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Abstract. We introduce the category of ﬁnite étale covers of an arbitrary schematic ﬁnite space
X and show that, equipped with an appropriate natural ﬁber functor, it is a Galois Category.
This allows us to deﬁne the étale fundamental group of schematic spaces. If X is a ﬁnite model of
a scheme S, we show that the resulting Galois theory on X coincides with the classical theory of
ﬁnite étale covers on S and therefore we recover the classical étale fundamental group introduced
by Grothendieck. In order to prove these results it is crucial to ﬁnd a suitable geometric notion
of connectedness for schematic ﬁnite spaces and also to study their geometric points. We achieve
these goals by means of the strong cohomological constraints enjoyed by schematic ﬁnite spaces.

Introduction
Let S be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme
T (qc-qs) and consider a ﬁnite aﬃne covering
U = {Ui } such that for every s ∈ S, the open set U s := s∈Ui Ui is also aﬃne. A classical topological
construction that goes back to McCord [14] allows us to deﬁne a ﬁnite poset (equivalently, a T0 ﬁnite
topological space) X associated to (S, U), along with a natural continuous projection π : S −→ X.
In his paper [18], F. Sancho showed that if we endow X with the sheaf of rings OX deﬁned by
the push forward of the structure sheaf OS , then (X, OX ) is a ringed space such that the projection
π induces an equivalence between the categories of quasi-coherent sheaves Qcoh(X) ≃ Qcoh(S)
and an isomorphism at the level of their cohomology. We will call these ﬁnite ringed topological
spaces ﬁnite models of our schemes. Furthermore, one can recover the original scheme from any
ﬁnite model via a recollement procedure. We can also interpret these spaces as representations of a
quiver with values in the category of commutative rings with unit, or simply as a way of ordering
descent data.
In general, ringed ﬁnite topological spaces enjoy a number of nice properties that do not hold
for arbitrary ringed or locally ringed spaces and provide a nice framework to study schemes from
their «building blocks» (see [18],[4]), providing a more constructive and tangible approach to scheme
theory (and more general locally ringed spaces) that still allows us to do what one would intuitively
call «geometry». For instance, a sheaf is deﬁned by giving a ﬁnite set of data and the appropriate
restriction morphisms (corresponding to the partial order of the underlying poset), the conditions of
quasi-coherence and coherence adopt a simple combinatorial form, in the topological case we have a
well-behaved notion of cosheaf that allows us to deﬁne homology for arbitrary sheaves (because the
derived category has enough K-projectives in this ﬁnite case), every sheaf has explicit ﬁnite acyclic
resolutions, etc.
In order to formalize these ideas, F. Sancho ([18]) identiﬁed an adequate class of ringed ﬁnite
topological spaces whose objects share many «geometric» properties with schemes and called them
schematic ﬁnite spaces. With an appropriate notion of schematic morphisms that behaves well
with respect to quasi-coherent sheaves, they deﬁne a category: SchFin. This category contains all
ﬁnite models of schemes and is strictly larger than it, as shown in Example 1.1. Furthermore, he
deﬁned a localizing family of morphisms in this category, whose elements are called qc-isomorphisms
(because they preserve the categories of quasi-coherent sheaves) or sometimes weak equivalences (in
the language of homotopy categories); such that for the localized category SchFinqc there is a fully
faithful functor
Φ : Schemesqc−qs −→ SchFinqc
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whose image can be described explicitly. Moreover, via a generalized recollement procedure, SchFinqc
gets identiﬁed with a subcategory PSchemes of the category LRS of locally ringed spaces that
behaves like Schemesqc−qs at least at the cohomological level. The category PSchemes is larger
than Schemes, but in a diﬀerent way than algebraic spaces. Aspects like the derived geometry of
schemes can also be studied using adequate ﬁnite models, recovering advanced classical results like
Grothendieck’s general duality theorem ([21]).
The category PSchemes is actually the subcategory of locally ringed spaces obtained by gluing
aﬃne schemes in the site of ﬂat monomorphisms of schemes. The basic theory and good behavior of
these morphisms in problems of descent were originally considered by Raynaud in [16]. Additionally,
this site is closely related to the site of pro-open immersions (and coincides with it in some cases,
see [24]; see also the analogous relationship between weak étale morphisms and pro-étale morphisms
in [1]), which has been recently employed in the contexts of birrational geometry and adic spaces to
study Prüfer algebraic spaces and Prüfer pairs (see [10] and [24]).
Regarding the combinatorial side of our perspective, although in some ways it may seem similar
to other constructive approaches such as simplicial schemes, it will become apparent that our objects
are much more rigid and better behaved with respect to natural geometric notions.
From a purely topological perspective, the construction π : S −→ X also provides results concerning homotopical notions, for the time being just in a traditional sense (see [19] for a ringed version
of Stone’s homotopical classiﬁcation). In particular, one can show that if the covering U := {Ui }
deﬁning π is chosen appropriately, then there is an induced isomorphism at the level of fundamental
groups
∼

π∗ : π1 (S, s) −→ π1 (X, π(s)).
In other words, the categories of locally constant sheaves on both S and X are equivalent (actually,
they have the same weak homotopy type, as X plays the role of the Čech nerve of U in this context).
Fundamental groups of (ﬁnite) posets can be described explicitly in terms of edge-paths (see [2])
and used to approach problems of group cohomology, since one can construct a (ﬁnite) poset whose
fundamental group is any given (ﬁnite) group.
This topological analogy and the good behavior of cohomology theories in SchFin are our main
motivations to study the problem of existence of an analogue of Grothendieck’s étale fundamental
group π1et for schematic ﬁnite spaces using the standard axiomatization of Galois Categories. To
achieve this, we introduce beforehand a number of new techniques regarding schematic ﬁnite spaces.
The ﬁrst key point is ﬁnding a notion of connectedness in SchFin that is geometric. Not only in
the sense that it reﬂects the ordinary connectedness of the locally ringed space associated to a given
schematic ﬁnite space X (connectedness of the spectrum of OX (X) already does this and in general
is stronger than connectedness of the underlying poset), but also in that it allows us to perform
geometric constructions such as the decomposition into «connected» components. This notion is
called well-connectedness. In order to deﬁne it, we strengthen connectedness of Spec(OX (X)) with
an a priori unrelated property called pw-connectedness, that requires all stalk rings of X to have
connected spectrum. This depends on how the algebraic data contained in X is organized. Eventually, we prove the following result, which showcases the geometric behavior of well-connectedness
and justiﬁes its importance.
Theorem (2.10). A schematic ﬁnite space X is well-connected if and only if for every decomposition
X = X1 ∐ X2 in SchFin, either X1 or X2 is qc-isomorphic to ∅.
The proof relies on the fact that pw-connected spaces being well-behaved with respect to the
notion of connectedness, in the sense that for them, well-connectedness and ordinary topological
connectedness are equivalent.
Moreover, pw-connected spaces deﬁne a subcategory SchFinpw ⊆ SchFin and we prove that
this inclusion has a right adjoint pw (Theorem 2.6) such that the natural counit pw(X) → X is
a qc-isomorphism for every X. Since the categories we will be considering are stable under qcisomorphisms (Section 4), this will allow us to assume pw-connectedness without loss of generality.
Before introducing étale covers, we spend some time describing the geometric points of X, understood as elements of X • (Ω) for Ω an algebraically closed ﬁeld. If X is a ﬁnite model of a scheme
S, we show that hey are in bijection with the geometric points of S. The discussion makes apparent that the condition of being schematic, despite its a priori cohomological deﬁnition, is far from
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arbitrary and from only being relevant in cohomology theory. This fact critically distinguishes our
spaces and morphisms from more abstract forms of «ordered descent data».
Finally, we deﬁne the main ingredients of this paper. For this, we notice that the category of ﬁnite
étale covers of a scheme S, FetS , understood as sheaves of quasi-coherent algebras, is equivalent to
a certain subcategory of sheaves on any of its ﬁnite models X, denoted Qcohf et (X) ⊂ Qcoh(X).
This category can be deﬁned even if X is a schematic ﬁnite space that is not a ﬁnite model of a
scheme. Furthermore, we endow it with a natural ﬁber functor Fibx (for some x ∈ X • (Ω)). This ﬁber
functor, which a priori is deﬁned using scheme-theoretic tools, will coincide with (the underlying set
of) a ﬁbered product in SchFinpw (rather than in SchFin), thus retaining the original geometric
meaning of the concept of «ﬁbers».
f ppf
Moreover, Qcoh(X) is the underlying category of a site XQcoh
in such a way that Qcohf et (X)
is simply its corresponding category of ﬁnite locally constant objects, just as in the case of the fppf
or étale topologies for schemes. After all these reductions within the same qc-isomorphism class, we
prove the main result:
Theorem (5.3). Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space whose ring of global sections has connected
spectrum and let x ∈ X • (Ω) be a geometric point. Then (Qcohf et (X), Fibx ) is a Galois Category (Deﬁnition 5.2). Furthermore, if X is the ﬁnite model of a scheme S and s ∈ S • (Ω) is the
corresponding geometric point (2.18), then there is an isomorphism of proﬁnite groups
π1et (S, s) ≃ π1et (X, x),
where π1et (X, x) := Aut[Qcohf et (X)op ,Setf ] (Fibx ).
Besides the previous citations, some work has been done regarding étale fundamental groups and
descent data, for example the proof of a general version of the Seifert-Van Kampen Theorem in [22].
In future work we will recover this type of results using the very general machinery of sheaves and
stacks on ﬁnite spaces and use them to provide computational examples. We also hope to be able
to adapt the theory of Étale Homotopy to our context, as well as to extend the pro-étale topology
([1]) to the realm of ﬁnite schematic spaces, since they are compatible with the deﬁnition of weakly
étale ring homomorphisms without additional considerations. Actually, most of our theory should
generalize, mutatis mutandis, to arbitrary ringed posets (or even more generally, to Kolmogorov
spaces); where the non-ﬁnite ones correspond to non-quasi-compact spaces.
Let us describe now the structure of the paper. Section 1 reviews many basic properties of
schematic ﬁnite spaces. In Section 2 we develop the main techniques for this paper, deﬁning the
subcategory of pw-connected ﬁnite schematic spaces SchFinpw , and proving Theorem 2.10. We also
describe geometric points of schematic ﬁnite spaces and their corresponding ﬁber functors. Section
3 introduces and describes the notion of ﬁnite étale covers in this context, proving that they can be
understood as locally constant objects in a precise sense. In Section 4 we prove the invariance of
the pair (Qcohf et (X), Fibx ) under qc-isomorphisms (which applied in combination with section 2,
reduces our problem to the better behaved subcategory SchFinpw ). In Section 5 we prove our main
result (Theorem 5.3). In Section 6 we outline some basic examples, that will be further elaborated
in future works, and give some ideas about the potential usefulness of étale fundamental groups of
schematic spaces for studying singularities.
In this paper all ringed spaces, unless otherwise explicitly mentioned, are assumed to be stalkwise
Noetherian, see Deﬁnition 1.1.
1. Generalities on Schematic Finite Spaces
In this section, for the reader’s convenience and in order to ﬁx notations, we compile a series of
general results and deﬁnitions concerning ringed ﬁnite topological spaces as developed in [18] and
[19], with a few additional results (Corollaries 1.7.1, 1.12.1 and Proposition 1.15) and—hopefully—
insightful remarks.
Let X be a ﬁnite T0 topological space, or equivalently, a ﬁnite poset. Given a point x ∈ X, we
denote by Ux the minimal open set containing x. In terms of the order deﬁned by the topology of
X one has Ux = {x′ ∈ X : x ≤ x′ }. Similarly, Cx := {x} = {x′ ∈ X : x′ ≤ x} is the closure of x.
A sheaf of abelian groups (or sets, rings, etc.) F ∈ Sh(X) is equivalent to giving, for every x ∈ X,
an abelian group Fx and, for every x ≤ y, a restriction morphism fxy : Fx → Fy such that for every
x ≤ y ≤ z, fxz = fyz ◦ fxy . Therefore, the category of abelian sheaves on a ﬁnite topological space
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X coincides with the representations of its associated Hasse quiver with values in the category of
abelian groups. This holds because the minimal open sets {Ux }x∈X are a basis for the topology and
the sheaf condition allows us to compute sections on any other open subset. However, this is clearly
not true for presheaves. The stalk of F at x is just Fx = F (Ux ). A morphism of sheaves φ : F → G
is determined by a collection of morphisms φx : Fx → Gx (for all x ∈ X) that are compatible with
restriction maps, i.e. it is a morphism of representations of the Hasse quiver of X.
Remark 1.1 (Data on X). Let us introduce some very general terminology. Recall that the topological dual of X, denoted X ∗ , is constructed by reversing the partial order of X. If we see X as a
category (whose objects are the points and such that there is an arrow x → y whenever x ≤ y), X ∗
is just the opposite category X op .
In general, given any category C, we can deﬁne the category of C-data on X as the category of
functors C-dataX := Func(X, C). It is equivalent to the category of sheaves with values on C if C
op
→ C via Fsh (U ) = limx∈U C(x), with Xtop
has ﬁnite limits—a datum F deﬁnes a sheaf Fsh : Xtop
←−
the topological site of X—and to the category of cosheaves on X if C has ﬁnite colimits (see [4] for
a study of the homology of cosheaves of abelian groups on ﬁnite ringed spaces). We may also deﬁne
the category of C-codata on X as C-codataX := C-dataX ∗ = Cop -dataX .
We can allow the base poset to vary as well: if f : X → Y is a continuous map, we have a functor
f ∗ : C-dataY → C-dataX . Now deﬁne C-data to be the category of C-data on any poset, whose
objects are pairs (X, F ). Deﬁne a morphism (X, F ) → (Y, G) to be a pair f : X → Y and a natural
transformation f # : f ∗ G → F . These are an example of heteromorphisms and the replacement of
maps between simplicial objects in the language of data on posets. Note that, if CRing denotes
the category of commutative rings with unit, CRing-data is the category of ﬁnite ringed spaces.
Similarly, one deﬁnes C-codata := Cop -data.
We can also change the category of “coeﬃcients”: if Φ : C → C′ is a functor, we have an induced
functor Φ∗ : C-data → C′ -data that sends every F to Φ ◦ F .
This idea admits a generalization if we consider 2-categories and 2-limits (or 2-colimits). For
instance, if C = Cat is the 2-category of categories, the category of Cat-data is precisely the
category of stacks (understood merely as 2-sheaves of categories) on the topological site Xtop .
In a (ﬁnite) poset, every sheaf F has a natural (ﬁnite) acyclic resolution C • F called the standard
resolution. Its sections on U ⊆ X are given by:
Y
(C i F )(U ) :=
(1.1)
i≥0
Fx i
xi >...>x0 ∈U

