, (-)” plays a role of the dual. Let A
be a monoid object of Mody(R). Then A forms a monoid object of & via the forgetful
functor Mod4(R) — ¥, and every object of Mody(A) is an object of Mod(R) via the
restriction of scalars by the structure morphism, i.e. the unit R — A. We denote by Rest
the forgetful functor Mod4(A) — Mod4(R).

For any (M, M) € Mody(A) X Mody(R), we denote by Homﬁ,bd%(R)(Mo,Ml) €

Mod4(A) the object HomMod%(R)(Resﬁ(Mo), M) of Mod4(R) equipped with a natural
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action of A. By construction, Ho_mf,lod%(R) gives a functor Mod4(A)® X Modg(R) —
Mod(A), which is right adjoint to ResX o ®,: Mod4(A)*> — Mod¢(R) if € is Ab* or
Ab™ | in the sense that for any (My, M) € Mod(A)* and any M, € Mod«(R), there is a
natural isomorphism

Hompod, v (Resh(Mo®aM,), My) = Res(Homyioa,, a)(Mo, HOm_IIé/lod%(R)(M 1, M>)))
that is even an isometry. We also abbreviate the functor
Homy . (- R1): Mod(A)® — Mody(A).
to (+)V.

Proposition 1.3. Suppose that € is Ab™ or Ab™, and R, is a faithfully strongly internally
injective object of Mody(R). For any M € Mod4(A), M is a strongly flat object of
Mody(A) if and only if M is a strongly internally injective object of Mod«(A).

Proof. We denote by C a strictly exact sequence 0 — My — M; — M, in Mod4(A). The
strict exactness of C®, M is equivalent to that of (C®,M)" by the faithful strong internal
injectivity of R;, and hence is equivalent to that of Hompa, (4)(C, M") by the adjoint
property of Res® o ®, and Hom{, d.®)- This implies the assertion. O

1.2 Derived functors

Henceforth, we only consider the case where % is Ab” or Ab™. When % = Ab®, then we
put ., := AbZ,. When ¢ = Ab™, then we put €%, := Ab%. Let R be a monoid object
of &. We recall the construction of the functorial projective resolutions in Mod(R).

For a family (M,);c; of objects of Mod«(R), the coproduct (resp. product) of the un-
derlying objects of %%, i.e. the completion of the algebraic direct sum with respect to
the £'-norm when ¢ = Ab”* and the {*-norm when ¢ = Ab™ (resp. the submodule of
the algebraic direct product consisting of bounded families equipped with the £*-norm),

naturally forms an object of Mody(R), which we denote by Afgﬁ‘ M; (resp. Hf’“ﬁﬁl M;). We

iel iel

note that @%{‘ (resp. H;ij‘) does not give a functor on Mod4(R) unless I is a finite set.

Whereas, when M; is a zero object for all but finitely many i € /, then the definition of

—_—

@f]‘ M; (resp. sz‘ M;) extends the definition of the direct sum (resp. product) of the

essentially finite family (M;);c; in Mod«(R) to a definable functor. In the case when M;
is a zero object for all but finitely many i € I, we will simplify the notation by denoting

DL M; by B, M; (resp. T15 M; by [, M.
We denote by Chy(R) the category of chain complexes of Mod«(R) and chain homo-

morphisms. A morphism f = (fn)nEZ: M =M, dM,l)nEZ — N = (N,, dN,,)nEZ in Chg(R)
is said to be a quasi-isomorphism if the mapping cone

_ _dMn+l 0
Cone(f) := (M"+‘ 69N”’( for1 dy, ))nEZ

n
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is strictly exact. We denote by %% (R) the homotopy category of Chy(R) that is obtained
from Ch¢(R) by identifying homotopic chain homomorphisms.

We define the derived category Dery(R) of Mod4(R) as the right localisation of
K4 (R) by the right multiplicative system given by the class of homotopy classes of quasi-
isomorphisms in Ch4(R), or equivalently, the quotient of %% (R) by the null system of
strictly exact complexes.

We note that the notion of quasi-isomorphism for chain complexes of Mody(R) is not
equivalent to that of a chain homomorphism which induces isomorphisms between the
“naively defined” cohomology groups, i.e. the cohomology groups defined as

ker(dy,)

H' . (M)=—""
nzuve( ) im(dM,,,l)

for a chain complex M = (M,,, dy, )nez, Where im(dy,, ,) denotes the categorical image of
dy, ,. For example, let | - |y denote the trivial norm on Z. The sequence

205 (Z ) S @) 50

is exact as a chain complex of Z-modules, but is not strictly exact as a chain complex of
Mod4(Z,| - |»). On the other hand, the sequence

= 0= O (R o) = PO, R, ) = 0 — -

is neither exact as a chain complex of R-vector spaces nor strictly exact in Ch¢(R, | -
|). These are typical examples of chain complexes in the analytic setting which are not
strictly exact but whose naively defined cohomology groups vanish. It is possible to give
cohomological criteria for checking strict exactness in Ch¢(R) but these involve the use
of the left or right t-structure of Dery (R) that will not be used in this work until §4] for
the application to the descent theory.

We recall the following construction. Let M = (M, dy;, )nez € Chy(R) and denote by
Cyl(M) = (Cyl(M),, dcyim), Inez the cylinder object of M defined as

dy, 1dy,., 0
(CyliM),, deyimy,) = | My @My ®@M,,| 0 —dy,, O
0 _idMn+l dMn

The chain complex Cyl(M) is equipped with the chain homomorphisms 7: Cyl(M) — M,
defined as © = (idy,, 0, 1dps, )nez and iy, iy : M — Cyl(M) defined as

n?

idy, 0
io = O 5 i] = O
0 nez ldM" nez

We note that ro iy = moi; = idy and one can easily check that iy o, i} o and idcyi) are
homotopic chain homomorphisms. This shows that both iy and i; represent the inverse
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of the isomorphism in .#% (R) represented by 7. The most important property of Cyl(M)
is that whenever two homotopic maps f,g: M — N are considered, then these factor
through Cyl(M) as f = r o iy and g = r o i; for a morphism r: Cyl(M) — N.

The following property follows from the work of Schneiders in [Sch99], but it is not
obvious. We prove the proposition only for the quasi-Abelian categories Mod«(R) but
the same proof works for any quasi-Abelian category mutatis mutandis.

Proposition 1.4. The class of quasi-isomorphisms is closed under homotopy equiva-
lences, and forms a saturated multiplicative system in Chy(R).

Proof. The null system in % (R) of strictly exact sequences coincides with the kernel
of a cohomology functor by [Sch99] Corollary 1.2.20, and hence the class of homotopy
classes of quasi-isomorphisms in Ch¢(R) is a saturated multiplicative system in %% (R)
by [StackP] Lemma 13.6.11. This implies that the class of morphisms in Chy(R) homo-
topic to quasi-isomorphisms is a saturated multiplicative system in Chy(R). Therefore,
it suffices to show that for any objects M = (M,,, dy, )nez and N = (N, dy, )nez, any mor-
phism f: M — N in Ch(R) homotopic to a quasi-isomorphism g: M — N in Chg(R)
is a quasi-isomorphism.

Consider the factorization roip = f and roi; = g through the cylinder object Cyl(M).
We obtain the distinguished triangles

Cone(iy) — Cone(f) — Cone(r) — Cone(ip)[1]
Cone(i;) — Cone(g) — Cone(r) — Cone(iy)[1]

by the octahedral axiom, because %% (R) naturally forms a triangulated category (cf.
[Sch99] §1.2.1). Since g is a quasi-isomorphism, Cone(g) is strictly exact. Therefore,
in order to show that f is a quasi-isomorphism, it suffices to show that Cone(iy) and
Cone(i;) are strictly exact, by [Sch99] Proposition 1.2.14. For this purpose, it suffices to
show that a morphism in Ch4(R) which represents an isomorphism in J#%(R) is a quasi-
isomorphism. By [KS06] Exercise 11.5 the cone of any such morphism is isomorphic to
0 in #%(R), and hence it is strictly exact by [Sch99] Remark 1.2.2. This completes the
proof. O

Corollary 1.5. (i) A morphism in Chg(R) represents an isomorphism in Derg(R) if
and only if it is a quasi-isomorphism in Chy(R).

(ii) A morphism in Dery(R) is an isomorphism if and only if it is represented by a span
of quasi-isomorphisms in Chy(R).

(iii) An M € Ch4(R) is strictly exact if and only if it is a zero object in Dery(R).

Proof. The assertions (i) and (ii) immediately follow from Proposition [[.4] and [Sch20]]
Exercise 5.1. The assertion (iii) immediately follows from the assertion (i) applied to the
zero morphism M — 0 in Chg(R). O
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For a normed set X, we put £9(X,R) = @D%!R,,. By construction, £%(-, R) gives

xeX
a functor NSet — Mod¢(R) that is left adjoint to the forgetful functor. Since %
preserves projectivity, £ (X, R) is a projective object of Mody(R) for any normed set X by
Proposition[I.1l For any M € Mody(R), the counit £% (M, R) - M is a strict epimorphism
by [BK17] Lemma A.39 and [BB16] Lemma 3.27, and permits to construct a projective
resolution of M.

Thus every object of Mod«(R) admits a functorial projective resolution and hence
Mod(R) has enough projective objects (cf. [Sch99]] Definition 1.3.20). In particular, for
any additive functor F from Mod«(R) to a quasi-Abelian category, the class of projective
objects of Mod4(R) forms an F-projective additive subcategory (cf. [[Sch99]] Definition
1.3.2) by [Sch99]] Remark 1.3.21, and hence F is explicitly left derivable (cf. [Sch99]
Definition 1.3.1 and Definition 1.3.6).

For an additive category &, we denote by Ch™ (&) the additive category of chain com-
plexes bounded above of & and chain homomorphisms. We abbreviate the full subcat-
egory Ch™(Mody(R)) C Chy(R) to Ch_(R). It admits a functorial projective resolution
PR%: Ch,(R) — Ch(R) by the argument above. For an M = ((M, ;, dl‘.f j),»ez, (dE j),»ez) jez €
Ch™(Ch,(R)), we denote by Tot(M) € Ch..(R) the total complex

P Mo P, + D)

i€Z i€Z nez

of M regarded as a double complex of Mod4(R). We denote by Der_(R) the bounded
above derived category of Mod«(R), i.e. the localisation of the homotopy category of
Ch,(R) by the class of quasi-isomorphisms, and by @};: Der;oﬂ(R)2 — Der,(R) the left
derived functor of & assigning Tot(PX.(M)®zPE(N)) to each (M, N) € Der(R)>. An
argument completely parallel to that for the derived tensor product for algebraic modules
implies the following:

Proposition 1.6. The following hold:
(i) The tuple (Der_(R), ®;I§, R) naturally forms a symmetric monoidal category.

(i) For any M € Modg(R) the restriction Mody(R) — Der_(R) of M@};(-) is a left
derived functor of M®g(-).

(iii) For any (M, N) € Ch_(R)* such that N is termwise strongly flat, the natural mor-
phism Tot(Pf;(M )@RP’%(N )) — Tot(M®@gN) in Chy(R) is a quasi-isomorphism.