with the obvious restriction morphisms and a natural diﬀerential given by alternate sums (see [21]).
Now, let (X, OX ) be a ﬁnite ringed space and denote by rxx′ : OX,x −→ OX,x′ the restriction
morphisms of its structure sheaf.
Definition 1.1. We say that a ringed space (X, OX ) is stalkwise Noetherian if OX,x is a Noetherian
ring for every point x ∈ X.
We have the following characterization of quasi-coherent (Qcoh(X)) and coherent sheaves on a
ﬁnite ringed space X:
Proposition 1.2. Let (X, OX ) be a ﬁnite ringed space and M a sheaf of OX -modules.
1) M ∈ Qcoh(X) if and only if for every x ≤ x′ , Mx ⊗OX,x OX,x′ ≃ Mx′ .
2) M is of ﬁnite type if and only if for every x ∈ X, Mx is a ﬁnite OX,x -module and for every
x ≤ x′ , Mx ⊗OX,x OX,x′ −→ Mx′ is surjective.
3) M is coherent if and only if it is of ﬁnite type and veriﬁes that «for every x ∈ X, every
sub-OX,x -module of ﬁnite type N ⊂ Mx is of ﬁnite presentation and N ⊗OX,x OX,x′ → Mx′
is injective».
Corollary 1.2.1. OX is coherent if and only if for every x ∈ X, every ﬁnitely-generated ideal of
OX,x is of ﬁnite presentation and, for every x ≤ x′ , rxx′ is ﬂat.
In particular, if X is stalkwise Noetherian, then OX is coherent if and only if rxx′ is ﬂat for every
x ≤ x′ . Furthermore, in this case Qcoh(X) is a Grothendieck abelian subcategory of the category
of all sheaves of modules.
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In the rest of the paper all ringed spaces are assumed to be stalkwise Noetherian. If more general
objects were necessary, techniques of Noetherian reduction may be applied. Under this hypothesis,
Corollary 1.2.1 motivates the following deﬁnition.
Definition 1.3. A ﬁnite space X is a ringed ﬁnite topological space whose restriction morphisms
rxx′ : OX,x → OX,x′ are ﬂat.
Remark 1.2. The category of topological spaces Top can be seen as a fully faithful subcategory of
RS (ringed spaces) via X 7→ (X, ZX ). Quasi-coherent sheaves of Z−modules are exactly locally
constant sheaves of abelian groups, which enables an easy description of covers and the fundamental
group, as seen in [19].
1.1. Finite models and recollement. Certain ﬁnite ringed spaces serve as models for quasicompact schemes in the sense that they encode ordered descent data.
In general, let S be a quasi-compact
topological space. Consider a ﬁnite open covering U = {Ui }
T
and for every s ∈ S deﬁne U s := s∈Ui Ui . We can consider the following equivalence relation on S:
s ∼ t ⇐⇒ U s = U t

and endow the ﬁnite set X := S/ ∼ with the preorder given by [s] ≤ [t] ⇐⇒ U t ⊆ U s .
The ﬁnite topological space X (with the natural continuous projection π : S −→ X) is called the
ﬁnite model of the pair (S, U) or simply a ﬁnite model of S.
Remark 1.3. Actually, the ﬁnite model of (S, U) is the prime spectrum of the ﬁnite distributive
lattice generated by U, denoted τU , as a sublattice of the topology of S, denoted τS . The projection
is the natural map S → Spec(τS ) → Spec(τU ) = X.
Let S be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated (qc-qs) scheme and consider a ﬁnite aﬃne covering
U = {Ui } such that U s is aﬃne for every s. Such coverings exist thanks to the quasi-separatedness
hypothesis and will be called locally aﬃne coverings.
Let π : S −→ X be the ﬁnite model associated to the topological space S and the covering U.
Now, we endow X with the sheaf of rings OX = π∗ OS , which veriﬁes OX,x = OS (U s ) for any s such
that π(s) = x. The ringed ﬁnite space X ≡ (X, OX ) (with the natural projection π : S → X) is
called the ﬁnite model associated to the pair (S, U) or simply a ﬁnite model of the scheme S. Notice
that X is a ﬁnite space (Deﬁnition 1.3).
The choice of locally aﬃne coverings ensures that the notion of quasi-coherent sheaf is «trivial»
at each π −1 (Ux ) = U s . This implies the following fundamental result:
Proposition 1.4 ([19], Theorem 2.9). Let π : S −→ X be as above, then the morphism of topoi
(π ∗ , π∗ ) : Sh(S) → Sh(X) restricts to an equivalence
(π ∗ , π∗ ) : Qcoh(S) ≃ Qcoh(X)
such that Ri π∗ M = 0 for every M ∈ Qcoh(S) and i > 0.
Conversely, given a ringed ﬁnite topological space X, we have a recollement functor, denoted
Spec, that constructs a locally ringed space. It is deﬁned as follows:
∗
• For x ≤ x′ , the restriction morphism induces rxx
′ : Spec(OX,x′ ) −→ Spec(OX,x ).
• We obtain a codatum Spec(OX ) ∈ Ob(LRS-codataX ) and deﬁne:
Spec(X) := colim Spec(OX ).
This colimit always exists, coinciding with the colimit as ringed spaces (RS) because the forgetful
functor LRS → RS preserves all colimits, and satisﬁes the following universal property: for every
ringed space Y there is a bijection
HomLRS (colim Spec(OX ), Y ) ≃ HomLRS-codataX (Spec(OX ), Y ).
In other words Spec is a left-adjoint to the natural fully faithful inclusion LRS ֒→ LRS-codata
X
`
sending every locally ringed space to the constant functor. Explicitly, it is a quotient of x Spec(OX,x )
by a suitable equivalence relation determined by the poset. A morphism of ringed ﬁnite spaces
f : X → Y induces Spec(f ) : Spec(X) → Spec(Y ) in LRS.
Of course, we can also write this colimit as the coequalizer (and equalizer at the level of sheaves
of rings) of a suitable collection of arrows. Notice that OSpec(X) (Spec(X)) = OX (X). Furthermore,
if every morphism of the inductive system is an open immersion of schemes, then Spec(X) is a
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scheme (by standard recollement ). In particular, if X is a ﬁnite model of a scheme S, we have
Spec(X) ≃ S. In this case, we will say that X has open restrictions. A classical characterization
due to Grothendieck says that this happens if and only if the restriction maps are ﬂat epimorphisms
of rings that are of ﬁnite presentation (see [6, IV, 17.9,1]).
Remark 1.4. If CRingsop ≃ AffSchemes ⊆ LRS denotes the category of aﬃne schemes as a
subcategory of locally ringed spaces, we have (Remark 1.1) that Spec coincides with the composition:
colim

CRings-data ≃ AffSchemes-codata → LRS-codata → LRS.
1.2. Affine and Schematic finite spaces. Qc-isomorphisms. In this section we identify an
appropriate subcategory of ﬁnite spaces (Deﬁnition 1.3) that captures the local behavior of schemes,
as introduced in [18]. This also allows us to describe ringed spaces more general than schemes. The
omitted proofs can be found in [18]. For a detailed analysis and a combinatorial description of these
spaces we refer the reader to [20].
Definition 1.5. Let X be a ﬁnite space. We say that X is aﬃne if
1) X is acyclic, i.e. H i (X, OX ) = for i > 0.
2) The projection to a point π : X −→ (⋆, OX (X)) induces an equivalence of quasi-coherent
topoi (π ∗ , π∗ ) : Qcoh(X) ≃ OX (X)-mod (notice that π∗ = Γ(X, −)).
In particular, thanks to the characterization of quasi-coherent modules, every minimal open set
Ux is easily seen to be aﬃne. Note that the second condition says that, for every x ∈ X and
M ∈ Qcoh(X), there is a natural «localization» isomorphism
(1.2)

∼

M(X) ⊗OX (X) OX,x → Mx .

Proposition 1.6. Let X be a ﬁnite space. The following are equivalent:
• X is aﬃne.
• X is acyclic and every M ∈ Qcoh(X) is generated by its global sections (which means that
M(X) ⊗OX (X) OX,x → Mx is surjective for every x ∈ X).
• Every M ∈ Qcoh(X) is generated by its global sections and is acyclic.
An important property that will be of use later is the following:
Proposition 1.7. Let X be an aﬃne ﬁnite space, then OX (X) −→
In particular, for any U ⊂ X aﬃne, OX (X) −→ OX (U ) is ﬂat.

Q

x∈X

OX,x is faithfully ﬂat.

Corollary 1.7.1. If X is ﬁnite, x ∈ X, U ⊆ Ux is an aﬃne open subset and M ∈ Qcoh(X), there
is an isomorphism Mx ⊗OX,x OX (U ) ≃ M(U ).
Proof. Consider the natural
morphism Mx ⊗OX,x OX (U ) → M(U ). Tensoring by the faithfully ﬂat
Q
morphism OX (U ) → y∈U OX,y of the previous proposition we obtain a morphism
Y
Y
OX,y → M(U ) ⊗OX (U)
OX,y ;
Mx ⊗OX,x
y∈U

y∈U

but since M ∈ Qcoh(X) and U is aﬃne, it is isomorphic to the identity
By faithful ﬂatness, we conclude.

Q

y∈U

My →

Q

y∈U

My .


Definition 1.8. Let f : X −→ Y be a morphism (of ringed spaces) between ﬁnite spaces. We
say that f is an aﬃne morphism if it preserves quasi-coherence (i.e. for any M ∈ Qcoh(X),
Rf∗ M ∈ Dqc (Y )) and f −1 (Uy ) is aﬃne for every y ∈ Y .
From now on, given a morphism f : X −→ Y , Γf : X −→ X × Y will denote its graphic. If
f = IdX , Γf ≡ ∆ is the diagonal of X.
Definition 1.9 (Schematic ﬁnite spaces and morphisms). We say that a morphism of ringed spaces
f : X −→ Y is schematic if RΓf ∗ OX ∈ Dqc (X × Y ). Equivalently, if for every i ≥ 0, x ≤ x′ ∈ X,
y ≤ y ′ ∈ Y , we have isomorphisms
(1.3)

∼

H i (Ux ∩ f −1 (Uy ), OX ) ⊗OX,x OX,x′ −→ H i (Ux′ ∩ f −1 (Uy ), OX ),
∼

H i (Ux ∩ f −1 (Uy ), OX ) ⊗OX,y OX,y′ −→ H i (Ux ∩ f −1 (Uy′ ), OX ).
We say that a space X is schematic if IdX : X −→ X is schematic.
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The condition of f being schematic is local on X, and if Y is schematic, it is also local on Y .
In particular, a space X is schematic if and only if Ux is schematic for all x ∈ X. Additionally,
one proves that for any M ∈ Qcoh(X), f schematic implies that Rf∗ M ∈ Dqc (Y ) itself if quasicoherent; and the converse holds if X itself is schematic.
For i = 0, Deﬁnition 1.9 yields the ﬁrst part of the following fundamental property:
Proposition 1.10. If X is schematic, the restrictions rxx′ : OX,x −→ OX,x′ are ﬂat epimorphisms in
the category of rings. Additionally, if X is aﬃne, rx : OX (X) → OX,x is also a ﬂat ring epimorphism.
Remark 1.5. Flat epimorphisms of rings A → B, which «only» diﬀer from open immersions of aﬃne
schemes in that we remove the condition ﬁnite presentation, are quite interesting objects. They are in
correspondence (modulo isomorphism) with certain smashing subcategories of the derived category
D(A), as well as with coherent subsets of Spec(A) closed under generalization. Furthermore, they
are related to the notion of universal localizations (obtaining a bijection under hypothesis such as
Spec(A) being a smooth algebraic variety). If A is Noetherian and A → B is an epimorphism (so
B is Noetherian), it is ﬂat if and only TorA
1 (B, B) = 0. These ideas are developed in [9] and [11].
The following is a classical result from commutative algebra that sheds light into the local structure of these morphisms and will be enough for the treatment here:
Proposition 1.11. [12, Prop. 2.4.] Let φ : A −→ B be a morphism of commutative rings with
∼
unit. φ is a ﬂat epimorphism if and only if for every p ∈ Spec(B), the localized map Aφ−1 (p) → Bp
is an isomorphism. Furthermore, this holds if and only if for every q ∈ Spec(A), either B = qB or
∼
Aq → Bq is an isomorphism. In other words, i : Spec(B) ֒→ Spec(A) is a ﬂat monomorphism of
e ≃ A,
e where, for a ring R, R
e denotes the structure sheaf Spec(R).
aﬃne schemes if and only if i−1 B
If X is a schematic ﬁnite space, then Spec(X) is a gluing of aﬃne schemes along ﬂat monomorphisms of aﬃne schemes.

Proposition 1.12 (Extension Theorem). Let X be a schematic space and j : U ֒→ X the inclusion
of an open subset; then j is schematic. In particular the extension
j∗ : Qcoh(U ) −→ Qcoh(X)
is fully faithful.
Corollary 1.12.1. Let X be a schematic
Q ﬁnite space and let x ∈ X be a point. An open subset
U ⊆ Ux is aﬃne if and only if OX (U ) → x∈U OX,x′ is faithfully ﬂat.
Q
Proof. One direction is just Proposition 1.7. Assume that OX (U ) → x∈U OU,x′ is faithfully ﬂat.
To see that any quasi-coherent module is generated by its global sections, apply the extension
theorem to U ֒→ Ux and note that Ux is aﬃne because X is schematic. Furthermore H i (U, OU ) = 0
for every i > 0 due to the faithful ﬂatness hypothesis, which follows from an easy computation using
the standard resolution of the structure sheaf. We conclude by the characterization of aﬃne ﬁnite
spaces.

We will denote by SchFin the category whose objects are schematic ﬁnite spaces and whose
morphisms are schematic morphisms. From now on we will always assume that we are working in
this category, unless explicitly mentioned otherwise.
Theorem 1.13. SchFin has ﬁnite ﬁbered products.
Given f : X −→ Z, g : Y −→ Z, their ﬁbered product X ×Z Y is the topological ﬁbered
product equipped with the sheaf of rings such that for every (x, y) ∈ X ×Z Y with image z,
OX×Z Y,(x,y) = OX,x ⊗OZ,z OY,y . Additionally, if X, Y, Z are aﬃne, then the ﬁbered product is also
aﬃne and OX×Z Y (X ×Z Y ) ≃ OX (X) ⊗OZ (Z) OY (Y ).
Remark 1.6. This result is non-trivial and strongly depends on the conditions of schematicity. The
ﬁbered product of more general ﬁnite spaces (ﬂat restrictions), is not necessarily ﬁnite.
A priori, the notions of aﬃne spaces and schematic morphisms seem unrelated, but there is
synergy between them. We will refer to [18] when additional results are needed. The most relevant
family of aﬃne schematics morphisms are qc-isomorphisms.
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Definition 1.14. A morphism f : X −→ Y in SchFin is said to be a qc-isomorphism (where «qc»
stands for quasi-coherent) if it is aﬃne and f∗ OX ≃ OY .
Clearly, if S is a scheme any two diﬀerent ﬁnite models of it, X and Y , are qc-isomorphic (there
is a natural morphism determined by which covering is thinner in the sense of the intersections U s ,
i.e. by the inclusion between the sublattices they generate).
Proposition 1.15. If f : X −→ Y is schematic, then it is a qc-isomorphism if and only if it induces
an equivalence of categories (f∗ , f ∗ ) : Qcoh(X) ≃ Qcoh(Y ) and Ri f∗ M = 0 for M ∈ Qcoh(X)
and i > 0 (i.e. direct images preserve cohomology of quasi-coherent sheaves).
Proof. The «only if» part is proven in [18]. For the converse: from the equivalence of categories we
have f∗ f ∗ OY ≃ OY , so f∗ OX ≃ OY . To prove that f −1 (Uy ) is aﬃne for every y ∈ Y , we have to
check that it is acyclic and that taking global sections induces an equivalence of categories. The
ﬁrst part follows immediately from the condition Ri f∗ OX = 0 for i > 0. The second part follows
from the fact that Uy is aﬃne, that we have OY,y ≃ OX (f −1 (Uy )) by the previous argument and
that the equivalence of the hypothesis restricts to Qcoh(f −1 (Uy )) ≃ Qcoh(Uy ) after applying the
extension theorem for quasi-coherent sheaves (Theorem 1.12).

Proposition 1.16 (Stein Factorization). Let f : X −→ Y be a morphism in SchFin, then f = ρ◦f ′
with ρ : Y ′ := (Y, f∗ OX ) −→ Y an aﬃne morphism (the topological identity) and f ′ such that
f∗′ OX = OY ′ . Additionally, if f is aﬃne, then f ′ is a qc-isomorphism.
Theorem 1.17. The set of qc-isomorphisms is a multiplicative system of arrows in SchFin, hence
there is a localization or homotopy category deﬁned by them, which we denote SchFinqc .
If Schemesqc−qs denotes the category of quasi-compact and quasi-separated schemes, this localization allows us to deﬁne the following diagram:
Schemesqc−qs
◆◆◆
◆◆◆
◆◆◆
F orget ◆◆◆
&

Ψ

LRS

/ SchFinqc
s
ss
ss
s
s
s
y s Spec

where all the functors involved are fully faithful. Cohomology, categories of quasi-coherent sheaves
(and other objects we shall not be concerned with here, like derived categories) are stable under
qc-isomorphisms, and thus can be studied picking just one representative from each equivalence
class. We will show later in this paper that the étale fundamental group veriﬁes this property.
The following proposition completes Proposition 1.16.
Proposition 1.18 (Relative spectrum). Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space and A a quasi-coherent
sheaf of algebras. Then (X, A) is schematic and the natural morphism (X, A) → (X, OX ) is
schematic. This stablishes an equivalence between the category of quasi-coherent algebras on X
and the category of aﬃne schematic morphisms to X modulo qc-isomorphisms.
In particular, the subcategory of aﬃne schematic ﬁnite spaces localized by qc-isomorphisms is
equivalent to the category of aﬃne schemes.
Definition 1.19. We say that a schematic ﬁnite space X has open restrictions if rxy : OX,x → OX,y
∗
is of ﬁnite presentation for every x ≤ y. This condition is equivalent to rxy
= Spec(rxy ) being an
open immersion of aﬃne schemes by [6, IV, 17.9.1]. We denote by SchemesFin the subcategory of
schematic ﬁnite spaces with open restrictions.
Remark 1.7. Although any ﬁnite space X verifying the property of «having open restrictions» gives
rise to a scheme Spec(X), schematic ﬁnite spaces have a richer structure that forces them to have
«scheme-like» properties. In this sense, schematic ﬁnite spaces are more than just ordered descent
data or simplicial schemes.
By construction, SchemesFinqc is the essential image of Ψ and Spec is an inverse of Ψ when
restricted to this subcategory, giving an isomorphism of categories. Finally, the essential image of
Spec : SchFinqc → LRS is the subcategory of locally ringed spaces that are gluings of aﬃne schemes
by ﬂat monomorphisms of schemes, which may be tentatively called «the category of protoschemes».
We conclude with an example of a ﬁnite schematic space that is not a ﬁnite model of a scheme.
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Example 1.1. Consider the poset X = {x, y, z} such that z > x, z > y; OX,x = A[x], OX,y = A[x],
OX,z = K(x), where A is a domain and K its fraction ﬁeld. This models the gluing of two aﬃne
lines A = Spec(A[x]) along the generic point. It is a schematic ﬁnite space but not the ﬁnite model
of any scheme.
2. Connectedness and Geometric Points
In this section we start to lay the groundwork for the study of ﬁnite étale covers on a schematic
ﬁnite space. Since the topological and algebraic information contained in schematic ﬁnite spaces are
not as tightly linked as in schemes (or locally ringed spaces), we need to be careful when deﬁning
notions of connectedness to be sure that they reﬂect the true geometry behind the descent data that
our space contains.
Additionally and for obvious reasons, we need to examine the notion of «geometric point», deﬁned
in a way that is analogue to the notion for schemes, a priori diﬀerent from a topos theoretic approach.
2.1. Connectedness. Geometric schematic finite spaces. The order topology of a schematic
ﬁnite space is linked to the combinatorics of the idea of «choosing a covering» rather than to the
algebraic structure. We start with a list of deﬁnitions:
Definition 2.1. Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space.
• We say that X is top-connected (topologically connected) if its underlying poset is connected.
• We say that X is connected if Spec(OX (X)) is connected.
• We say that X is pw-connected (pointwise-connected) if Spec(OX,x ) is connected for every
x ∈ X.
• We say that X is well-connected if it is connected and pointwise-connected.
Recall that the prime spectrum of a non-zero ring is connected if and only if the ring has no
non-trivial idempotent elements. If a schematic ﬁnite space X is connected, Spec(X) is connected
in the usual sense, since X and Spec(X) have the same global sections. The empty set ∅ is not
considered connected. In particular, a pw-connected space has non-zero stalks.
Proposition 2.2. Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space. X is well-connected if and only if it is
top-connected and pw-connected.
Proof. The «only if» part is clear noticing that connected implies top-connected. The converse
amounts to proving that a connected colimit of non-empty connected topological spaces {Xi }, is
connected.
This is well known and follows from the fact that X is endowed with the quotient topology
`
of i Xi −→ X, so if X = C1 ∐ C2 for some non-empty closed and open sets C1 and C2 , either
some Xi is disconnected or the underlying diagram is disconnected, which is a contradiction.