(iv) For any morphism f = (f})jez: M — N in Ch™(Ch(R)) such that f; is a quasi-
isomorphism for any j € Z, the natural morphism Tot(f): Tot(M) — Tot(N) in
Chy.(R) is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. The assertion (i) follows from the symmetry and the associativity of the total
complex. The assertion (ii) (resp. (iii)) follows from [BK20] Proposition 3.11 and the
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assertion (iv) applied to the natural morphism
PR (M)Y®gP5(N) — M@rPR(N)
in Ch,(Ch_(R)) for any N € Mod«(R) (resp. the natural morphisms
PR (M)@rPE(N) — PR(M)@N — M&iN
in Ch(Ch(R))). We show the assertion (iv).

Put M = (M s dlj,;{.’j)iez, (dVMi’j)ieZ) i€Zs (N, s d?;,.,j)iez, (dX/l.J.)ieZ) i€Zs and fj = (/i j)ieZ for
each j € Z. We have '

Cone(Tot(f))
-’ — (=1 i+ldh dv + (=1 idh
= [EB(MHI,n—i @Ni,n—i), @( M1 p-i ( ) M1 i Nip-i (0 ) Nin-i )]
i€Z i€Z fi+1’n_i nez
= [EB Cone( )i D) eone(s, o, + (-1 (., + dlhv,.,,l,.») ,
i€Z i€Z nez

and hence the strict exactness of Cone(Tot(f)) at degree n follows from the strict exact-
ness of Cone(f;) at degree n — j applied inductively on j € Z. O

In particular, the derived tensor product can be computed by resolving only one argu-
ment by a flat resolution as usual in the algebraic setting.

1.3 Derived analytic geometry

We introduce the notion of homotopy epimorphism. When we deal with an appropriate
formulation of the spectrum, the map of spectra induced by a homotopy epimorphism
called a formal homotopy Zariski open immersion, because it plays the role of an open
immersion in the derived geometry and especially in derived analytic geometry as for-
mulated in [BBK19]. Therefore a homotopy epimorphism is a derived counterpart of
an open localisation. We usually drop the adjective “formal” when talking about formal
homotopy Zariski open immersions as we will not study any “non-formal” ones.

Let R be a monoid object of €. We denote by Alg.(R) the category of monoid objects
of Mod«(R) and monoid homomorphisms in Mod¢(R). Let r: A — A; be a morphism
in Alg,(R). We say that & is a homotopy epimorphism in Alg,(R) if the multiplication
A@%OAI — A is an isomorphism in Der . (A,). We note that ®y, gives a binary coprod-
uct in Alg,(Ap) by [BK20] Proposition 2.16, and hence the non-derived multiplication
Al@AoAl — A is an isomorphism in Mod¢(Ay) if and only if 7 is an epimorphism in
Alg,(R). This fact clearly justifies the terminology “homotopy epimorphism”.

Since the simplest examples of epimorphisms in the category of R-algebras and R-
algebra homomorphisms are given by quotients of localisations, which corresponds to

13



pro-locally closed immersions of affine schemes over Spec(R), it is not difficult to imag-
ine how a homotopy Zariski open immersion formally plays a role of an “immersion”.
We show the relation between the multiplications A@A()Al — A; and A@%OAl — A

Proposition 1.7. If 7 is a homotopy epimorphism in Alg(R), then m is an epimorphism
in Alg,(R).

Proof. We put Pf{:ﬁ“(Al) = (Py)nez,and by p: P%“ (Ay) — A, the canonical chain homomor-
phism of chain complexes of Mod4(A). By Proposition (i1), the natural morphism
t: Tot(P°(A)®a P (A1) = A1®a,Pi(A1) in Chy(Ao) is a quasi-isomorphism. We de-
note by u the multiplication A;®,,A; — A, and by u* the composite uo(ids,®4,0)ot. By
definition, i~ is a morphism in Ch(A,) representing the multiplication Al@koAl — Aj.
Since u* and ¢ represent isomorphisms in Der_(A)), po (idA]§A0p) represents an isomor-
phism in Der,(A;). This implies that u o (id4,®4,0) is a quasi-isomorphism in Ch(R) by
Corollary [L.3l (i), and hence its mapping cone

—>A1§A0P1 —)A1§A0P0 —)Al -0—----
is strictly exact. On the other hand, the segment
Al@Aopl - Al@AOPO - A1§A0A1 -0

of the mapping cone of ids,®,0 is strictly coexact by the right strong exactness of
A 1@,40(-) and the strict coexactness of P; — Py — A; — 0. In particular, ¢ is a morphism
in Mod«(A,) under A;®,,P, between two cokernels of A;®,,P; — A;®4,Po, and hence
is an isomorphism in Mod4(Ag) by the universality of the cokernel. This implies that 7
is an epimorphism in Alg.(R). O

Proposition[I.7limplies that the notion of homotopy epimorphism is analogous to that
of weak homological epimorphism for Fréchet C-algebras introduced in [AP20] Defini-
tion 3.14. The fact that a morphism between Stein spaces over C (resp. C*-manifolds
over R) is an open immersion if and only if it induces a weak homological epimorphism
between the associated Fréchet C-algebras by [AP20] Theorem 4.2 (resp. [AP20] The-
orem 5.3) is another evidence that a homotopy Zariski open immersion is a reasonable
counterpart of an open immersion for the smooth setting.

Proposition 1.8. Suppose that the natural morphism Al@koAl - A1§A0A1 in Der(Ao)
is an isomorphism. Then it is a homotopy epimorphism in Alg,(R) if and only if 7 is an
epimorphism in Alg,(R).

Proof. The assertion follows from Proposition [L.7] because the morphism in Derg(A¢)
in the assertion is represented by the morphism in Ch..(A,) given as the composite the
natural morphism Tot(Pf:ﬁ0 (Aq )@AUP%(’(Al ) — A13§A0A1 in Ch(R) and the multiplication
A1§A0A1 — A by the explicit formulation of ®. O
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It is quite remarkable that when R is C equipped with | - |, then the category C*-Alg
of C*-algebras and *-homomorphisms is a full subcategory of Alg.(R). Indeed, every
C*-algebra is naturally identified with C(X, C) for some compact Hausdorff topological
space X by Gel’fand—Naimark theorem, and every C-algebra homomorphism between
C*-algebra is a *-homomorphism because every character on a C*-algebra is continu-
ous and the involution on C(X, C) coincides with the pointwise complex conjugate on X.
Therefore, our results about Alg, (R) are applicable to C*-Alg, and even to its full sub-
category of von Neumann algebras. Although the category of C*-algebras is not stable
by the tensor product ®g, this will not prevent us to compute it in the category Alg..(R)
to deduce results for C*-algebras by the following:

Proposition 1.9. Suppose that R is C equipped with | - |. Then a C-algebra homo-
morphism © between C*-algebras is an epimorphism in C*-Alg if and only if n is an
epimorphism in Alg,(R).

Proof. By the argument above, 7 is a morphism in C*-Alg. Since C*-Alg is a full sub-
category of Alg.(R), m is an epimorphism in C*-Alg if & is an epimorphism in Alg(R).
Suppose that 7 is an epimorphism in C*-Alg. By Gel fand—Naimark theorem, the con-
tinuous map @ between the associated spectra induced by 7 is a monomorphism in the
category CH of compact Hausdorff topological spaces and continuous maps. This implies
that @ is injective by the fact that the forgetful functor CH — Set is representable by a
singleton, and hence 7 is surjective by Gel’fand—Naimark theorem and Tietze extension
theorem. Thus 7 is an epimorphism in Alg, (R). O

We use the notion of homotopy epimorphism to define the notion of cover for an
object of Alg,(R). In this context, objects of Alg,(R) are identified with the objects of
the dual category and hence formally considered as their own spectra. For a set S and
an n € N, we denote by [S]" C S" the subset of n-tuples of distinct elements of S.
Let A € Alg,(R). A derived cover of A in € is a subset S C Alg,(A) satisfying the
following:

(i) For any B € S, the structure morphism A — B is a homotopy epimorphism in
Alg,(R).

(i) There exists a finite subset S C § satisfying derived Tate’s acyclicity (cf. [BK20]
Theorem 2.15), i.e. the total complex of the derived Tate—Cech complex

O—)A—)ﬂB—) l_l BO@%Ble---

BeSg (Bo,B1)€[So)?

is strictly exact in Modg (R).

This notion of derived cover is very general and applies to any choice of R. For example,
when R = (Z,| - |) then Alg,(R) is the category of Banach rings and hence we obtain
a definition of derived cover for any Banach ring. Moreover, the derived Tate—Cech
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complex is a chain complex of Mody(A). Therefore its strict exactness depends only on
A and S, and does not depend on the structure map R — A nor on the (strongly exact)
forgetful functor Mod4(A) — Mod«(R).

We note that this notion of cover does not define a Grothendieck topology on Alg..(R)
because the objects BO@A‘B] do not belong to the essential image of Alg,(R) in general.
This topology is well-defined only on the homotopy category of the opposite category of
simplicial Banach R-algebras (cf. [BBK19] Proposition 5.8). Nevertheless, it has been
checked that this notion defines a topology when it is restricted to suitable subcategories
of Alg,(R), when R is a non-Archimedean valued field (cf. [BK17] Theorem 5.39). In
this paper, we will prove new results of this kind for the algebras of continuous functions
on compact Hausdorff spaces.

Similarly, we introduce a terminology for the classical (non-derived) setting in order
to contrast it with a derived cover. A non-derived cover of A in € is asubset S C Alg,(A)
satisfying the following:

(1) For any B € S, the structure morphism A — B is an epimorphism in Alg.(R).

(i1) There exists a finite subset .Sy C S satisfying Tate’s acyclicity, i.e. the (non-derived)
Tate—Cech complex

O—)A—)ﬂB—) l_l Bo®4B; — - - -

BeSg (Bo,B1)€[So)?

is strictly exact in Mod¢(R).

This notion of cover never defines a Grothendieck topology on Alg.(R) and there is
no general theory associated to this notion of cover, in contrast with the derived covers
that define a Grothendieck topology on the homotopy category of the opposite category
of simplicial Banach algebras. We will show that for algebras of continuous functions
on compact Hausdorff spaces, the notions of derived and non-derived covers are closely
related.

Proposition 1.10. Let S be a subset of Alg.(A) such that the natural morphism
By®:B, — By®,B;

in Der_(A) is an isomorphism for any (B, By) € S*. Then S is a derived cover of A in €
if and only if S is a non-derived cover of A in €.

Proof. Let S, be a finite subset of S. The derived Tate—Cech complex of A associated
to S is isomorphic to the (non-derived) Tate—Cech complex C of A associated to S in
Ch™(Der,(A)) by the assumption. Therefore the assertion follows from Proposition
(iv) and Proposition [L.8] O

By Proposition[1.10} Tate’s acyclicity yields various examples of derived covers. We
recall several known results on Tate’s acyclicity for the reader’s convenience.
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(1) [Tat71] Theorem 8.2 for an affinoid k-algebra for a complete valuation field k£ with
a non-trivial valuation.

(i1) [Ber90] Proposition 2.2.5 for a k-affinoid algebra for a complete valuation field k.
(iii) [Hub94]] Theorem 2.2 for a strongly Noetherian Tate ring.

(iv) [Sch12] Theorem 6.3 (iii) for a perfectoid affinoid k-algebra for a perfectoid field
k.