We are mainly interested in well-connected spaces. Next, we see that for any schematic ﬁnite
space X, we can construct a pw-connected space X ′ and a qc-isomorphism X ′ −→ X. If we can
ensure that X ′ is top-connected, then X is equivalent to a well connected space. The idea is replacing
each point of X by as many points as connected components Spec(OX,x ) has.
In general, let π0 : Top → Set denote the connected components functor. For any ringed ﬁnite
topological space X and x ≤ x′ ∈ X, the restriction rxx′ induces a map
∗
π0 (rxx
′ ) : π0 (Spec(OX,x′ )) → π0 (Spec(OX,x )).

Definition 2.3. For any such X, we deﬁne pw(X) as follows:
`
• As a set, pw(X) = x∈X π0 (Spec(OX,x )), which is ﬁnite because X is ﬁnite.
• pw(X) is endowed with the topology deﬁned by the partial order such that, given a pair
y ∈ π0 (Spec(OX,x )) and y ′ ∈ π0 (Spec(OX,x′ )),
∗
′
y ≤ y ′ ⇐⇒ x ≤ x′ and π0 (rxx
′ )(y ) = y.

Since, for every x ∈ X, Spec(OX,x ) = Spec(Ax1 ) ∐ ... ∐ Spec(Axnx ) for certain non-zero rings
with connected spectrum (note that connected components of locally Noetherian topological spaces are open), we have a bijections
Ax1 , ..., Axnx

∼

φx : π0 (Spec(OX,x )) → Ix := {1, ..., nx }.
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In other words, for every x ≤ x′ we have maps Ix′ → Ix . For every i ∈ Ix′ with image j ∈ Ix ,
since the continuous image of a connected set is connected (so it has to be contained in a connected
∗
component), the map rxx
′ : Spec(OX,x′ ) → Spec(OX,x′ ) induces a unique morphism of aﬃne schemes
′
x′
x
Spec(Ai ) → Spec(Aj ), and thus a unique morphism of rings Axj → Axi .
• We endow pw(X) with the sheaf of rings such that, for every y ∈ π0 (Spec(OX,x )) as above,
Opw(X),y = Axφx (y) ,
and, for every y ≤ y ′ with y ′ ∈ π0 (Spec(OX,x′ )),
′

ryy′ : Axφx (y) → Axφx′ (y′ )
is the unique ring homomorphism constructed in the previous discussion.
• Finally, there is a natural surjective morphism of ringed spaces
a
π : pw(X) =
π0 (Spec(OX,x )) → X
x∈X

sending every y ∈ π0 (Spec(OX,x )) to x and such that πy# : OX,x → Axφx (y) is the natural
projection of the direct product. If X is pw-connected, π is clearly the identity.
This construction is functorial: given a morphism of ringed spaces f : X → X ′ , the ring homomorphisms fx# : OX ′ ,f (x) → OX,x induce natural morphisms
π0 ((fx# )∗ ) : π0 (Spec(OX,x )) → π0 (Spec(OX ′ ,f (x) ))
for every x ∈ X. We deﬁne a continuous map
pw(f ) : pw(X) → pw(X ′ )
#
)∗ )(y),
y 7→ π0 ((fπ(y)

and endow it with the morphisms of sheaves of rings such that, for every y ∈ pw(X),
π(pw(f )(y))

π(y)

pw(f )#
y : Aφπ(y) (y) → Aφπ(pw(f )(y)) (π(pw(f )(y))) ;
which is unique due to the same argument that made ryy′ unique (the continuous image of a
connected space is connected). Finally, there is a commutative diagram
pw(X)

pw(f )

πY

πX


X

/ pw(Y )

f


/ Y.

Remark 2.1. Note that we have an explicit description of the minimal open sets
Q of pw(X). Namely,
for y ∈ pw(X) with π(y) = x, we have the natural morphism rx : OX,x → x′ ≥x OX,x′ inducing
`
π0 (rx∗ ) : x′ ≥x π0 (Spec(OX,x′ )) → π0 (Spec(OX,x )), where both spaces are topologized as subspaces
of pw(X) and thus the target is discrete. Now
Uy = π0 (rx∗ )−1 (y).
In particular, one has that for y, y ′ ∈ pw(X) with π(y) = π(y ′ ) = x, Uy ∩ Uy′ = ∅. In other words,
we get a partition
π −1 (Ux ) = Uy1 ∐ ... ∐ Uyn .
This will be key to prove the following result.
Proposition 2.4. If X is a schematic ﬁnite space, pw(X) is a schematic ﬁnite space and the
projection π : pw(X) → X is a schematic qc-isomorphism.
Proof. π is aﬃne because, by Remark 2.1, for every x such that π −1 (x) = {y1 , ..., yn } we have
π −1 (Ux ) = Uy1 ∐ ... ∐ Uyn . Finally, the deﬁnition of the structure sheaf of pw(X) yields
(π∗ Opw(X) )x = Opw(X) (Uy1 ∐ ... ∐ Uyn ) = Opw(X),y1 × ... × Opw(X),yn ≃ OX,x .
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Assume for now that pw(X) schematic. If this were the case, to prove that π is schematic it
would suﬃce to see that Rπ∗ M is quasi-coherent for any quasicoherent module M. In other words,
that for every x ≤ x′ in X and every i, the natural morphism
H i (π −1 (Ux ), M) ⊗OX,x OX,x′ ≃ H i (π −1 (Ux ), M)
is an isomorphism. Since all quasi-coherent modules on π −1 (Ux ) = Uy1 ∐ ... ∐ Uyn are acyclic, the
only non-trivial case is i = 0. We have (since all direct products are ﬁnite, hence isomorphic to
direct sums of modules!)

Y
n
M(Uyj ) ⊗OX,x OX,x′ ≃
M(Uy1 ∐ ... ∐ Uyn ) ⊗OX,x OX,x′ ≃
j=1

≃

n
Y

n
Y

M(Uyj ) ⊗OX,x OX,x′ ≃

Y

M(Uy′ ) ≃ M(∐y′ ∈π−1 (x′ ) Uy′ );

j=1 y ′ ∈π −1 (x′ )∩Uy

j=1

j


Q
where we use that M(Uyj )⊗OX,x OX,x′ ≃ M(Uyj )⊗Opw(X),yj
y ′ ∈π −1 (x′ ) Opw(X),y ′ and that these
products are non-zero only when y ′ ≥ yj .
Finally, we see that pw(X) is indeed schematic. If y, y ′ ∈ pw(X) verify π(y) = π(y ′ ), then
Uy ∩ Uy′ = ∅ by Remark 2.1. Additionally, Uy ∩ Uy′ = ∅ whenever Uπ(y) ∩ Uπ(y′ ) = ∅, so we only
need to check that, for all y, y ′ with π(y) 6= π(y ′ ), Uπ(y) ∩ Uπ(y′ ) 6= ∅ and any y ′′ ≥ y ′ ,
∼

H i (Uy ∩ Uy′ , Opw(X) ) ⊗Opw(X),y′ Opw(X),y′′ → H i (Uy ∩ Uy′′ , Opw(X) ).
To see this, we will compare the standard resolutions of Opw(X) and OX (Equation 1.1). Denote
all intersections of minimal sets by Ua ∩ Ub = Uab (a, b points), x = π(y) and x′ = π(y ′ ). We have
a
Uyj yk′ .
π −1 (Uxx′ ) =
yj ∈π −1 (x)
′
yk
∈π −1 (x′ )

For every i, it is straightforward to see that we have the following decomposition compatible with
the diﬀerentials:
Y
Y
OX,ti ≃
(C i OX )(Uxx′ ) =
Opw(X),zi =
ti >...>t0 ∈Uxx′

=

Y

Y

ti >...>t0 ∈Uxx′
zi ∈π −1 (ti )

Opw(X),zi =

=

Y

Opw(X),zi =

′
yj ∈π −1 (x) zi >...>z0 ∈Uyj yk
′
yk
∈π −1 (x′ )

yj ∈π −1 (x) ti >...>t0 ∈Uxx′
−1
′
yk
∈π −1 (x′ ) zi ∈π (ti )
zi ∈Uy y′

Y

Y

j k

i

(C Opw(X) )(Uyj yk′ )

yj ∈π −1 (x)
′
yk
∈π −1 (x′ )

where we have used that, by deﬁnition of π : pw(X) → X, there is a bijection of sets
{zi > ... > z0 ∈ Uyj yk′ } = {ti > ... > t0 ∈ Uxx′ : π(zi ) = ti and zi ∈ Uyj yk′ }.
Indeed, each zi > ... > z0 clearly produces a chain π(zi ) > ... > π(z0 ) verifying the conditions.
Conversely, given π(zi ) > ti−1 > ... > t0 with zi ∈ Uyj yk′ , we deﬁne zj = π0 (rt∗j ti )(zi ) for all j < i.
These correspondences are mutually inverse.
Now, by hypothesis of X being schematic we have, for all x′′ > x′ ,
∼

H i (Uxx′ , OX ) ⊗OX,x′ OX,x′′ → H i (Uxx′′ , OX )
and the previous discussion implies that our cohomology modules decompose as
Y
H i (Uyj yk′ , Opw(X) ),
H i (Uxx′ , OX ) ≃
yj ∈π −1 (x)
′
yk
∈π −1 (x′ )

H i (Uxx′′ , OX ) ≃

Y

yj ∈π −1 (x)
′
yk
∈π −1 (x′′ )

H i (Uyj yk′′ , Opw(X) );
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and thus, for all y, y ′ < y ′′ with π(y) = x, π(y ′ ) = x′ , π(y ′′ ) = x′′ , isomorphisms
H i (Uyy′ , Opw(X) ) ⊗OX,x′ OX,x′′ ≃ H i (Uyy′′ , Opw(X) ).
Note that this is exactly the isomorphism we are looking for, because OX,x′′ ≃
and all the non-relevant tensor products are zero as before.

Q

y ′′ ∈π −1 (x′ )

Opw(X),y′


Proposition 2.5. If f : X → Y is a schematic morphism between schematic ﬁnite spaces, the
induced morphism pw(f ) : pw(X) → pw(Y ) is schematic.
Proof. The proof is routinary and similar to the last part of the previous one. If πX and πY are
the corresponding natural projections, we have to see that for all z < z ′ ∈ pw(X), t < t′ ∈ pw(Y ),
denoting g = pw(f ), there are isomorphisms
H i (Uz ∩ g −1 (Ut ), Opw(X) ) ⊗Opw(Y ),t Opw(Y ),t′ ≃ H i (Uz ∩ g −1 (Ut′ ), Opw(X) ),
H i (Uz ∩ g −1 (Ut ), Opw(X) ) ⊗Opw(X),z Opw(X),z′ ≃ H i (Uz′ ∩ g −1 (Ut ), Opw(X) )
for all i. Since πY ◦ g = f ◦ πX , we have that
−1 −1
πX
(f (Uy )) = g −1 (

a

Ut ) =

−1
t∈πY
(Uy )

a

g −1 (Ut ).

−1
t∈πY
(Uy )

Now, as in Proposition 2.4, one relates the corresponding standard resolutions using the hypothesis
of f being schematic. We leave the details to the reader.

Let SchFinpw denote the subcategory of pw-connected schematic ﬁnite spaces. We have seen
that there is a functor
pw : SchFin → SchFinpw .
We compile its properties in the next theorem.
Theorem 2.6. The natural fully faithful inclusion SchFinpw ֒→ SchFin has
pw : SchFin → SchFinpw
as a right adjoint. Furthermore, the natural morphism pw(X) → X is a qc-isomoprhism for every
X, and the identity if and only if X is pw-connected.
Proof. The only remaining part of the proof is the adjunction. Let Y be a pw-connected schematic
ﬁnite space. Let us see that for every schematic ﬁnite space X there is a bijection
HomSchFin (Y, X) = HomSchFinpw (Y, pw(Y )).
Indeed, given f : Y → X we apply pw and obtain Y = pw(Y ) → X. Conversely, g : Y → pw(X)
induces πX ◦ g : Y → X, where πX : pw(X) → X is the natural projection.

2.1.1. Well-connected components. Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space. The number of topological
connected components of pw(X) coincides with the number of connected components of Spec(OX (X))
and also with the number of connected components of Spec(X). Each one of these connected components is well-connected. Indeed, this is the content of the following Lemma, which follows directly
from the deﬁnition of pw, Proposition 2.2 and the fact that global sections are preserved under
qc-isomorphisms.
Lemma 2.7. A schematic ﬁnite space X is connected if and only if pw(X) is top-connected (and
thus well-connected). In particular, for any pw-connected schematic ﬁnite space, the notions of
connectedness, well-connectedness and top-connectedness are equivalent.
Definition 2.8 (Well-connected components). The connected components of pw(X) are called the
well-connected components of X. We denote by π0wc (X) := π0 (pw(X)) the set of well-connected
components of X.
Remark 2.2. If X is pw-connected, π0wc (X) = π0 (X).
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If ik : Xk ֒→ pw(X) → X denotes the natural inclusion of each connected component composed
with the projection, there is a decomposition
Y
ik∗ OXk .
OX ≃
Xk ∈π0wc (X)

The sheaf ik∗ OXk contains all the algebro-geometric information of the component Xk ; and actually
Xk is the topological support of ik∗ OXk for all k. We can generalize this idea to quasi-coherent
sheaves of algebras.
Let X be a well-connected schematic ﬁnite space and A a quasi-coherent sheaf of OX -algebras.
1
k
Consider the natural morphism g : pw(X, A) → (X, A) → X and XA
∐ ... ∐ XA
the decomposition
1
of pw(X, A) into connected components. Let gj : XA → X denote the composition of g with the
natural inclusion for 1 ≤ j ≤ k. Since gj is a composition of aﬃne morphisms, it is aﬃne, and thus
Aj := gj∗ OX j is a quasi-coherent algebra on X. We have obtained:
A

Definition 2.9 (Well-connected components of a sheaf of algebras). Let X be a well-connected
schematic ﬁnite space and A a quasi-coherent sheaf of OX -algebras. There is a decomposition
A ≃ A1 × ... × Ak of quasi-coherent OX -algebras. The Aj are called the well-connected components
of A. By construction (X, Ai ) is connected for every i and thus pw(X, Ai ) is well-connected. We
say that A 6= 0 is connected if for every decomposition A ≃ A1 × A2 , either A1 = 0 or A2 = 0.
In conclusion, connectedness is the algebro-geometric property and it is reﬂected in the topology
of pw-connected spaces. The ﬁnal statement is:
Theorem 2.10. A schematic ﬁnite space X is well-connected if and only if for every decomposition
X = X1 ∐ X2 in SchFin, either X1 or X2 is qc-isomorphic to ∅.
Proof. If X = X1 ∐ X2 and X is well-connected, we have pw(X) = pw(X1 ) ∐ pw(X2 ) with pw(X)
top-connected by Lemma 2.7. We conclude that pw(Xi ) = ∅ for i = 1 or i = 2; in other words, that
Xi is qc-isomorphic to ∅.
Conversely, X admits a decomposition X = (X, O1 ) ∐ ... ∐ (X, Ok ) with O1 , ..., Ok the wellconnected components of OX . By the hypothesis, only one of them is non-zero, so we conclude. 
2.2. Geometric and schematic points. Schematic ﬁnite spaces are not locally ringed spaces in
general (and those are not cases of interest for us). We could say that their points are «fat».
For the rest of the paper, our spaces will be endowed with a structure morphism X −→ (⋆, k)
with k a (base) ﬁeld and where ⋆ denotes the singleton space. Morphisms will be considered as
morphisms over (⋆, k). Regardless, many of the ideas that follow generalize to the relative situation.
Definition 2.11. Given a schematic ﬁnite space (X, OX ), a geometric point with values in Ω or an
Ω-geometric point is a schematic morphism (⋆, Ω) −→ (X, OX ), where Ω is an algebraically closed
ﬁeld. i.e. a point x ∈ X • (Ω) in SchFin.
Proposition 2.12 (Characterization of geometric points). An arbitrary morphism of ringed spaces
x : (⋆, Ω) −→ X (⋆ 7→ x) is a geometric point if and only if the prime ideal p := ker(OX,x → Ω) does
−1
′
not «lift» to any x′ > x; i.e. for every x′ > x there is no prime p′ ⊆ OX,x′ such that rxx
′ (p ) = p.
Proof. It is a simply consequence of the deﬁnition of schematic morphism for this particular case.
The only non-trivial condition is that Ω ⊗OX,x OX,x′ = 0 for every x < x′ . In other words, the ﬁber
of the morphism of schemes Spec(OX,x′ ) −→ Spec(OX,x ) at the point Spec(Ω) ֒→ Spec(OX,x ) is
empty. In terms of rings, this is exactly the «lifting» condition of the proposition.

We now consider pairs (x, p), where x ∈ X and p ⊆ OX,x is a prime ideal; i.e. elements of
−1
′ ′
′
′
x∈X Spec(OX,x ). If we have two pairs (x, p), (x , p ), such that x ≤ x and p = rxx′ (p ) the natural
restriction morphism OX,x −→ OX,x′ induces a map of residue ﬁelds
`

(2.1)

(OX,x )p /p(OX,x )p =: κ(x, p) −→ κ(x′ , p′ ) := (OX,x′ )p′ /p′ (OX,x′ )p′ .

Proposition 2.13. If X is a schematic ﬁnite space, the map κ(x, p) −→ κ(x′ , p′ ) induced by any
two pairs as described above is an isomorphism.
Proof. It follows from Propositions 1.10 and 1.11.
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We deﬁne the following binary relation in the set of these pairs:
(2.2)

−1
−1
(x, p) ∼ (y, q) ⇐⇒ ∃(z, r) such that z ≥ x, y and rxz
(r) = p, ryz
(r) = q.

Our next step is proving that this binary relation is in fact an equivalence relation
and that it
`
is actually the equivalence relation realizing colim Spec(OX ) as a quotient set of x∈X Spec(OX,x ).
The fact that this description turns out to be so simple strongly relies on X being schematic.
−1
−1
Lemma 2.14. For any (x, p) and (y, q) such that x, y ≥ s for some s ∈ X and rsx
(p) = rsx
(q), we
have (x, p) ∼ (y, q).

Proof. If there were not any z ≥ x, y we would have that Ux ∩ Uy = ∅ and, since X is schematic,
OX,x ⊗OX,s OX,y = 0, which happens if and only if Spec(OX,x ) ×Spec(OX,s ) Spec(OX,y ) 6= ∅. Recall
that, as a set, a ﬁbered product of schemes S×Z T is in bijection with the set of quadruplets (s, t, z, p)
with z the image of s and t and p ⊆ κ(s) ⊗κ(z) κ(y). In our case, this tensor product of residue
−1
ﬁelds is a ﬁeld by Proposition 2.13, thus (p, q, rsx
(p), 0) ∈ Spec(OX,x ) ×Spec(OX,s ) Spec(OX,y ) and
we reach a contradiction.
Now, Ux ∩ Uy is aﬃne, because it is an open subset of the aﬃne schematic space Us (and Ux , Uy ),
and it is acyclic, because H i (Ux ∩ Uy , OX ) ≃ H i (Ux , OX ) ⊗OX,z OX,y ≃ 0 for i > 0; so the natural
morphism (Proposition 1.7)
a
R∗ :
Spec(OX,t ) −→ Spec(OX (Ux ∩ Uy ))
t≥x,y

is surjective and thus there is a point z ≥ x, y and a prime r ∈ Spec(OX,z ) such that R∗ (r) = (p, q).
The pair (z, r) veriﬁes the condition of equation 2.2 as desired.

Remark 2.3. The same proof works if we only ask x, y ∈ U for some aﬃne open U . If X itself is
aﬃne, this puts tight constraints on its topology.
Lemma 2.15. The binary relation deﬁned in equation 2.2 is an equivalence relation.
Proof. The non-obvious property is transitivity. Assume we have points (x, p) ∼ (y, q) ∼ (z, m). In
particular there exist pairs (t, r), (s, r′ ) such that t ≥ x, y and s ≥ y, z and verifying the condition
on the ideals.
If t = s then it also follows that r = r′ , since restriction maps of schematic spaces are ﬂat
epimorphisms and in particular induce injections between spectra. If t 6= s it suﬃces to show that
(t, r) ∼ (s, r′ ), which holds by Lemma 2.14.

Corollary 2.15.1. If (x, p) ∼ (x, p′ ), then p = p′ . In particular, each equivalence class of pairs
(x, p) has a unique maximal representative, in the sense that x is maximal among all the elements
of its class. Furthermore, the set of pairs in the equivalence class of (x, p) deﬁnes a closed subset of
X (the topological closure of x).
Proof. The ﬁrst part is proved in part of the proof of the previous Lemma. The last statement is
proved by contradiction with Lemma 2.14.

Definition 2.16. A schematic point in a schematic ﬁnite space X is an equivalence class of pairs
(x, p), where x ∈ X is a topological point and p ⊆ OX,x is a prime ideal.
Remark 2.4. To simplify the notation, we will usually denote a schematic point by one of its representative pairs, which we will assume to be the maximal one unless stated otherwise.
Given a schematic point ((x, p) on X it now makes sense to deﬁne its residue ﬁeld κ(x, p) as
(2.3)

κ(x, p) := (OX,x )p /p(OX,x )p ,

which is well deﬁned modulo isomorphisms by Proposition 2.13.
Proposition 2.17. Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space and let Ω be an algebraically closed ﬁeld.
There is a correspondence
1:1

{Morphisms of ringed spaces (⋆, Ω) → X} ←→ {Pairs (x, p) and κ(x, p) → Ω}
that restricts to the schematic category as
1:1

X • (Ω) ←→ {Schematic points (x, p) and κ(x, p) → Ω}
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Proof. For every x : (⋆, Ω) → X we deﬁne x := x(⋆), p := ker(OX,x → Ω) and the extension is
obtained by factorizing the map Ox,x → Ω through κ(x, p). Conversely, for every schematic point
(x, p) we deﬁne (⋆, κ((s, p))) → X as ⋆ 7→ x on the level of sets and the natural localization and
quotient maps that deﬁne κ(x, p) on the level of rings; composing with (⋆, Ω) −→ (⋆, κ(x, p)) we
obtain the desired morphism.
The second part follows from the fact that every schematic point (x, p) has a unique maximal
representative, so the morphism of ringed spaces constructed using this representative is a geometric
point according to Proposition 2.12.