(v) [Mih16l] Theorem 3.9 for the Banach k-algebra of bounded continuous functions
X — k for a topological space X and a local field &.

(vi) [Mihl16] Theorem 4.8 for a stably uniform Banach k-algebra for a complete valua-
tion field k.

(vi1) [BV18]] Theorem 7 for a stably uniform Tate affinoid ring

Besides these positive results, it is well-known that Tate’s acyclicity does not always
hold for covers of the spectra of Banach rings. We refer to [Hub94|] pp. 520-521, [Mih16]]
Corollary 3.2, [M1h16] Theorem 4.6, and [BV 18] Proposition 18 for examples of simple
covers by basic localisations that do not satisfy Tate’s acyclicity. Even when the classical
form of Tate’s acyclicity fails derived Tate’s acyclicity still holds, as explained in [Sch19]
Proposition 13.16 and [BK20] Theorem 4.15.

The aim of this paper is to study the relations between homotopy epimorphisms
C(X,R) —» C(Y,R) and closed immersions ¥ — X, and relations between the notion
of a derived cover of C(X, R) and that of a topological cover of X by closed subsets, for
compact Hausdorff topological spaces X and Y. We show relations of the former type
in Proposition 2.1l Theorem [2.5] and Theorem and relations of the latter type in
Corollary Theorem and Theorem [3.6]

2 Homotopy Zariski open immersions versus closed im-
mersions

Let € be either Ab* or Ab™, R a monoid object of €, X a compact Hausdorff topo-
logical space, and K a closed subset of X. We denote by mxgx the restriction map
C(X,R) — C(K,R), and by Ixrx C C(X,R) the kernel of myr, 1.e. the closed ideal
{f € C(X,R) | Vx € K, f(x) = 0}. We study criteria for the property that mxz is a
homotopy epimorphism in Alg,(R).

2.1 Trivial examples

First, we give a trivial example of a homotopy epimorphism in Alg..(R).
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Proposition 2.1. For any idempotent e € R, eR is a closed ideal of R, R/eR is a projective
object of Mod4(R), and the quotient map R — R/eR is a homotopy epimorphism in
Alg(R).

In order to show Proposition[2.1] we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let M € Mody(R). For any idempotent e € R, eM and (1 — e)M are closed,
the scalar multiplication M — M by 1 — e induces an isomorphism M/eM — (1 — e)M
in Mod¢(R), and M/eM is a direct summand of M.

Proof. Since the scalar multiplication R X M — M is continuous, the kernel eM (resp.
(1 — e)M) of the multiplication M — M by 1 — e (resp. e) is closed. By the universality
of the cokernel in Mody(R), the multiplication M — M by 1 — e induces a bounded
R-linear homomorphism u: M/eM — (1 —e)M. Its inverse is given by the composite
of the inclusion (1 — e)M < M and the canonical projection M —» M/eM, and hence is
bounded. Therefore u is an isomorphism in Mody(R). The addition eM®(1-e)M — M is
an isomorphism in Mody(R), because it admits the inverse given by the bounded R-linear
homomorphism M — eM & (1 —e)M, m +— (em, (1 —e)m). Therefore M/eM = (1 —e)M
is a direct summand of M. O

Proof of Proposition2.1l By Lemma[2.2] eR is closed and R/¢eR is a direct summand of
the regular R-module object R;. This implies that R/eR is a projective object of Mod«(R)
by Proposition[L.1] and hence the natural morphism (R/ eR)@%(R /eR) — (R/eR)®r(R/eR)
in Der_(R) is an isomorphism, because it is represented by the natural morphism

PR(R/eR)®rPE(R/eR) — (R/eR)®r(R/eR)

in Ch.(R), which is a quasi-isomorphism by Proposition[L.6l (iii) and [BK20] Proposition
3.11. Since the canonical projection R = R/eR is surjective, the assertion follows from
Proposition[L.8] m|

Proposition 2.1l informally means that every clopen subset of the spectrum of R gives
a homotopy Zariski open immersion with respect to any “appropriate” formulation of
the spectrum, because idempotents precisely corresponds to a clopen subset in such a
formulation. Indeed, Berkovich’s spectrum satisfies this property by Shilov idempotent
theorem (cf. [Ber90] 7.4.1 Theorem). Similarly, a disjoint clopen cover of the spectrum
of R gives a derived and non-derived cover in the following sense:

Corollary 2.3. For any finite orthogonal system E C R of idempotents with ) ,.pe = 1,
the set {R/eR | e € E} is a derived and non-derived cover of R in €.

Proof. The assertion immediately follows from Proposition and Proposition 2.1 by
a repeated application of Lemma 2.2 |
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2.2 Projectivity criterion

Secondly, we give a sufficient condition for K C X to be such that Ixx ¢ is a projective

object of Mod« (C(X, R)). We also show how the projectivity of Ix g x implies that 7rx g x is

a homotopy epimorphism. A bounded factorisation system of R is a tuple (V, C, Dy, D)

of a neighbourhood V. C R of 0 € R, a constant C € [0, c0), and continuous maps
1

Dy, D;: V — Rsatistying a = Dy(a)D;(a) and max{||Dy(a)llz, |ID1(a)|lr} < Cllall; for any

aevV.

Example 2.4. (i) SupposethatO € Risisolated. PutV := {0} c Rand C := 1 € [0, o0).
We define Dy and D, as the inclusion V < R. Then (V, C, Dy, D) forms a bounded
factorisation system. In particular, Z equipped with ||, and any ring equipped with
the trivial norm have a bounded factorisation system.

(i) Suppose that R is R or C equipped with | - |. Put V:=Rand C =1 € [0, c0). We
1
define D, as the map assigning |x|3, € [0, o0) C R to each x € V, and D, as the map

assigning |x|.,>x € Rtoeach x € V\ {0}and 0 € Rto 0 € V. Then (V,C, Dy, D)
forms a bounded factorisation system of R.

(iii) Suppose that R is a complete valuation field with non-trivial valuation. Take a
pEeRwithO<|pllg <1.PutV:=Rand C = ||p||1;1 € [0, o). For each x € R\ {0},
we denote by n, € Z the greatest n € Z satisfying ||x][z < || p||12e”. We define Dy as
the map assigning p™ € Rtoeach x € V\ {0} and 0 € Rto 0 € V, and D, as the
map assigning p~™x € Rtoeach x € V\{0}and 0 € Rto 0 € V. Then (V, C, Dy, D)
forms a bounded factorisation system of R.

(iv) Suppose that R has a bounded factorisation system (V, C, Dy, D). Put Vy = {f €
C(X,R)|Vx e X, f(x) € V}and Cyx = C. For each i € {0, 1}, we define Dyx;: Vx —
C(X, R) as a map assigning D; o f to each f € Vx. Then (Vx, Cx, Dx o, Dx,) forms
a bounded factorisation system of C(X, R), and Iy g k 1s stable under Dy and Dy ;.

We say that K is a G set of X if there is a non-empty countable set %/ of open subsets
of X such that (yey U = K.

Theorem 2.5. If X is totally disconnected, R has a bounded factorisation system, and K
is a Gy set of X, then my g x is a homotopy epimorphism in Alg,(R).

We note that if K is a clopen subset of X, then K is a G set of X and mxgx is
a homotopy epimorphism in Alg,(R) by Proposition 2.1l Since a closed Gs set of X
is not necessarily clopen, Theorem gives more non-trivial examples of homotopy
epimorphisms. In order to verify Theorem[2.5] we prepare conventions and lemmata. We
denote by CO(X) the set of clopen subsets of X.

Lemma 2.6. Let Fy and F, be closed subsets of X with Fo N Fy; = 0. If X is totally
disconnected, then there exists a U € CO(X) such that Fy c U and Fy c X \ U.
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Proof. Since X is a totally disconnected compact Hausdorft topological space, the topol-
ogy of X is generated by CO(X). For any x € F, since X \ F is an open neighbourhood
of x, there exists a U, € CO(X) suchthat x € U, ¢ X\ F;. Put Z = {U, | x € Fy}.
Then % is a clopen cover of F,. By the compactness of F, there exists a finite subcover
Uy C U of Fy. Then U = |Jyey, U is a desired clopen subset of X. O

Lemma 2.7. If X is totally disconnected and K is a G set of X, then K is the intersection
of a non-empty countable subset of CO(X).

Proof. Take a non-empty countable set %/ of open subsets of X with (Ve U = K. By
Lemma 2.6 applied to (Fo, F;) = (K, X \ U) for each U € %, there exists a (Vy)yey €
CO(X)? such that K ¢ Vy; c U for any U € % . In particular, we have K C (\ycy Vu C
Nvew U = K, and hence ey Vv = K. o

Lemma 2.8. Let f € Iygg and € € (0,00). For any non-empty decreasing sequence
(F,)r, of closed subsets of X with (.o F,, = K, there exists an n € N such that || f(x)||lg <
€ for any x € F,,.

Proof. The assertion immediately follows from the compactness of the closed subset
{xe X TIIf(llk = €} O

Lemma 2.9. If K is the intersection of a non-empty countable subset of CO(X), then
Ix g k is a projective object of Mod4(C(X, R)).

Proof. If K = 0, then we have Ixz x = C(X, R), and hence the projectivity of Iy g x fol-
lows from Proposition[I.Il Therefore we may assume K # 0. Let ¢: My — M, be a strict
epimorphism in Mod¢(C(X, R)), and ¢: Ixgx — M, a morphism in Mod«(C(X, R)). By
the strictness of ¢, the morphism ¢: M,/ ker(¢) — M, associated to ¢ by the univer-
sality of the coimage is an isomorphism in Mod4(C(X, R)). We construct a morphism
U: Ixpx — My in Mod4(C(X,R)) such that ¢ oy = ¢. If ¢ = 0, then § can be
taken as 0. Therefore we may assume ¢ # 0. Take a non-empty countable subset
% c CO(X) with Nyeyy U = K, and a surjective map U,: N - % . Replacing %
by {X} U{NL, U; | n € N}, we may assume that U, forms a decreasing sequence with
Uy = X. For each i € N, we denote by y; € C(X, R) the characteristic function of X \ U,
which belongs to Ix g x by K € U;. Leti € N. By ¢ # 0, we have R # {0} and M, # {0}.
By R # {0} and 0 # K c U,, we have ||yllcxr) = Iz # 0. By M; # {0}, we have
Cy = ||$‘1||sup € (0,00) and C = |Yllsp € (0, 00), where || - ||s,p, denotes the operator
norm. We obtain

[~ W Oe)|| mosrer) < CoCi llxill rre < CoCrllLll & < 2CoCy 111,

and hence there exists an m; € My such that m; + ker(¢) = ¢ '(Y(x;)) and ||mylly, <
2CoCy||1|lg. Let f € Ixgx. We denote by m(f).: N — M, the sequence assigning
f(my — xus1m,) to each n € N. We denote by : R®M, — M, the scalar multiplication.
Put C; = [|uollsup € (0, 00). We have

lim sup ||m(f)i1 - m(f)ig”Mg = lim sup ||f()(i0+1mi0+1 _Xi1+1mi1+l)||M0
lo—00 i1=ip lo—0 i1=ip
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< l(l)1_r)r010 sup C, (||f)(,0+1||C(XR) ||mzo+1|| My t ||sz1+1||C<XR> ”mll“” MO)
< 2CoCiCy 11| & ,hm SUP(HmeH || CX.R) T ||in1+1 ” CO@R))
< 4C,CiCo 1l g 11m sup |lf(Ollr =

XEU10+1

by Lemma 2.8] and hence m(f). is a gauchy sequence in M,. We denote by m(f) the
limit of m(f). in My. Then the map y¥: Ixgx — My, f — m(f) satisfies the desired
property. O

Lemma 2.10. If R has a bounded factorisation system and K is the intersection of a
non-empty countable subset of CO(X), then Ixg x = 1)2(’ r.x holds.