Remark 2.5. This proposition allows us to use the notation κ(x) for the residue ﬁeld of a geometric
point x ∈ X • (Ω). It also allows us to give notions of closed and rational schematic points, analogue
to those of schemes.
Finally, we will see that schematic points are indeed the analogous notion to points in the sense
of schemes. Let S be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme, U a ﬁnite and locally aﬃne ﬁnite
covering of S and π : S −→ X the quotient map to the corresponding ﬁnite model.
Proposition 2.18. There is a 1:1 correspondence between topological points of S and schematic
points of its ﬁnite model X.
1:1

|S| ←→ {Schematic points (x, p)}
This correspondence extends to geometric points, i.e. for any algebraically closed ﬁeld Ω, the
quotient map induces a bijection
∼

S • (Ω) −→ X • (Ω)
such that the corresponding residue ﬁelds of points on both sides coincide.
Proof. Let s ∈ S be a point and ps ∈ Spec(OS (U s )) the ideal it deﬁnes as an element of the aﬃne
open U s . Then (π(s), ps ) is a schematic point of X.
Conversely, given a schematic point (x, px ) of X we have that px ⊆ OX (Ux ) = OS (U s ) for
any s ∈ π −1 (x). This ideal clearly determines a point of S, which is independent of the chosen
representative of (x, px ). These correspondences are mutually inverse.
From the deﬁnitions it also follows that κ(s) = κ(π(s), ps ).
The second part of the statement follows immediately from the ﬁrst part and the correspondence
between geometric and schematic points with a ﬁeld extension. The map is given explicitly by
simply taking ﬁnite models (since Ω is a ﬁeld, we can only take the total covering). The inverse
map is given by the Spec functor.

Although it might not be completely clear what the «geometric points» of the ringed space
Spec(X) = colim Spec(OX ) should be for a general schematic ﬁnite space X (and to treat it properly,
we should talk about sites and topoi); it is clear that as a set, they consist exactly of the collection
of schematic points of X:
Proposition 2.19. If X is an arbitrary schematic ﬁnite space, there is a bijection:
1:1

|Spec(X)| ←→ {Schematic points (x, p)}.
An easy corollary is that diﬀerent ﬁnite models of the same scheme have the same geometric
points but, actually, the following general fact holds:
Theorem 2.20. Let X, Y be two schematic ﬁnite spaces over k and let f : X −→ Y be a schematic
morphism. If f is a qc-isomorphism then, for every algebraically closed ﬁeld extension k ֒→ Ω, the
natural morphism X • (Ω) −→ Y • (Ω) is an isomorphism.
Proof. It suﬃces to prove that there is a bijection:
Ψ : {Schematic points of X} −→ {Schematic points of Y }
(x, p) −→ (f (x), (fx# )−1 (p))
By Proposition 2.19, this is just the map |Spec(f )| : |Spec(X)| → |Spec(Y )|, which is known to be a
bijection when f is a qc-isomorphism (see Proposition 6.6 of [18], where qc-isomorphisms are called
weak equivalences).
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Remark 2.6. For any map of ringed ﬁnite spaces f : X → Y we deﬁne its cylinder, as a set, as
Cyl(f ) := X ∐ Y . Each subspace X and Y inherits the order of the original spaces and we say that
y ≤ x (with x ∈ X, y ∈ Y ) if f (x) = y; which turns it into a ﬁnite poset. The ringed structure is
inherited from X and Y , deﬁning ryx := fx# for y ≤ x with x ∈ X, y ∈ Y . See [20, Section 4.2].
Let us deﬁne a ﬂat immersion of schematic ﬁnite spaces f : X → Y as a ﬂat schematic morphism
such that its relative diagonal is a qc-isomorphism. This is the analogue of a ﬂat monomorphism
of schemes in the schematic context. It is possible to prove that f is a ﬂat immersion if and only
if Cyl(f ) is schematic. This fact along with Lemma 2.14 can be used to give an elementary proof
of the previous theorem, and also to prove that if f is a ﬂat immersion, then X • (Ω) ֒→ Y • (Ω) is
injective for every algebraically closed ﬁeld Ω, as one would expect from «monomorphisms».
Remark 2.7. The deﬁnition of schematic points, and by extension Spec(X), bears some resemblance
with the «Spec» functor from primed ringed spaces to locally ringed spaces constructed in [5]
(aiming to compare ﬁbered products of schemes and locally ringed spaces with ﬁbered products
of general ringed spaces)
and, for ringed topoi and the terminal prime system, in [8, IV.1]. These
`
authors topologize x∈X Spec(OX,x ) in a diﬀerent manner and endow it with a sheaf of rings whose
sections are essentially localizations of the stalks OX,x satisfying certain compatibility condition.
Their construction clearly coincides with ours when X = ⋆ (in that case, it is just the ordinary Spec
functor). Comparing their functor with Spec in the ﬁnite case might be insightful, specially because
we know that for X1 , X2 → Y schematic,
∼

Spec(X1 ) ×Spec(Y ) Spec(X2 ) → Spec(X1 ×Y X2 )
where the ﬁrst ﬁbered product coincides with the product of locally ringed spaces (or schemes) and
the second one is the ﬁbered product ringed spaces.
2.2.1. Fibers of a morphism. Consider f : X −→ Y , a schematic morphism between schematic ﬁnite
spaces. Given a schematic point (y, p) on Y we can deﬁne the schematic ﬁber over it, as a set, as
(2.4)

f −1 ((y, p)) = {(x, q) : (f (x), (fx# )−1 (q)) ∼ (y, p)} ⊆ |Spec(X)|,

where fx# : OY,f (x) −→ OX,x . By transitivity of the equivalence relation it is easy to see that this
does not depend on the representative (y, p) that we choose. In other words:
f −1 ((y, p)) = |Spec(f )|−1 ((y, p)).
Remark 2.8. Since each schematic point has a unique maximal representative, the ﬁber f −1 ((y, p))
is determined by a union of closures Cx1 ∪ ... ∪ Cxn and a set of prime ideals on each OX,xi : the
ﬁbers of p via each Spec(OX,xi ) → Spec(OS,s ).
This deﬁnition is compatible with the obvious one for geometric points:
y

Definition 2.21. Let f : X → Y be a schematic morphism and (⋆, Ω) −→ Y a geometric point.
The geometric ﬁber of f at y is f −1 (y) := pw((⋆, Ω) ×Y X).
Remark 2.9. If X and Y are pw-connected, the appearance of the functor pw in the deﬁnition
simply means that we are considering ﬁbered products in SchFinpw rather than in SchFin. The
technical relevance of this will be apparent in Proposition 5.1.
Lemma 2.22. Let f : X → Y be a schematic morphism, y ∈ Y • (Ω) a geometric point and (y, p)
its corresponding schematic point. There is a 1:1 correspondence
1:1

{Pairs (x, q) : f (x) = y and (fx# )−1 (q) = p} ←→ {Pairs (x, q) of f −1 (y)}
that descends to the quotient as
1:1

f −1 ((y, p)) ←→ |Spec(f −1 (y))|
Proof. First, notice that given x ∈ X with f (x) = y, OX,x ⊗OY,y κ(y, p) 6= 0 if and only if there
exists an ideal q ∈ Spec(OX,x ) such that (fx# )−1 (q) = p.
The local ring of (⋆, κ(y, p)) ×Y X at a point x is (OX,x )p /p(OX,x )p , whose spectrum is the set
of primes q ⊆ OX,x lying over p. Since the functor pw removes all points with whose stalk is zero

and f −1 (y) → (⋆, κ(y, p)) ×Y X is qc-isomorphism, we conclude by Theorem 2.20.
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Corollary 2.22.1. Given two pairs (y, p), (y ′ , p′ ) belonging to the same equivalence class (and
assuming y ≤ y ′ ), there is a bijection
f −1 ((y, p)) −→ f −1 ((y ′ , p′ )).
2.2.2. Categorical behavior: Consider a morphism f : X −→ Y of schematic ﬁnite spaces and an
algebraically closed ﬁeld Ω. We have a well deﬁned «geometric ﬁber functor» (naively understanding
Y • (Ω) as the category whose objects are the set of geometric points and has no non-trivial arrows):
Fibf : Y • (Ω) −→ SchFinpw

(2.5)

[y : (⋆, Ω) → Y ] 7−→ f −1 (y)
Additionally, if X −→ Y is the ﬁnite model of a morphism of schemes T −→ S for some suitable
coverings, the previous discussion about geometric points identiﬁes Y • (Ω) ≃ S • (Ω) and we have a
commutative diagram
Fibf

S • (Ω)

/ Schemes
O
Spec

Spec
f

Fib

Y • (Ω)

/ SchFinpw

where Fibf : S • (Ω) −→ Schemes ((s : Spec(Ω) → Y ) 7→ Spec(Ω) ×S T ).
Note that this functor is the restriction of a bifunctor
(2.6)

Fib : SchFin/Y × Y • (Ω) −→ SchFinpw

(f : X → Y ), y 7−→ f −1 (y)

where SchFin/Y denotes the category of schematic ﬁnite spaces over Y . Now, let us denote by
Fy : SchFin/Y → SchFinpw the restriction of Fib to a ﬁxed y ∈ Y • (Ω).
If for f : X −→ Y , f ′ : X ′ −→ Y there is a qc-isomorphism φ : X −→ X ′ such that f ′ ◦ φ = f ,
we obtain a qc-isomorphism f −1 (y) → f ′−1 (y) (by stability under base change). In particular this
functor factors through localization by qc-isomorphisms as follows (abusing notation):
qc−qs
Fib : (SchFin/Y )qc × Y • (Ω) −→ SchFinpw
qc ֒→ Schemes

(f : X → Y ), y 7−→ f −1 (y).

Fixing a geometric point y ∈ Y • (Ω) ≃ S • (Ω), we obtain a commutative diagram:
(2.7)

Schemes/S

Fs

/ Schemes ,
4
✐✐✐✐
✐
✐
✐
✐
✐
✐
✐
✐✐✐✐
✐✐✐✐ Spec ◦ Fy


(SchFin/Y )qc

where Fs is the functor such that (T → S) 7→ Spec(Ω) ×S T . This construction is also functorial on
S due to the standard properties of the ﬁber product.
Remark 2.10. In future work, we will consider the fundamental groupoid of X as a category whose
objects are the geometric points of X. This section will have an analogue in that situation.
3. The Category of Finite Étale Covers
There are several equivalent deﬁnitions of étale morphisms of rings.
Definition 3.1. A morphism of rings A → B is said to be weakly étale (or absolutely ﬂat ) if it is
ﬂat and its multiplication map B ⊗A B → B is ﬂat. It is said to be étale (or that B is an étale
A-algebra) if, furthermore, it is of ﬁnite presentation.
This deﬁnition is equivalent to more classical ones by [1, Proposition 2.3.3], namely:
Proposition 3.2. A morphism of rings A → B is étale if and only if it is of ﬁnite presentation and
its naive cotangent complex is quasi-isomorphic to zero (equivalently, it is smooth and ΩA|B = 0).
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Proposition
3.3. [6, 17.6.2] Let k be a ﬁeld. A k-algebra A is étale (or separable) if and only if
Q
A ≃ i∈I Ki for some ﬁnite set I and each k ֒→ Ki is a ﬁnite separable ﬁeld extension. Furthermore,
Q
A is étale if and only if A ⊗k k̄ ≃ I k̄ for a ﬁnite set I, if and only if A ⊗k k̄ is reduced.
We may also deﬁne:

Definition 3.4. We say that a ring homomorphism A → B is pointwise-étale if, for every prime
p ⊂ A, B ⊗A κ(p) is an étale κ(p)-algebra.
Proposition 3.5. [7, I, 5.9] A ring homomorphism A → B is étale if and only if it is ﬂat, of ﬁnite
presentation and pointwise-étale.
Remark 3.1. If A is Noetherian, an A-algebra is ﬂat and of ﬁnite presentation if and only if it is
ﬁnite and locally free. This will be assumed to be the case throughout this paper.
Now we recall the deﬁnition of étale morphism in terms of étale ring homomorphisms:
Definition 3.6. A morphism of schemes f : T → S is said to be étale if for all aﬃne open subsets
U ⊆ S and V ⊆ T such that U ⊆ f −1 (V ), the natural ring homomorphism OS (U ) → OT (V ) is
étale.
It is well known that the ﬁbers of an étale morphism f are disjoint unions of spectra of ﬁnite
separable ﬁeld extension of the residue ﬁeld (which actually characterizes étale morphisms among
all ﬂat morphisms that are of ﬁnite presentation). Clearly, if f has compact ﬁbers, these disjoint
unions are ﬁnite. In particular, ﬁnite morphisms of schemes have compact ﬁbers.
Let S be a scheme and denote by FetS the category of ﬁnite and étale morphisms to S, also known
as the category of ﬁnite étale covers of S, which is a full and faithful subcategory of Schemes/S ;
and let Qcohalg (S) denote the category of quasi-coherent OS -algebras (we shall use this notation
for any ringed space S with its natural topology). The classical relative spectrum functor
Specop
: Qcohalg (S) → SchemesAffine
/S
S
induces an isomorphism of categories between Qcohalg (S) and the category of aﬃne morphisms to
S, whose inverse is given by (f : T → S) 7→ f∗ OT . Since ﬁnite morphisms are aﬃne, this allows us
to consider a fully faithful functor
(3.1)

alg
Fetop
(S).
S → Qcoh

Let Qcohf et (S) denote the essential image of this functor. From the deﬁnition of étale morphisms
of schemes and the local characterization of étale algebras we obtain:
Lemma 3.7. Let S be a scheme, a quasi-coherent algebra A lies in Qcohf et (S) if and only if it is
ﬁnite, ﬂat and for every s ∈ S, As ⊗OS,s κ(s) is a ﬁnite étale κ(s)-algebra. If this condition holds,
then for every aﬃne open U ⊆ S, OS (U ) → A(U ) is étale.
Remark 3.2. If S is a scheme, it is well known that Qcohf et (S) ≃ FetS ≃ Loc(Set ), where the
latter is the category of ﬁnite, locally constant sheaves of sets on the small étale site of S (which
may also be considered as sheaves of Z-modules). The second equivalence is given by the functor of
points (on Set ) and descent. In this paper, we will not be concerned with the study of Grothendieck
topologies directly on schematic ﬁnite spaces, but we will partially bring the last point of view back
in Subsection 3.2.
Definition 3.8. Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space. A quasi-coherent OX -algebra A ∈ Qcohalg (X)
is an étale cover sheaf (or simply an étale cover ) if it is ﬁnite, ﬂat, and for each schematic point (x, p),
Ax ⊗OX,x κ(x, p) is a ﬁnite étale κ(x, p)-algebra. Equivalently (by Proposition 3.5), if OX,x → Ax
is étale for every x ∈ X.
Propositions 1.10 and 1.11 guarantee that this notion is well deﬁned. Note that, since we are
assuming quasi-coherence, 1.2 says that ﬁniteness is a condition at stalks.
Given a schematic ﬁnite space X, let Qcohf et (X) denote the subcategory of Qcohalg (X) whose
objects are étale cover sheaves.
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Remark 3.3. Perhaps, one might want to deﬁne a schematic morphism f : X → Y to be étale if
fx# : OY,f (x) → OX,x is an étale ring map for all x. If f is aﬃne (automatically ﬁnite), f∗ OX should
be an étale cover sheaf. The category of (ﬁnite) aﬃne étale schematic morphisms over X localized
by qc-isomorphisms would then be equivalent to Qcohf et (X).
However, there is an issue with this potential deﬁnition—that will not aﬀect our discussion here,
but is one of the reasons why we prefer to simply state everything in sheaf-theoretic terms—: since
the restriction maps of schematic ﬁnite spaces are not of ﬁnite presentation (in particular, they are
not étale), the adjoint f# : OY → f∗ OX may fail to preserve étaleness at stalks. On the other hand,
the fact that said restriction morphisms are weakly étale suggests that «weakly étale schematic
morphisms» will be the natural class of maps one would like to work with. In particular, it should
be possible to generalize the pro-étale fundamental group of schemes ([1]) to schematic ﬁnite spaces.
Moreover, this will be a more natural and general version: the hypothetic (small) «schematic proétale site» of a ﬁnite model of schemes would potentially be larger than the pro-étale site of the
scheme itself. In order to study this site and topos, one needs more sophisticated technology that
is beyond our aim in this paper.
Theorem 3.9. Let S be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme, U a locally aﬃne ﬁnite
covering and let π : S −→ X be the projection to the corresponding ﬁnite model X. The equivalence
(π ∗ , π∗ ) : Qcoh(S) ≃ Qcoh(X) restricts to an equivalence
Qcohf et (S) ≃ Qcohf et (X).
Proof. Consider B ∈ Qcohf et (S). Since OX,x → (π∗ B)x is just OS (U s ) → B(U s ) for some s with
π(s) = x, with U s aﬃne; π∗ B is an étale cover sheaf by Lemma 3.7.
Conversely, take A ∈ Qcohf et (X). Then π ∗ A is ﬂat because ﬂatness is a local condition and for
every s ∈ S, (π ∗ A)y = Aπ(s) ⊗OS (U s ) OS,s , so (since OS (U s ) → OS,s is a localization and thus ﬂat)
it is suﬃcient for Aπ(s) to be a ﬂat OX,π(s) -algebra, which is true by hypothesis. Finiteness follows
from the fact that it can be checked for the open cover {U s }s∈S , and there, since π(U s ) = Uπ(s) and
U s is an aﬃne open, we have that (π ∗ A)(U s ) = Aπ(s) ⊗OX,π(s) OS (U s ) ≃ Aπ(s) , which is a ﬁnite
OX,π(s) -algebra by hypothesis.
Finally, let s ∈ S be any point, ps be the prime ideal it deﬁnes on U s and x = π(s).
(π ∗ A)s ⊗OS,s κ(s) = Ax ⊗OS (U s ) OS,s ⊗OS,s κ(x, ps ) = Ax ⊗OX,x κ(x, ps ),
concludes the proof in virtue of Lemma 3.7.



3.1. Finite locally free sheaves on schematic finite spaces. Let A −→ B be a morphism
of rings such that B is ﬁnitely generated and locally free over A. Once again, recall that if A is
Noetherian, this is equivalent to B being ﬁnite and ﬂat. The following deﬁnition is classical.
Definition 3.10. The degree (or rank) of A −→ B (or simply B if the A-algebra structure is
understood) is the map deﬁned as
deg(B) : Spec(A) −→ Z+
p 7−→ rankAp Bp ,
which is continuous and locally constant, hence constant if Spec(A) is connected. If Spec(A) is
connected and non-empty, we identify deg(B) ∈ Z+ .
Remark 3.4. We always assume that the base ring A is non-zero (otherwise B = 0 as well). In this
case it is easy to see that deg(B) = 0 if and only if B = 0, deg(B) ≥ 1 if and only if A −→ B is
injective, and deg(B) = 1 if and only if A ≃ B.
Now, let X be a schematic ﬁnite space. If A ∈ Qcohalg (X), we know that (X, A) is schematic
(by Proposition 1.18), hence the restriction maps Ax → Ay (x ≤ y) are local isomorphisms of rings.
It turns out that they are also local isomorphisms of modules with respect to localizations at ideals
of the base rings:
Lemma 3.11. Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space and A a quasi-coherent algebra on X. For every
x ≤ y and each prime ideal p ∈ Spec(Oy ), one has
−1
(Ax )rxy
(q) ≃ (Ay )p ,

where rxy : OX,x → OX,y is the restriction map.
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∗
Proof. Consider i := rxy
: Spec(OX,y ) ֒→ Spec(OX,x ). Since X is schematic, we have that
−1 ]
]
i OX,x ≃ O
(Proposition
1.11). In particular, considering the quasi-coherent modules assoX,y
ciated to Ax and Ay , we obtain that

which proves the claim.

fx = i−1 A
fx ,
fy = Ax ^
A
⊗Ox Oy = i∗ A



Remark 3.5. If we deﬁne the localization of A at a schematic point (x, p) to be (Ax )p , this lemma
guarantees that the notion is well deﬁned within the equivalence class.
Now let A be a ﬁnite and locally free (quasi-coherent) sheaf of OX -algebras.
Proposition 3.12. If X is pw-connected, there is a well deﬁned notion of degree of the ﬁnite and
locally free sheaf A as a locally constant function.
Proof. We want to see that there is a well deﬁned map
deg(A) : X −→ Z+
x 7−→ deg(Ax ).
Indeed, we have to prove deg(Ax ) = deg(Ay ) for any two points x, y in the same connected component. By transitivity it is enough to see it for x ≤ y, and in this case the result follows from Lemma
3.11 and the hypothesis on X.

In particular, if X is connected, the degree of A is constant and identiﬁed with a non-negative
integer deg(A) ∈ Z+ .
3.2. Étale cover sheaves are locally trivial. Our étale sheaves do verify the property of local
triviality equivalent to that of étale covers of schemes. In order to prove it we use as a guide the ideas
of Lenstra, see [23, Proposition 5.2.9, p. 159]. First, let us introduce the necessary terminology to
properly describe this phenomena.
Definition 3.13. Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space and let Qcohalg (X) be its category of quasicoherent algebras. We say that a quasi-coherent algebra B is a «covering» if it is ﬁnite and faithfully
ﬂat (OX,x → Bx faithfully ﬂat for all x ∈ X). Let Cov(Qcohalg (X)) the family of all such coverings.
f ppf
Equipped with this family of coverings, Qcohalg (X) deﬁnes a site, which we denote by XQcoh
.
Remark 3.6. The reader might have noticed that the notion of site we are tacitly using is a «contravariant» version of the one that appears in most standard literature on the subject, sometimes
called cosite we are deﬁning the coverings of A to be arrows from A instead of to A; but have chosen
to avoid that less standard term, because if one wants to stick with the ordinary conventions it is
suﬃcient to consider the opposite category of sheaves. Of course, ﬁbered products in this opposite
category are tensor products of algebras, coproducts are products of algebras and so on. Regardless
f ppf
of these speciﬁc considerations, it is clear that XQcoh
is the analogue of the fppf site of (Noetherian)
schemes. Replacing «ﬁnite and faithfully ﬂat» by «étale» would also work for our discussion.
Given a schematic morphism f : X → Y , we have adjoint functors
∼

(f∗ , f ∗ ) : Qcohalg (X) → Qcohalg (Y ).
In particular, given a quasi-coherent OX -algebra A, the natural schematic morphism f : (X, A) → X
induces a functor:
f ppf
ppf
ppf
f ∗ : XQcoh
→ AfQcoh
:= pw(X, A)fQcoh

B 7→ B ⊗OX A.
Remark 3.7. For simplicity we omit the pullback of B by pw(X, A) → (X, A) from the notation,
since it induces an equivalence of categories of quasi-coherent algebras and, as we will see in the
next section, of sites.
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Let us elaborate on how the usual notions of constant and locally constant objects on a site
translate to our case.
Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space and let O1 , ..., Ok be the well-connected components of OX
(see Deﬁnitions 2.8, 2.9). Given a ﬁnite set F with cardinality n, consider the constant functor:
F : XQcoh → Set
A 7→ F
`
and its sheaﬁﬁcation, denoted F # , which sends A to πwc (X,A) F , where π0wc (X, A) is the set of
0
well-connected components (Deﬁnition 2.8) of (X, A). Just as in the case of constant covers in
ordinary
theories,
it follows that F # is representable (in the sense of the covariant functor of points)
Q
Q
×n
. This representative is called constant object of
by 1≤j≤k F Oj = O1×n × ... × Ok×n ≃ OX
cardinality F (or degree n = #F ).
×n
n)
Remark 3.8. If X is pw-connected, pw(X, OX
) → X is just X ∐ ...
∐ X → X, as expected from
an ordinary constant cover. In fact, pw-connected schematic ﬁnite spaces behave well enough to
replicate most constructions of the theory of ﬁnite étale covers of schemes, but the category (without
localizing by qc-isomorphisms) is still too large to ﬁt into the framework of Galois categories (in
particular, no natural ﬁber functors are conservative, see Deﬁnition 5.2). We think that, at least in
this particular case, further topological reductions may be performed to solve this issue.
An alternative and completely diﬀerent approach, inspired by the fact that a ﬁnite schematic
space can be seen to be equivalent to a certain locally ringed space and a ﬁnite sublattice of its
topology, would be constructing some sort of hybrid Galois category that classiﬁes both the algebraic
and combinatorial parts of the problem.
f ppf
Definition 3.14. We say that an object A in XQcoh
is locally constant if there exists a covering
A → B such that, if B ≃ B1 × ... × Bn denotes the decomposition into well-connected components
ppf
.
fo B (Deﬁnition 2.9), A ⊗OX Bj is a constant object of degree nj in (Bj )fQcoh