Proof. Take a bounded factorisation system (V,C, Dy, D;) of R. Let f € Ixgx. We
construct an (fy, f1) € 1)2(,R, « such that f = f,fi. By Lemmal[2.§| there exists a U € CO(X)
such that K € U and f(x) € V for any x € U. We denote by y € Ix x the characteristic
function of X \ U. Put fy :== fx + Do o (f(1 —x)) and f; := y + Dy o (f(1 — x)). Then the
pair (fo, f1) satisfies the desired property. O

Lemma 2.11. [f Ixgx = I2 5 . then C(K, R\&coxrlxrx = {0}

Proof. Let f € C(X,R) ®cx.r) Ixrk, the algebraic tensor product. Take a presentation
f=>"8®h; withn € N. By Ixpx = IXRK, for each i € N with i < n, there exists an
(hi,j,O’ hi,j,l)ji:() € (IX,R,K X IX’R’[()”H—1 with n; € N and h,’ = Z?:O hi,j,Ohi,j,l‘ Then we have

/= Zg,@)h _Zzgt®h110h1}1 —ZzgzﬂXRK(hz}0)®hz]l

i=0 j=0 i=0 j=0
Zzg, ‘0®h,”j’1 = 0
i=0 j=0
This 1mplles C(X, R) ®C(X,R) IX,R,K = {O}, and hence C(X, R)§C(X,R)IX,R,K = {0} O

Lemma 2.12. Let f € C(K,R) and € € (0,0). If X is totally disconnected, then there
exists an f € C(X, R) such that ||[nx g x(f) = fllckr) < € and ||fllcx.r) < lfllckr) + €

Proof. Foreacha € R, put B(a) .= {x € K | ||f(x)—allzg < 27'€}. Put Z = {B(a) | a € R}.
Since X is a totally disconnected compact Hausdorff topological space, the topology of
X is generated by CO(X). In addition, since 4 is an open cover of the compact subset
K, there exists a finite disjoint clopen cover % of K in X such that {K NU | U € %} is
a refinement of A. Replacing % by {U € % | KN U # 0}, we may assume K N U # 0
forany U € % . For each U € % , fix an a € R with K N U C B(a), and denote by £, the
continuous map X — R which assigns a to each x € U and 0 to each x € X'\ U. Then
f =Yy fu satisfies the desired property. O

Lemma 2.13. If X is totally disconnected (resp. X is totally disconnected and R is a
monoid object of €<, ), then nix g k is a strict epimorphism in Mod4(R) (resp. Mody_, (R)).
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Proof. 1t suffices to show that for any (f, €) € C(K, R)x (0, ), there exists an f € C(X,R)
such that mxz x(f) = f and ||fllcxr < IIfllckr + € If f = 0, then f can be taken as
0 € C(X, R). Therefore we may assume f # 0. By induction on n € N, we construct an
fn € C(X, R) satistying the following:

(i) The inequality llmxr k(X1 fi) — fllcr) < 37" Ve holds for any n € N.
(i1) The inequality ||fo||c<x,R) < fNlck.ry + 3~'e holds.
(iii) The inequality ||f,llccx.r) < 37"*P4e holds for any n € N \ {0}.

When n = 0, there exists an f, € C(X,R) such that ||y «( fn) — fllexr) < 37'e and
I fullexry < Ifllekr) + 37 '€ by Lemma-apphed to f and 37'e. When n > 0, there
exists an f, € C(X,R) such that |[mxz (37 Of, — fllekry < 37 Ve and || fullcxr <
3714¢ by Lemma2.12 applied to mxz x(X"=y fi) — f and 37"*Ve. By the completeness
of C(X, R), the infinite sum Y. f; converges to aunique f € C(X, R), which satisfies the
desired property because || fllcix.z) + 37 € + Yooy 37" Ve = || fllckr) + €. o

Proof of Theorem[2.5] We denote by C € Ch(C(X, R)) the chain complex
. _>O_)IX,R,K_)C(X’R)_>O_) LR

of Mod#(C(X, R)), and by f the morphism C — C(K, R) in Ch_(C(X, R)) associated to
nxrx. By Lemma 2.13] 7y is an epimorphism in Alg,(C(X,R)) and f is a quasi-
isomorphism. By Proposition[L.1l, Lemma[2.7, and Lemma[2.9] C is termwise projective,
and hence is termwise strongly flat by [BK20] Proposition 3.11. We consider the com-
mutative diagram

Tot(P ™ (C(K, R)®cxr Py (C)) C(K, R)®cxrC

lTOt(P%X'R)(C(KaR))§C(x,R)f) lC(K,R@C(x,R)f

Tot(PS M (C(K, R)®cur Py (C(K, R))) — C(K, R)®c(xx C(K, R)

in Ch,(C(X,R)). Since f is a quasi-isomorphism and C is termwise strongly flat, the
top horizontal arrow and the left vertical arrow are quasi-isomorphisms by Proposition
(iii) and (iv). We have C(K, R)®cx.rIxzx = {0} by Lemma and Lemma 2,111
and hence the right vertical arrow is an isomorphism in Ch(C(X, R)). This implies that
the bottom horizontal arrow represents an isomorphism in Der (C(X, R)). Therefore the
assertion follows from Proposition [L.8] |

Theorem 2.5 has the following consequences.

Corollary 2.14. If X is a totally disconnected and first countable and R has a bounded
factorisation system, then ntx gy is a homotopy epimorphism in Mod¢(R) for any x € X.

Proof. Since X is first countable, x admits a countable fundamental system %/ of neigh-
bourhoods. Since X is Hausdorff, Nycy U = {x}. This implies that {x} is a G set of X.
Therefore, the assertion immediately follows Theorem O
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Corollary 2.15. If X is totally disconnected, R has a bounded factorisation system, and
there exists a pair (R’, f) of a Banach ring R’ and a continuous map f: X — R’ such that
F71({0}) = K, then nx g x is a homotopy epimorphism in Mody (R).

Proof. By K = Nyanfx € X | ||lf(0)llr < 27"}, K is a G set of X. Therefore, the assertion
immediately follows Theorem |

2.3 Flatness criterion

Thirdly, we deal with a setting for which we will show that Ixx is a flat object of
Mod«(C(X, R)). We abbreviate (¢, R) to %, and (%, X, R) to &;. We say that &, is an
admissible pair if it satisfies the following:

(i) If € is Ab*, then R is R or C equipped with | - |,.

(i) If € is Ab™, then R is a finite field equipped with the trivial valuation or a local
field.

In particular, in this case, mx g x: C(X,R) — C(K, R) is a generalisation of the morphism
between C*-algebras associated to a closed immersion. We say that & is an admissible
triple if it satisfies the following:

(i) The pair 2, is an admissible pair.
(ii) If € is Ab™, then X is totally disconnected.
We give an analogue of Theorem 2.3

Theorem 2.16. If 75 is an admissible triple, then nix g x is a homotopy epimorphism in
Alg,(R).

Remark 2.17. We note that Theorem implies that Gerritzen—Grauert theorem does
not hold in our setting unlike the classical rigid geometry, i.e. a homotopy epimorphism
does not necessarily correspond to a finite union of rational subsets. For example, con-
sider the case X = SN \ N. Since mgy g x is surjective, as we will show in Lemma [2.26]
the cardinality of C(X, R) is bounded by (and in fact equal to) N by the separability of SN.
This implies that the cardinality of the set of rational subsets of X is bounded by 8. On
the other hand, the cardinality of X is 2%, and hence admits a closed subset of cardinality
1 which is not a rational subset.

In order to prove Theorem [2.16] we prepare some lemmata.

Lemma 2.18. If 9, is an admissible pair, then R, is a faithfully strongly internally injec-
tive object of Mod4(R).
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Proof. The strong internal injectivity follows from Hahn—-Banach theorem (cf. [Ing52]]
Theorem 3 or [Sch02] Proposition 9.2 for the non-Archimedean setting). Therefore, it

suffices to show that for any sequence M, ER M, 4 M, in Mod«(R) such that the pair
(M, V) satisfies the universality of the cokernel of g" in Mod4(R), the pair (M, f)
satisfies the universality of the kernel of g in Mod4(R). By the right strong exactness of
(1)¥ and the well-known consequence of Hahn—Banach theorem that the canonical natural
transformation idyjoq..r) = (-)"" consists of isometries, f is a strict monomorphism, and
hence the set-theoretic image imu,(f) of f is closed. Therefore it suffices to show that

ker(g) = imup(f).

First, let m € ima,(f). Assume m ¢ ker(g). Then, by Hahn—Banach theorem, there
exists au € M, such that u(g(m)) # 0. Take an m, € M, with f(mg) = m. By f"og" =0,

we have 0 = (Y o g")(u)(mo) = g"(u)(f(mo)) = g"(W)(m) = u(g(m)), which contradicts
u(g(m)) # 0. Therefore we obtain m € ker(g). This implies imu,(f) C ker(g).

Next, let m € ker(g). Assume m ¢ ima,(f). Then, by the closedness of imay(f)
and Hahn-Banach theorem, there exists a u € M, such that u(m) # 0 and f"(u) =
0. We denote by i the inclusion ker(g) < M,. By goi = 0, we have i¥ o g¥ =
0. By the universality of (M, fV) as the cokernel of g, there exists a unique p; €
Homyioa, ) (Mg, ker(g)") such that i¥ = p, o f¥. We have u(m) = i¥(u)(m) = (py o
fH@w@m) = pr(fY(w)(m) = pr(0)(m) = 0, which contradicts u(m) # 0. Therefore, we
obtain m € imup(f). This implies ker(g) = imap(f). O

We note that the assumptions in Lemma[2.18 can be weakened, because the proof just
requires R to be a spherically complete valuation field in the non-Archimedean setting.
We show an analytic counterpart of the stability by direct summands of the notion of
injectivity.

Lemma 2.19. Let (Iy,1,) € Mody(R)? admitting an i € Homwea, r)(lo, 1)) and a © €
Homyoa, ) (11, Io) with woi = idy,. If I, is strongly internally injective, then so are Iy and
ker(rm).

Proof. The claim for ker(rr) follows from the claim for /, because the inclusion ker(r) —
I, is a split monomorphism. If 7 = 0, then Iy = {0} by moi = id;,, and hence I, is strongly

internally injective. Therefore we may assume 7 # 0. Let 0 — M, i) M, 5, M, be a
strictly exact sequence in Mod(R). For each j € {0, 1}, we abbreviate Homyioq., #)(*, I;)
to G;. We consider the following commutative diagram in Modg (R):

Go(g) Go(f)
Go(M2) 22~ Go(M) 2L Go(My) — 0

lio(-) lio(-) lio(-) H
Gi(g) Gi(f)
G(M>) =25 G (M) 225 G (M) —— 0

lﬂo(-) lno(-) lno(-) H

Go(g) Go(f)
Go(My) =25 Go(My) —=% Go(My) — 0.
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The composites of vertical arrows are identities by 7 o i = id;,. The second horizontal
sequence is strictly coexact by the strong internal injectivity of /. We show the exactness
of the first horizontal sequence at Gy(M,). For this purpose, it suffices to show that for
any (i, €) € ker(Go(f)) X (0, 0), there exists a fi € Go(Ma) such that ||u — fi o gll,m,) < €.
Put C, = ||7r||H0mM0d<g(R)(,l,,0) € [0, 00). By m # 0, we have C,; # 0. By the strict coexactness
of the second horizontal sequence, there exists a v € G;(M;) such that [[iou—vogllg,w,) <
C.'e. Putfi := mo v € Go(M,). We have

| —fiogllgym) =llmoiou—movogllgum < Crlliou—vogllgym <€

Therefore the first horizontal sequence is exact at Go(M)).

We show that Gy(f) is a strict epimorphism. By the strict coexactness of the second
horizontal sequence, G(f) is a strict epimorphism. Therefore we obtain a C € [0, c0)
satisfying the property that for any v € G(M,), there exists a ¥ € G(M;) such that
vo f =vand |Vg,w,) < ClVlle,m,- Put C; = ||i||H0mM0d<g(R)(,0,,l) € [0, o). In order to
show that G((f) is a strict epimorphism, it suffices to show that for any u € Go(M,), there
exists a i € Go(M;) such that fio f = p and ||illgym,) < CrCCillullGym,)- By the definition
of C, there exists a ¥ € G1(M;) such that V o f =i oy and |[¥llg,(m,) < Clli © pllg,mp)- Put
fi:=mov.Wehavefiof=novVof=moiou=pand

il Gomyy = 1l o VIl oy < Cr Wl Gy < CrCli o pll 6y £ CrCCi Il Gome)-

Therefore Go(f) is a strict epimorphism. Thus the first horizontal sequence is strictly
coexact. ]

Let I be a closed ideal of an A € Alg,(R). A bounded approximate unit of I is a
directed set (U, <y ) satisfying the following:

(1) There existsa C € [0, 00) such that U Cc {u € A | ||ullx < C}.

(i1) For any (f, €) € I x (0, 00), there exists a uy € U such that ||f — uf|[s4 < € for any
u € U with ug <y u.

We show a variant of [Nem19] Proposition 3.2 in a way parallel to its original proof.
Lemma 2.20. (i) The regular A-module object is a strongly flat object of Mod4(A).

(it) If 9, is an admissible pair and 1 admits a bounded approximate unit, then I and
A/l are strongly flat objects of Mod(A).

Proof. The assertion (i) immediately follows from Proposition [.1]and [BK20] Proposi-
tion 3.11. We show the assertion (ii). By Proposition[I.3] Lemma[2.18] and the assertion
(i), AV is a strongly internally injective object of Mody(A) and it suffices to show that 7"
and (A/I)" are strongly internally injective objects of Mod4(A). For this purpose, it suf-
fices to construct a section i: I¥ — A" of the dual 7: AY — I" of the inclusion I < A by
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Lemma 2. 19 applied to (Iy, I;) = (I, A"), because the dual (A/I)" — A" of the canonical
projection A —» A/I satisfies the universality of the kernel of 7.

Take a bounded approximate unit (U, <y) of I. Put C = sup,. llulla € [0, 0). We
denote by F' the set of subsets S c U admittingau € U with{u' e U | u <y u’} C S.
Since F forms a filter, there exists an ultrafilter F of U containing F. Let u € I". For any
feA, (uuf)).u is anet in the closed disc of R of radius C||ul|;v||f]l4, and hence admits
a unique F-limit point fi(a) € R by the compactness and the Hausdorftness of closed unit
balls of R. By definition, ji is an R-linear homomorphism A — R whose operator norm
is bounded by Cl||ul|;v, and hence is an element of AY. The map i: IY — A" assigning fi
to each u € I gives an R-linear homomorphism whose operator norm is bounded by C,
and hence gives a morphism in Mod(R). For any (u, f) € IV X I, we have

R = R

lu(f) = a(Hllr = H,u(f) - 1i%n,u(uf)

li%n(,u(f ) — u(uf))

1ig1#(f —uf)|r = liﬁgnllﬂ(f —uf)llg=0

because of F C F and the continuity of || - [z, and hence (7 o D)()(f) = i(w)(f) = a(f) =
u(f). This implies that i is a section of . O

We note that the proof of Lemma (i) explains the reason why Theorem
requires in the non-Archimedean setting the condition that R is a finite field equipped
with the trivial valuation or a local field, which is strictly stronger than the condition that
R is spherically complete, because it has been used the fact that the closed unit ball of R
is compact.

Lemma 2.21. If 9, is an admissible pair, then Ix g x admits a bounded approximate unit
contained in the closed unit disc.

Proof. When & = Ab*, we denote by U C Ixg g the subset of continuous maps u: X —
[0, 1] with 7y g x(u) = O directed by the partial order <, given by the pointwise com-
parison. When ¢ = Ab™, we denote by U C Iyzx the subset of continuous maps
u: X — {0, 1} with x g k(1) = 0 directed by the partial order <y given by the inclusion
of the corresponding clopen subsets. Then (U, <;) forms a bounded approximate unit of
Ix g x contained in the closed unit disc. O

We give a flat analogue of Lemma[2.9

Lemma 2.22. If 9, is an admissible pair, then Ix g x and C(X, K)/Ixr x are strongly flat
objects of Mod4(C(X, R)).

Proof. The assertion immediately follows from Proposition [[.3] Lemma 2.18 Lemma
(ii), and Lemma [2.21] O

We give an analogue of Lemma[2.10l
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Lemma 2.23. If 9, is an admissible pair, then Ixgx = 1)2(’ REK holds.
Proof. The assertion immediately follows from Example (i1) and (iv). O

We give an analogue of Lemma[2.13] which is an extension of Tietze extension theo-
rem for compact Hausdorft topological spaces.

Lemma 2.24. If &5 is an admissible triple, then mx g k is a strict epimorphism in Mod4 (R)
and Modg,_, (R).

Proof. When € = Ab”, then the assertion follows from Tietze extension theorem. When
% = Ab™, then X is totally disconnected, and hence the assertion follows from Lemma

213 O

We note that the proof of Lemmal[2.24]explains the reason why Theorem[2. 10 requires
the condition that Z; is an admissible triple, which is strictly stronger than the condition
that 2, is an admissible pair in the non-Archimedean setting. Indeed, the following
counterexample shows that the condition is actually necessary:

Remark 2.25. Consider the case (¢, X, R, K) = (Ab™, [0, 1], Q. {0, 1}), where 2, is an
admissible pair but Z; is not an admissible triple. Then 7y ¢ is not surjective because
C(X,R) = Q, and C(K,R) = f,, and hence is not a strict epimorphism in Mod¢(R).
Moreover, mx g x is not an epimorphism in Alg,(R) by dime(Qf,@Qp QIQ,) = dime(Q;‘,) =
4+2= dime(Q?,), and hence is not a homotopy epimorphism in Alg..(R) by Proposition
[L7 In particular, Theorem and Lemma [2.24] would not hold if we dropped the
condition that Z; is an admissible triple.

Lemma 2.26. If &5 is an admissible triple, then C(K,R) is a strongly flat object of
Mody(C(X, R)), and the morphism C(X,R)/Ixrx — C(K,R) in Alg(gS](C(X, R)) induced
by mx g x 1S an isomorphism.

Proof. The assertion immediately follows from Lemma Lemma[2.22] and Lemma
2.24 O

Proof of Theorem[2.16] By Lemma .26, C(K, R) is a strongly flat object of C(X, R) and
mx.rx 18 an epimorphism in Alg,.(C(X, R)). The natural morphism

C(K, R)®¢x C(K, R) = C(K, R)®c(x.x/C(K,R)
in Der_ (C(X, R)) is an isomorphism because it is represented by the morphism
Tot(Pi, ™ (C(K, RN x ry P (C(K, R)) = C(K. R¥®cxm/C(K. R)
in Chg (C(X, R)), which is a quasi-isomorphism by the strong flatness of C(K,R) and

Proposition (iii). Since mx g g is an epimorphism in Alg, (C(X, R)), the assertion fol-
lows from Proposition L8] m]
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3 Derived covers versus topological covers

Let € be either Ab* or Ab™, R a monoid object of %, and X a compact Hausdorff topo-
logical space. We continue to use the abbreviations %, and Z; as in §2.31 We have
shown that a closed immersion of topological spaces corresponds to a homotopy Zariski
localisations of the associated algebras of continuous functions, under mild assumptions
on %;. Then, natural questions arise: Does a homotopy Zariski open immersion always
correspond to a closed immersion? Does a topological cover by closed immersions cor-
respond to a cover in the sense of derived analytic geometry and vice versa? We will
answer these two questions in this section in Theorem[3.1], Theorem[3.6, and Lemma[3.9]

3.1 Topological covers

We introduce the notion of a topological cover. We denote by TDCH c CH (cf. the
proof of Proposition[1.9) the full subcategory of totally disconnected compact Hausdorff
spaces. When ¢ = Ab”, then we put CHy := CH. When ¥ = Ab"™, then we put
CH¢ = TDCH. We denote by CH/X the slice category of CH over X, and by TDCH/X
the full subcategory of CH/X consisting of objects whose underlying topological spaces
are totally disconnected. We note that TDCH/X makes sense even when X is not totally
disconnected.

We denote by C7,, the full subcategory of Alg, (C(X, R)) consisting of objects the form
C(Y, R) for some Y € CHg, and by I'” the functor (CHy/X)®P — C*% assigning C(Y, R)
equipped with the pre-composition C(X,R) — C(Y, R) with ® to each (¥, ®) € CHy,/X.
For a subset S ¢ CH¢ /X, we put F*%(S) = (T2, D) | (Y, D) eS).

When ¢ = Ab*, we denote by B¢ the identity functor CH — CH, and by ¢4 the
identity natural transformation idcy = B¢. When € = Ab™, we denote by B¢ the Ba-
naschewski compactification functor CH — TDCH, and by ¢4 the natural transformation
idcy = B¢ assigning the canonical map ¥ — B« (Y) to each compact Hausdorff topolog-
ical space Y. We recall that the Banaschewski compactification functor is a left adjoint
functor to the inclusion TDCH < CH with unit ¢4, and is explicitly described in [Mih14]]
Theorem 1.3 using the Berkovich spectrum functor Alg.,.(R) — CH.

A @ -embedding is a morphism ¢: X, — X; in CH such that B(¢) is a homeo-
morphism onto the image. In particular, the notion of an Ab*-embedding is equiva-
lent to that of a homeomorphism onto image between compact Hausdorft topological
spaces, and every homeomorphism onto the image between totally disconnected com-
pact Hausdorff topological spaces is an Ab™-embedding. On the other hand, an Ab™-
embedding is not necessarily a homeomorphism onto the image, and a homeomorphism
onto the image between (not necessarily totally disconnected) compact Hausdorff topo-
logical spaces is not necessarily an Ab™-embedding. Indeed, the projection [0, 1] — {0}
is an Ab™-embedding which is not a homeomorphism onto the image, and the inclusion
{0, 1} = [0, 1] is a homeomorphism onto the image which is not an Ab™*-embedding.
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A G-cover of X is a subset S ¢ CH/X satisfying the following:
(i) Forany Y € S, the structure map ¥ — X is a ¥ -embedding.

(i) There exists a finite subset S, C S such that the composite of tx(X): X — Bx(X)
and the coproduct | |ycs, ¥ — X of the structure maps is surjective.

We now describe the relations between % ’-covers of X, derived covers of C(X,R) in ¥,
and non-derived covers of C(X,R) in %

3.2 Acyclicity for a topological cover by closed immersions

We first compare the notion of a &-cover by closed subsets and the notion of a derived
cover.

Theorem 3.1. Let S be a set of closed immersions into X. If 25 is an admissible triple,
then the following are equivalent:

(i) The set S is a €-cover of X.

(ii) The set S admits a finite subset So C S with |k jes, J(K) = X.
(iii) The set r7 (S) is a non-derived cover of C(X,R) in €.
(iv) The set F?3 (S) is a derived cover of C(X,R) in €.

We note that the assumption that &; is an admissible triple implies that all closed
subsets of X are objects of CH¢. Therefore, we can ignore S, and ¢4 in the definitions of
a ¢-embedding and a €-cover (these maps will be used in the next subsection). By an
argument similar to that of Remark 2.17] a €-cover does not necessarily contain a finite
subcover by finite unions of rational subsets. Therefore, Theorem [3.1]is strictly stronger
than Tate’s acyclicity for a rational cover. In order to show Theorem 3.1l we prove some
lemmata.

Lemma 3.2. Let Ky and K, be closed subsets of X. If Z5 is an admissible triple, then
the closure of Ix g k,Ixr .k, coincides with Ix g k,ux, and Ixg x, N Ixr k,, and the closure of
IX,R,KO + IX,R,KI coincides with IX’R’KOQKI.

Proof. We have Ixg k,ux, = Ixrk, N Ixrk,, because an f € C(X, R) is identically zero on
KoUK, if and only if f is identically zero on K and K. Since Ix g k,uk, and Ix g x,nk, are
closed ideals containing Ix g x,Ixr x, and Ixrk, + Ixr k, respectively, it suffices to show
that Ix gk, Ixrk, and Ixg g, + Ixrk, are dense in Ix g x,uk, and Ix g x,nk, respectively.

We show that for any (f, €) € Ix g k,uk, X(0, ), there exists an (fy, f1) € Ixrk, XIxrk,
such that || f — fo fillcx.r) < €. By Lemma[2.21], Iy g x, admits a bounded approximate unit
(U, <yp) contained in the closed unit disc. By f € Ixr k,uk, C Ixrk,, there existsau € U
such that ||f — ufllcxr) < €. Put fo = uand f; := f. Then (fo, f) satisfies the desired
property. Therefore Ix g x,Ixr k, 1s dense in Iy g k,uk, -
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We show that for any (f, €) € Ixgk,nk, X (0,00), there exists an (fo, fi) € Ixrk, X
Ixrx, such that [|f — (fo + fllcar < € Put Kr = {x € K; | [If(®)lz > 37%¢}. By
Ky N K; € £7'({0}), we have K, N K, = 0. By the normality of X, the characteristic
function yo: Ko U K, — R of K, is continuous. By Lemma 2.24] applied to K = Ky U
K>, there exists a yo € C(X,R) such that 7wy k,ux,(Y0) = Xo and [[yollcxr < 2. By

xRk (Y0) = Tkouksrk(X0) = 0, we have o € Ixrg, Put fo = fxo € Ixrk, and
K; = {xe X |I(f = fo)(®llz = 37'€}. For any x € K, we have

(f = f)(x) = f(x) = fF)xe(x) = f(x) = f(x)xo(x) = 0.

For any x € K; \ K;, we have

N = fo)ON & = lf () = fOXoXN & = [IF O & 1T = Ko &
< FOON AN ccxry + ol coxry) < 372¢-(1+2)=3""e.

This implies that K; N K3 = (. By the normality of X, the characteristic function y;: K; U
K3 — R of K3 is continuous. By Lemma[2.24]applied to K = K; U K3, there exists a y; €

C(X, R) such that rx g x,uk, (1) = x1 and |[¥1llcxr) < 2. By txrk, (¥1) = Tk uksr.k, (Y1) =
0, we haVe)?l S IX,R,K] . Put fl = (f - ,ﬁ)))?l € IX,R,Kl- For any x € K3, we have

(f = (o + f)®) = (f = fo)()d = x1)) = (f = fo)(x)( = x1)(x) = 0.

For any x € X \ K3, we have

I(f = (o + SOz = I(f = fo))(A =)D & < I(f = )N &I = XD £
< G = f)@N &AM+ (Dl R) <37'e-(1+2) =

This implies [|f — (fo + fi)llcx.r)y < €. Therefore Ixg g, + Ixrk, 1S dense in Ix g gynk,. O

Lemma 3.3. Let Ky and K, be closed subsets of X. If 95 is an admissible triple, then the
natural morphism

C(Ko, R)®¢ x5, C(K1, R) = C(Ko, R)®c(x.0,\C(K1, R)
in Der(C(X, R)) is an isomorphism, and the morphism
C(Ko, R)®c(xrC(Ki,R) = C(Ky N K1, R)
in Alg,(C(X, R)) associated to nk, g k,nk, aNd Tk, g k0K, 1S an isomorphism.

Proof. The assertion immediately follows from Proposition (iii), Lemma [3.2] and
Lemmal[2.26l a

Proof of Theorem[3_1l The equivalence between the conditions (i) and (ii) immediately
follows from the definition of a ¥-cover. The equivalence between the conditions (iii)
and (iv) follows from Proposition [L10] and Lemma [3.3] It remains to show that (ii) is

30



equivalent to (ii1). Let Sy be a finite subset of S. We denote by T, the (non-derived)
Tate—Cech complex

0-CXR - || ckrm— []| CKoRBeoxrnCKLR) — -

(K.j)€So (Ki,j)}_o€LlS 0]

associated to 7> (S0). Put Xo := Uk jes, J(K). By Theorem [2.16] it suffices to show that
Ty, is strictly exact in Mody(R) if and only if X, = X.

First, suppose Xy = X. Then the exactness (without the strictness) immediately fol-
lows from Lemma [3.3] the exactness of the Cech complex for (not necessarily continu-
ous) functions, and the gluing lemma asserting that the openness of a subset of a topo-
logical space can be tested by the pullback by a finite closed cover. The strictness for the
case where the norm of R is trivial follows from the fact that the values of the norms of
components of Ts, belong to {0, 1}. The strictness for the case where the norm of R is
non-trivial follows from open mapping theorem (cf. [BouS3] Theorem 1.3.3/1).

Next, suppose that X, is a proper subset of X. Take an x; € X \ X,,. By the finiteness
of Sy, Xo is closed. By the regularity of X, the characteristic function y: Xy U {x;} — R
of {x;} is continuous. By Lemma[2.24 applied to K = X, U{x,}, there exists a y € C(X, R)
such that mx g x,ui1(¥) = x. We have y(x;) = y(x;) = 1, and hence y # 0, while we
have 7x g ji)(X) = Tx,upar,jck)(x) = 0 for any (K, j) € Sy. Therefore the map C(X,R) —
[Tk jes, C(K, R) in Ty, is not injective. This implies that T, is not strictly exact. O

We obtain an analogue of “Kiehl’s Theorem B” (cf. [Kie66] Hilfssatz 1.5) in rigid
geometry.

Corollary 3.4. Let S be a finite set of closed immersions into X. If 95 is an admissible
triple, then the following are equivalent:

(i) The equality | Jk jes J(K) = X holds.
(ii) For any M € Mod4(C(X, R)), the (non-derived) Tate—Cech complex
0-M — l_l M@C(X,R)C(K, R)

(K, )eS
- 1_[ M®cx .z C(Ko, R)®cxr)C(Ki,R) — - -+
(Ki,j)}_o€LST?

of M associated to S is strictly exact in Mod(R).
(iii) For any M € Der(C(X, R)), the total complex of the derived Tate—Cech complex
0-M - || M&yrCK,R)

(K, j)eS
L L
= ] M8 CKo, RIBE x y C(KIL R) — -
(KinjDi_o€lST?

of M associated to S is strictly exact in Mody(R).
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Proof. By Theorem [3.1] both of the conditions (ii) and (iii) applied to the case where M
is the regular C(X, R)-module object imply the condition (i). We show that the condition
(i) implies the conditions (ii) and (iii). We denote by C the Cech complex

0-CXR— || clikrLBR - [] Cloko)nja(K)R) = -

(K.jeS (K, ji)i_o€lS 2

associated to (j(K))x, jes, which is naturally isomorphic in Ch_ (C(X, R)) to (and hence
will be identified with) the (non-derived) Tate—Cech of C(X, R) associated to S by Lemma
3.3l and hence is strictly exact by the condition (i) and Theorem[3.1l By Lemma[2.26] C is
termwise strongly flat. Therefore for any M € Mod4(C(X, R)), M®cx /C is isomorphic
to 0 in Der_(C(X, R)) by Proposition (i1), and hence is strictly exact by Proposition
(iii). This implies the assertion (ii).

Let M € Der(C(X,R)). We denote by C(M) € Ch (Der(C(X,R))) the derived
Tate—Cech complex of M associated to S. The natural morphism C(M) — M@C(X,R)C
in Ch™(Der_(C(X, R))) is represented by a morphism in Ch™(Ch,(C(X, R))) which is a
termwise quasi-isomorphism by the termwise strong flatness of C and Proposition
(iii), and the zero morphism M@C(X,R)C — 0 in Ch™(Ch(C(X, R))) is a termwise quasi-
isomorphism by the assertion (i1). This implies that the zero morphism Tot(C(M)) — 0
in Cho(C(X, R)) is a quasi-isomorphism by Proposition[L.6] (iv). Therefore Tot(C(M)) is
strictly exact by Proposition [L.3] (iii). This implies the assertion (iii). O

3.3 Acyclicity for a general topological cover

We next compare general %-covers and derived covers of the Banach algebra C(X, R) in
the case when Z; = (%, X, R) forms an admissible triple. For this purpose, we will use
the following proposition:

Proposition 3.5. If &; is an admissible triple, then for any pair (Y,$) of a compact
Hausdorff topological space Y and a morphism ¢: C(X,R) — C(Y,R) in Alg,(R), there
exists a unique continuous map ®: Y — X such that ¢ coincides with the pre-composition
with .

Proof. If € = Ab”, then the assertion immediately follows from Gel’fand—Naimark
theorem. Suppose ¥ = Ab™. By [Mihl4] Corollary 2.3, we may replace the functor
B¢: CH — TDCH by the composition of the functor C(-,R): CH — Alg.(R) and the
Berkovich spectrum functor .#%: Alg,(R) — CH, and we can replace (4 by the natural
transformation ¢¢ given by the evaluation map. Since 5 is an admissible triple, X is
totally disconnected. This implies that (z(X) is a homeomorphism. Put @ = (z(X)™! o
Mr(p) o tr(Y). Then @ is continuous by the continuity of tz(X)™!, .#Zz(¢), and tz(Y).

Let f € C(X,R). For any y € Y, we have

¢ = wYWN(P()) = AR RYIW(S) = (AR($) o tr(Y))(f)
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= ((X) o D)YY)(f) = wEXNPON(S) = f(O())

by the definition of (. This implies ¢(f) = f o ®. Therefore ¢ coincides with the
pre-composition with @. This completes the proof of the existence of a desired ®. We
show its uniqueness. Let @’ be a continuous map ¥ — X such that ¢ coincides with the
pre-composition with ®’. Assume ® # @’. Take a y, € Y with ®(yy) # P'(yo). By
the Hausdorffness of X, the characteristic function y: {®(yy), ®'(yo)} — R of {®’(yp)} is
continuous. By Lemma [2.24] there exists a y € C(X, R) such that x g (o(y).0' () () = X-
We have

X(@(39)) = ¥ (P(y9)) = (¥ o P)(yo) = (X)) = (¥ © D)) = ¥ (D' (y0)) = (D' (),
but this contradicts y(®(yp)) = 0 # 1 = y(P’(yp)). This implies © = @’. O

Suppose that &, is an admissible pair. Put §3 = (¢,Bs(X),R). Then §3 is an
admissible triple, and hence Proposition is applicable to ;. For an object A =

(C(Y,R), ¢) of C:AbAXR)’ we denote by I 2,(¢) the continuous map ®: ¥ — B« (X) such

that ¢po C; (tz(X)) coincides with the pre-composition with ®, which exists and is unique
3
by Proposition applied to 73, and put I';, (A) = (Y,T", (¢)) € CHg/By(X). For

a subset T C C:AbA,X,R)’ we put F;}(T) = {I“;%(A) | A € T} ¢ CHy/By(X). For a

subset S © CH/X, we put iy 0 S = {(Y,14(X) o @) | (Y,®) € S} ¢ CH/B»(X) and
B (S) = {(Bx(Y), Bx(P)) | (Y, D) € S} C CHy /By (X).

Theorem 3.6. Let (©, A) be either (CHy, 25) or (CH, (Ab*, X, R)). If 9, is an admissible
pair, then the following hold:

(i) For any subset S C /X, the following are equivalent:
(i-i) The setT2(S) is a non-derived cover of C(X,R) in €.
(i-ii) The set T2(S) is a derived cover of C(X,R) in €.
(i-iii) The set 1x(X) o S is a € -cover of Bx(X).
(i-iv) The set B4 (S) is a € -cover of Bx(X).
(i-v) The set S is a € -cover of X.

(ii) For any subset T C C}, the following are equivalent:

(ii-i) The set T is a non-derived cover of C(X,R) in €.
(ii-ii) The set T is a derived cover of C(X,R) in €.

In order to show Theorem 3.6, we prepare several lemmata.

Lemma 3.7. Let Y be a compact Hausdorff topological space. If 9, is an admissible
pair, then the following hold:
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(i) The map 14(Y) is a surjective € -embedding.
(ii) The composition C(B¢(Y),R) — C(Y, R) with 1x(Y) is an isometric isomorphism.

Proof. The claim for € = Ab® is obvious. Suppose € = Ab™. The assertion (i) follows
from the construction of B¢ in [Mih14] Lemma 1.8 and the compactness of Y, and the
assertion (ii) follows from [Mih14] Corollary 2.2 and [Mih14] Corollary 3.6 (iii). O

We recall that at the beginning of this section, we defined the functor I'” . CHy/X —
C;, assigning to each (¥, @) € CH¢/X the Banach ring C(Y, R) equipped with the pre-
composition C(X, R) — C(Y, R) with ®. We give a partial extension of Gel’fand—Naimark
theorem.

Lemma 3.8. If 75 is an admissible triple, then the functor T'?* gives a categorical equiva-
lence between (CHy /| X)°P and the essential image of the inclusion Cf‘% — Alg,(C(X,R)),
and the functor represented by R gives its quasi-inverse.

Proof. If € = Ab", the assertion immediately follows from Gel’fand—Naimark the-

orem. Suppose ¥ = Ab™. We denote by 6*% the essential image of the inclusion

C*@3 — Alg,(C(X,R)), and by i: (CH¢/X)® — E*% the functor given by I'”2. Then i
is essentially surjective by the definition of the object class of C7,. For any morphism
¢: C(Yo,R) — C(Y1,R) in C7,, there exists a unique continuous map @: Yy — Yo
such that T'7(®) = I'“ YR (@) = ¢ by Proposition applied to the admissible triple
(¢,Yo,R). Therefore i is fully faithful. In particular, the restriction of the Berkovich
spectrum functor Alg, (R) — CH gives a quasi-inverse 6*% — CHg/X by [M1h14]
Corollary 2.2 and [Mih14] Corollary 3.6 (iii), and is represented by R = C({0}, R) by
[Mih14]] Corollary 3.6 (iv). O

Lemma 3.9. Let (C(Y,R), ) be an object of Cy, If 95 is an admissible pair, then the
following are equivalent:

(i) The morphism m is a homotopy epimorphism in Alg(R).
(i) The morphism r is a strict epimorphism in Mod¢(R) and Modg,_, (R).
(iii) The map I'y, () is a € -embedding.

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, the claims are reduced to the case where X and Y are objects of
CHg. In particular, 5 is an admissible triple. The condition (iii) implies that F*% (m)isa
homeomorphism onto the image because t»(Y) is a homeomorphism, and hence implies
the condition (ii) by Lemma[2.24] The condition (ii) implies the condition (i) by Theorem
because we have

ker(m) = {f € C(X. R)|f o T, (m) = 0} = {f € C(X, R)|Vy € ¥, £, (m)(»)) = 0]

= {f € C(X, R)‘ﬂrf%(n)(y) = 0} = Ix,R,r;Z}(n)(Y)-
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Suppose that 7 satisfies the condition (i). Then 7 is an epimorphism in Alg, (R) by Propo-
sition [L7, and hence the map Hompe, z(C(Y,R),R) — Hompyj,, #(C(X,R),R), ¢ =
¢ o m is injective. This implies the injectivity of I';, (7) by Lemma 3.8 Since X and Y
are compact Hausdorff topological spaces, I';, () is a homeomorphism onto the image.
Since 7 coincides with the pre-composition with I', (), it is a strict epimorphism in
Mody(C(X, R)) and Mody, (C(X, R)) by Lemma [2.24] O

Proof of Theorem[3.6l For any subset T C C%, we have T = {¢p o T2(1e(X)™! | ¢ €
Ff(F*A(T))}. Therefore the assertion (ii) is reduced to the assertion (i). Since ¢y is a
natural transformation idcy = Sy, the condition (i-iii) is equivalent to the condition
(i-iv) by Lemma [3.7] (ii). Since t4 gives a natural isomorphism idcy, = B¢lcu.,, the
condition (i-iv) is equivalent to the condition (i-v). By Lemma [3.7] the equivalence of
the conditions (i-i), (i-ii), and (i-v) for (CH, (Ab®, X, R)) is reduced to the equivalence of
them for (CHy, &5). The equivalence of the conditions (i-1), (i-ii), and (i-v) for (CH¢, %)
immediately follows from Theorem [3.1]and Lemma[3.9 m|

4 Application to derived and non-derived descent

In this last section, we show how the main results of this paper can be applied to the study
of questions of descent for the Banach algebras of continuous functions. To explain what
this means, we introduce some notions. Let ;3 = (%, X, R) be an admissible triple. For
a (Y, ®) in CH/X, consider the monads 74(®) = ®,®* on Mody(C(X, R)) and F3(®) =
®,LO* on Der(C(X, R)) defined by the adjunctions

®": Mod¢(C(X,R)) & Mody(C(Y,R)): ®.
L®": Der(C(X,R)) & Der (C(Y,R)): @,,

where ®* is the scalar extension functor (-)@C(X,R)C(Y, R), L®* is the derived scalar exten-

sion functor (-)@&X R)C(Y, R), and @, is the restriction of scalars functor.

Let .7 denote Z,4(®) (resp. Z4(P)), and abbreviate Mody (resp. Der) to M. We
recall that the monad 7 can be thought as a monoid over the monoidal category of
endofunctors of M(C(X, R)), where the monoidal structure is given by composition of
functors. Therefore, it makes sense to consider Mod(.7), i.e. the category of left modules
for the monad .7. There is an adjunction

Fz7: M(C(X,R)) S Mod(7): Ug,

where F 7 is the free module object and U » is the forgetful functor. We note that U5 o
F4 = 7. Let us consider the comonad L5 := F 4 o U4 and the category CoMod(L )
of left comodules over the comonad L. We denote CoMod(L) by Descycix.ry (D),
and call it the non-derived (resp. derived) descent category associated to ®. An object
of Descycx.ry(®) can be described as a triple (M, p,o0) of an M € M(C(X,R)) and
morphisms p: (M) - M and o: M — 7 (M) in M(C(X, R)) that give respectively the
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left action of .7 and the left coaction of L~ and that satisfy some further compatibility
properties. See [Ball2] Remark 1.4 for a detailed description of Descyccx.z)(®), and
[Mes18]] Theorem 3.1 for a preceding result on an abstract criterion of effective descent
for Mody,,(A) for an A € Alg,, (R) in the case where R is R or C, which implies that
the Banach A-algebra [[,.; A/eA satisfies the effective descent for Banach modules with
submultiplicative norm for any finite orthogonal system E C A of idempotents of norm
< 1 with Y.z e = 1 by a counterpart of Corollary 2.3|for €.

We define the comparison functor Q 7 as the functor M(C(X, R)) — Descycx.z)(P)
assigning to each M € M(C(X, R)) the tuple (.7 (M), €y, 7 (nu)), wWhere € is the counit
7 = idmcxr) of the adjunction and 7 is the unit idycxr) = 7 of the adjunction.
We say that © satisfies non-derived (resp. derived) effective descent if the comparison
functor Q » is an equivalence. We will apply the notion of the descent category in the
following specific case:

Let S be a finite set of closed immersions into X. We put ¥ := [ [ ;s K, and denote
by ® the coproduct ¥ — X of (j)k jes.- If S is a €-cover of X, then ® is surjective
by Theorem [3.1] and the category Descycix.r)(®) introduced so far is an abstract way
of encoding the descent data given by a family (Mx )k jies € [k jes M(C(K, R)) with
isomorphisms in M(C(KO,R)FéC(X,R)C(Kl,R)) for all (K, j; z!=0 € §? satisfying the cocy-
cle condition. Therefore, in this case, the question of whether the comparison functor
07 : M(C(X, R)) — Descwmcx.r)(P) is an equivalence asks if it is possible to construct a
unique (up to isomorphism) object of M(C(X, R)) out of a family of objects of M(C(K, R))
that are isomorphic on the intersections in a compatible way. In this situation, we say
that S satisfies non-derived (resp. derived) effective descent if the comparison functor
07: M(C(X,R)) — Descycx.ry(®P) is an equivalence. As an analogue of the equiva-
lence between finite Banach modules over an affinoid algebra and coherent sheaves over
the rigid analytic space associated to it (cf. [Kie66]] Theorem 1.2), we give our main result
on derived and non-derived effective descent.

Theorem 4.1. The following are equivalent:
(i) The equality | Jk jes J(K) = X holds.
(ii) The functor LO* is faithful.
(iii) The functor L®* is conservative.
(iv) The functor ®* is faithful.
(v) The functor ®* is conservative.
(vi) The family S satisfies derived effective descent.

(vii) The family S satisfies non-derived effective descent.

In order to show Theorem 4.1l we recall some basic result of category theory that we
need to prove Theorem 4.1l
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Lemma 4.2. For any monoid A of €, M(A) is idempotent complete.

Proof. The assertion for Mod4(A) follows from the fact that for any morphism n: M —
M in Modg(A) with 7 = n, the addition ker(rr) @ ker(1 — ) — M is an isomorphism in
Mody(A). The assertion for Der.(A) follows from [BSO1] Lemma 2.4, where the proof is
given for the derived category of chain complexes bounded below of any exact category
but the same proof can be given for the derived category of chain complexes bounded
above. O

We recall that a morphism in a category is said to be a bimorphism if it is both a
monomorphism and an epimorphism. A category is said to be balanced if every bimor-
phism is an isomorphism. The following is the main benefit to consider the triangulated
category Der_ (C(X, R)) even when we are interested in the non-derived descent:

Lemma 4.3. Every monomorphism in a triangulated category is split. In particular,
every triangulated category is balanced.

Proof. The first assertion follows from [Ball2] Remark 2.4. Since a split monomorphism
is not an epimorphism unless the complement direct summand is an initial object, every
bimorphism in a triangulated category is an isomorphism. O

Lemma4.4. Let F: C — D be afaithful functor. If C is balanced, then F is conservative.

Proof. Suppose that r is a morphism in C such that F(r) is an isomorphism in D. In
particular, F(r) is a monomorphism and an epimorphism. Since F is faithful, it reflects
both monomorphisms and epimorphisms. This implies that r is a bimorphism, and hence
is an isomorphism because C is balanced. O

Proof of Theoremd. 1l By Lemma and [Ball2] Corollary 3.1, the condition (ii) is
equivalent to the condition (vi). By Lemma [4.3] and Lemma (4.4} the condition (ii) im-
plies the condition (iii), because Der,(C(X, R)) is a triangulated category (cf. [Sch99]]
Definition 1.2.18). The condition (vii) implies the faithfulness of Q 4, and hence the
condition (iv).

First, we show that the condition (ii) (resp. (iii)) implies the condition (iv) (resp. (v)).
For a Z € CH, we denote by Jz: Mod«(C(Z, R)) — Der,(C(Z, R)) the canonical embed-
ding, which is fully faithful by [Sch99] Corollary 1.2.28. Since C(Y, R) =[]k, jes C(K, R)
is a strongly flat object of Mody (C(X, R)) by Lemma[2.26] the correspondence assigning
to each M € Modi(C(X, R)) the morphism js(M): M®y o C(K, R) = M®c(xrC(K,R)
in Der_ (C(X, R)) gives a natural isomorphism js: L®" o Jy = Jy o ®* by Proposition
(iii). Let f be a morphism in Mod4(C(X, R)) such that ®*(f) is a zero morphism
(resp. an isomorphism) in Mod4(C(Y, R)). Then (Jy o ®*)(f) is a zero morphism (resp.
an isomorphism) in Der,(C(Y, R)), and hence so is (L®* o Jx)(f) because jg is a natural
isomorphism. Since L®* is faithful (resp. conservative), Jx(f) is a zero morphism (resp.
an isomorphism) in Der_ (C(X, R)). Since Jy is fully faithful, f is a zero morphism (resp.
an isomorphism) in Mod(C(X, R)). This implies that ®* is faithful (resp. conservative).

37



Secondly, we show that the condition (iv) (resp. (v)) implies the condition (i). For
this purpose, it suffices to show that if ® is not surjective, then ®@* is not faithful (resp.
conservative). Suppose that an x € X is not contained in the image of ®. Let r denote the
identity morphism (resp. the zero morphism) C({x}, R) — C({x}, R) in Mod4(C(X, R)).
By Lemma[3.3] we have ®*(C({x}, R)) = {0} and hence ®*(r) is a zero morphism (resp.
an isomorphism), while r itself is not a zero morphism (resp. an isomorphism). Therefore
@~ is not faithful (resp. conservative).

Thirdly, we show that the condition (i) implies the condition (ii). Since Der_ (C(X, R))
is an additive category and L®* is an additive functor, it suffices to show that every mor-
phism f: M — N in Der_(C(X, R)) with L®*(f) = 01is 0 in order to show the faithfulness
of L®*. We denote by C € Ch.(C(X, R)) the (non-derived) Tate—Cech complex of C(X, R)
associated to S truncated at degree 0, and by p: C(X,R) — C[-1] the canonical mor-
phism in Ch_(C(X, R)). By the condition (i) and Theorem[3.1] p is a quasi-isomorphism.
By Lemmal[2.26, C is termwise strongly flat. By L®*(f) = 0, we have f@é(X’R)C[—l] =0.
By the commutativity of the diagram

M@]c“(xmp
" "SI
f lf@&x,mc[_l]
N §%(X,R)p

N@(%(X’R)C[—l]

in Der,(C(X, R)), we have (N&Gy z0) © f = (f&xpCl-1]) o (M&ypp) = 0. By
Corollary 3.4 (ii), N®cxrp is @ morphism in Ch™(ChZ(C(X, R))) which is a termwise
quasi-isomorphism. Therefore by Proposition (iv), N@%(X’R)p is represented by a
quasi-isomorphism. This implies that N@%(X’ P 18 an isomorphism in Der; (C(X, R)) and
hence f = (NEB%(XJR),O)‘1 o (N@%(X’R)p) of = (NE)F]I(‘E(M),O)‘1 00 =0.

Finally, we show that the condition (i) implies the condition (vii). We note that we

have already shown that the condition (i) is equivalent to the conditions (ii), (iii), (iv),
(v), and (vi), and hence we can freely use them. The diagram

Q74

Mod¢(C(X, R)) DeSCMod(g (C(X,R))((D)

A |

_ O
Der g(C(X, R)) - DeSCDeng (C(X,R))(q))

of functors commutes up to natural isomorphism, and the arrows other than Q 7, are fully
faithful by the condition (vi). This implies that Q 7, is fully faithful.

Therefore if Q 7, is essentially surjective, then the functor

SO]ynd . DescMod%(C(X,R»(d)) e MOdc,oﬁ(C(X, R))
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assigning ker(co(M) — ¢1(M)) to each M € Descumoa., (cx,r)(P) 1s a quasi-inverse of Q 7,
by the condition (i) and Corollary 3.4] where co(M) denotes the morphism

l_[ My — l_[ Mx,.jo®cixrC(Ki, R)
(K, j)es (Kinji)_eS?
(m.pkpes (Mg jo) @ Dik, jot s
in Mod(C(X, R)), ¢;(M) denotes the morphism
l_l Mk — 1—[ Mx,.jo®cicnC(K1, R)
(K, ))eS (Kisji)}y €S2
(Mm@ pxjes H  (O(M), j,-)}zo(m(Kl 0 ® D, J)L,€s?
in Modg(C(X, R)), and (M j))x.jes € [k jes Modx(C(K, R)) denotes the descent data
associated to M with compatible system (M) = (O(M) g, LK) geS? of isomorphisms

O(M) x,

i - Mk, joy®cxrC(K1, R) = Mk, j,)®cxrC(Ko, R)
in Mod4(C(X, R)).

We denote by LH4(C(X, R)) the full subcategory of Dery(C(X, R)) consisting of chain
complexes concentrated at degrees in {—1, 0} whose (—1)-st differential is a monomor-
phism. The essential image of LH4(C(X, R)) in Der4(C(X, R)) coincides with its left
heart with respect to the left t-structure, and the correspondence assigning to each N =
(Ny, dn,nez € Derg(C(X, R)) the object

50— coim(dy ) =3 Ker(dy,) — 0 — -+

of LH4(C(X, R)) gives the cohomology functor LH’: Dery,(C(X,R)) — LH4(C(X,R))
of the left t-structure by [Sch99]] Proposition 1.2.19, where Dy denotes the canonical
monomorphism coim(dy_,) — ker(dy,) in Mod4(C(X, R)).

By the condition (vi), there is a pair (M, ) of an M = (M, d,),ez € Der_ (C(X, R))
and an isomorphism i ; : L®*(M) — [Tk jes Mk in Der(C(Y, R)) compatible with
the isomorphisms 8(M). We denote by ®*(LH(M)) the chain complex

50 = O (coimd_)) " *(ker(dg)) — 0 — - - -

of Mod4(C(X,R)), and by n = (17,)ez the unit LH'(M) — ®*(LH°(M)) of Fq. We
show that 77 represents a monomorphism in LH,(C(X, R)). Applying LH? to the image in
Der4(C(X, R)) of the distinguished triangle

Cone(n)[—1] — LH(M) — ®*(LH’(M)) — Cone(n)
in Ch_(C(X, R)), we obtain an exact sequence

LH°(Cone(n)[-1]) — LH(M) — ®*(LH(M)) — LH(Cone(1))
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in LH4(C(X, R)). Therefore it suffices to show that LHO(Cone(n)[—l]) is strictly exact.
Put N = {m € ®*(coim(d_y)) | ®*(Dy)(m) € im(ny)} € Modyx(C(X,R)). By the
explicit presentation

-Dy

n-1

«++— 0 — coim(d_) — ker(dy) ® ®*(coim(d_;))
0" (D),
— ®*(ker(dp)) - 0 — ---

of Cone(n), LHO(Cone(n)[—l]) is given as

-Dy; ) Dconeapi-11

--—>O—>coim( . —  ker(no@® ®*(Dy)) - 0— ---
-1

naturally identified with
---—>O—>coim(a’_1)n—_;N—>O—>

because 7 is a strict monomorphism by the condition (i) and Corollary 3.4l By the
commutativity of the diagram

coim(d_ )§C(X,R)P

coim(d_;) coim(d_1)®cx.x Cl-1]
lDM lDM§C(x,R>C[—1]
Ker(do) — " ECRE v or(do)@cor Cl-1]

in Ch_ (C(X, R)) whose horizontal arrows are quasi-isomorphisms again by the condition
(i) and Corollary 3.4, we obtain N = Solz,(Q 7, (coim(d_;))) and LH’(Cone(;))[-1]) is
strictly exact. This implies that 77 represents a monomorphism in LH4(C(X, R)).

Since C(K, R) is a strongly flat object of Mod«(C(X, R)) and M ; is concentrated at
degree O for any (K, j) € S, ¥ induces an isomorphism

Yroan: @ LHWD) > | | M
(K. j)eS
in LH4(C(X, R)) compatible with 6(M). Since ¢’ o : LH(M) — [Tk jjes Mk.j) 18 a
monomorphism in LH(C(X, R)) and [k jes M(x.j is concentrated at degree 0, LH’(M)
belongs to the essential image of Mody(C(X, R)) by [Sch99] Proposition 1.2.29. This
implies that Q #, is essentially surjective. O
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