Lemma 3.15. If X is well-connected, A is locally constant if and only if there exists a covering B
such that f ∗ A ≃ A ⊗OX B ≃ B n for some n ≥ 0.
Proof. The «if» part is trivial, so let us prove the direct implication. Recall that well-connectedness
implies to top-connectedness and pw-connectedness (Proposition 2.2). Using the notation of Deﬁnition 3.14, assume that k = 2, so pw(X, B) has two connected components (for k > 2 the idea is
identical but the argument is a bit longer). We denote by B1 and B2 the corresponding connected
components of B (Deﬁnition 2.9). We only have to prove that n1 = n2 . Notice that since B is
faithfully ﬂat and X is pw-connected, (X, B) has non-zero stalks.
Claim 1. There exists some x ∈ X such that both B1x and B2x are non-zero.
Proof of Claim 1. Consider the natural morphism
π : XB1 ∐ XB2 = pw(X, B) → (X, B) → X,
with XBi the connected components of pw(X, B). By deﬁnition Bi = πi∗ OXB1 with πi : XBi → X for
i = 1, 2.
g is surjective because B has non-zero stalks. Let us prove that it is injective. Assume that either
B1x = 0 or B2x = 0 for all x ∈ X. Note that both cannot be zero at the same time because Bx 6= 0.
In this case π −1 (x) has exactly one element for all x ∈ X by construction, so π is injective and
thus a homeomorphism. In particular X would be homeomorphic to a disjoint union of non-empty
topological spaces, contradicting the top-connectedness of X. We conclude that there must be some
x ∈ X such that both B1x and B2x are non-zero, which proves the claim.

Claim 2. B1 ⊗OX B2 6= 0.
Proof of Claim 2. Let fx : OX,x ֒→ B1x × B2x denote the natural faithfully ﬂat structure morphism
and let fix : OX,x → Bix (for i = 1, 2) denote its composition with the natural projections. We have
a surjective morphism
fx∗ : Spec(B1x ) ∐ Spec(B2x ) → Spec(OX,x )
∗
and morphisms fix
: Spec(Bix ) → Spec(OX,x ) with closed and open image for i = 1, 2.
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By Claim 1, there exists some x ∈ X such that both B1x and B2x are non-zero. If for such an x,
∗
∗
(p1 ) 6= f2x
(p2 ),
B1x ⊗OX,x B2x = 0, taking spectra we obtain that for any pi ∈ Spec(Bix ) (i = 1, 2) f1x
which in particular implies that
∗
∗
Spec(OX,x ) = Im(fx∗ ) ≃ Im(f1x
) ∐ Im(f2x
),

which contradicts the hypothesis of pw-connectedness of X.



Finally, since B1 ⊗OX B2 6= 0, we have isomorphisms of OX -modules
(B1 ⊗OX B2 )×n1 ≃ B1×n1 ⊗OX B2 ≃ A ⊗OX B1 ⊗OX B2 ≃ (B1 ⊗OX B2 )×n2 ,
from where it follows that n1 = n2 , which completes the proof of the lemma.



Lemma 3.16. Let f : A → B be a morphism of rings with ΩA|B = 0 and I = ker(B ⊗A B → B)
ﬁnitely generated. Then there is a decomposition B ⊗A B = C × D (of rings) with I ⊗B⊗A B C ≃ 0,
where C is a B ⊗A B-algebra via the natural projection. Furthermore, C ≃ B.
Proof. Since ΩA|B = I/I 2 = 0, by Nakayama’s lemma there exists a non-zero idempotent e ∈ I such
that I = (e). C = (B ⊗A B)/I and D = (B ⊗A B)/(1 − e) satisfy the required conditions.

Motivated by a classical result for étale algebras or aﬃne schemes, but now proceeding ﬁberwise
and checking some additional quasi-coherence conditions, we get the following result.
Proposition 3.17 (Local triviality of étale cover sheaves). Let X be a well-connected schematic
ﬁnite space. A quasi-coherent algebra A on X is an étale cover sheaf if and only if it is ﬁnite locally
f ppf
constant as an object of XQcoh
.
Proof. Assume that there exists a quasi-coherent, ﬁnite and faithfully ﬂat OX -algebra B such that
A ⊗OX B ≃ B ×n for some n (Lemma 3.15). We can assume that n > 0, because otherwise A = 0
by faithful ﬂatness and we would be done. Note that, since X has non-zero stalks and the tensor
product is deﬁned stalkwise, this also implies that Ax 6= 0 for all x ∈ X.
First, we prove that A is ﬁnite. Since, for every x ∈ X, OX,x → Bx is ﬁnite locally free (categories
of modules are abelian, hence ﬁnite products and coproducts are isomorphic) and ﬁniteness is a
⊕m
local condition, we can assume without loss of generality that it is ﬁnite and free, Bx ≃ OX,x
. Since
Ax ⊗OX,x Bx is a ﬁnite OX,x module by the assumption and it is also a ﬁnite Ax -module, the only
possibility is that Ax is a ﬁnite OX,x -module for all x ∈ X.
Now, we have to check that for any schematic point (x, p), there is an isomorphism Ax ⊗OX,x
×n

κ(x, p) ≃ κ(x, p)

κ(x, p)

for some n. Indeed, we have isomorphisms:

×n

≃ Bx×n ⊗Bx κ(x, p) ≃ (Ax ⊗OX,x Bx ) ⊗Bx κ(x, p) ≃ Ax ⊗OX,x κ(x, p)

so A ∈ Qcohf et (X).
Conversely, assume that A is ﬁnite étale. In particular, it is locally trivial of constant degree,
which we can assume positive (otherwise A = 0 and the statement would hold trivially). Let us
proceed by induction over n = deg(A). If n = 1, then A ≃ OX and there is nothing to say. In
general, consider I = ker(A ⊗OX A → A), which is a quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals (see Corollary
1.2.1) both as a sheaf of OX -modules and of A-modules.
I/I 2 is the sheaf of relative diﬀerentials of OX → A, which is trivial by Proposition 3.2 (at stalks).
Since Ax is ﬁnite and ﬁnitely presented for each x ∈ X, Ix is ﬁnitely generated, hence Lemma 3.16
applies and Ix = (ex ) for some non-trivial idempotent ex ∈ OX,x (whose image generates Ix as an
Ax ⊗OX,x Ax -module) and
Ax ⊗OX,x Ax ≃ Ax × Cx
for some ring Cx . Furthermore, since the natural morphism Ax → Ax ⊗OX,x Ax is ﬁnite étale and
the projection Ax × Cx → Cx is ﬁnite étale, we obtain that Cx is a ﬁnite étale Ax -algebra for every
x ∈ X.
Allow us to deﬁne another sheaf of ideals J such that Jx := (1 − ex ) and, for every x ≤ y,
Jx → Jy is the obvious map induced by Ix → Iy (note that A = I ⊕ J as OX -modules). Since I
is quasi-coherent, i.e. Iy = Ix OX,y for all x ≤ y, J is readily seen to be quasi-coherent.
Now we consider the quotient C := (A ⊗OX A)/J , which is quasi-coherent and veriﬁes Cx = Cx ,
so it is an étale cover sheaf of OX -modules by the previous discussion.
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By construction, C (since X is well-connected) has constant degree n − 1 as a ﬁnite locally free
A-algebra (and n2 −n as an OX -algebra). Consider the natural qc-isomorphism pw(X, A) → (X, A)
and denote by C ′ the pullback of C, which still has constant degree n−1. By the induction hypothesis,
there is a faithfully ﬂat ﬁnite algebra B ′ in Qcoh(pw(X, A)) such that C ′ ⊗Opw(X,A) B ′ ≃ B ′×n−1 .
We consider its push-forward to (X, A), which is an A-algebra B such that C ⊗A B ≃ B ×n−1 . Finally,
A ⊗OX B ≃ (A ⊗OX A) ⊗A B ≃ (A × C) ⊗A B ≃ B × B ×n−1 ≃ B ×n ,
which concludes the proof.



Remark 3.9. Looking at the previous proof, it is clear that n is the degree of A. It is possible to
weaken the hypothesis of well-connectedness from Lemma 3.15 and Proposition 3.17, but the next
section will prove that there is no loss of generality in working under this additional assumption.
For a general base space X: if O1 , ..., Ok are the well-connected components of the structure sheaf
of X, we have morphisms gj : (X, Oj ) → X and deﬁne Bj := gj∗ gj∗ B on X for all j. A cover sheaf
A, after being trivialized by B, is of the form B1n1 × ... × Bknk for certain n1 , ..., nk ∈ Z+ .
Lemma 3.18 (Triviality of morphisms). Let X be well-connected and let f : A −→ B be a
×F
×E
morphism in Qcohf et (X) such that both A and B are trivial; i.e. A ≃ OX
, B ≃ OX
for some
ﬁnite discrete sets F, E. Then f is induced by composition with some map φ : F −→ E.
Proof. We prove this at every point. Pick x ∈ X and consider fx : Ax −→ Bx . Since OX,x is
connected (it has no non-trivial idempotents) it is an exercise of basic algebra to check that fx
is indeed induced by a morphism φ : F −→ E ([13], ex. 5.11(d)). This is compatible with the
restriction maps.

Remark 3.10. This lemma is a formulation of the following very desirable and general property:
«morphisms between trivial covers over a connected base are determined by maps between their
ﬁbers». This is arguably the main property that an object worthy of being called «connected» in a
Galois category has to verify.
4. Stability by qc-isomorphisms
In this section we see that Qcohf et (X) is stable under base change by qc-isomorphisms. In
combination with earlier results, this will allow us to reduce our study to spaces with suﬃciently
good local behavior: pw-connected schematic spaces, in which we have notions such as the degree
of a ﬁnite locally free sheaf.
Let X be a schematic ﬁnite space.
Lemma 4.1. Let A ∈ Qcohalg (X) be a quasi-coherent algebra, then for every aﬃne open
Q U ⊆X
and x ∈ U the restriction A(U ) −→ Ax is ﬂat epimorphism of rings and A(U ) −→ x∈U Ax is
faithfully ﬂat.
Proof. This follows from Propositions 1.18, 1.10 and Corollary 1.12.1.



Lemma 4.2. A quasicoherent algebra A ∈ Qcohalg (X) is ﬂat if and only if for every aﬃne open
U ⊆ X, the natural morphism OX (U ) −→ A(U ) is ﬂat. The same is true for faithful ﬂatness. These
properties can be checked on an aﬃne open cover.
Proof. For every such U we have a commutative diagram:
OX (U )

/ A(U )

ϕ

Q

x∈U

ψ



OX,x

/Q


x∈U

Ax

where ϕ and ψ are faithfully ﬂat by the previous Lemma, thus the result follows, since surjectivity
and exactness, hence ﬂatness, are compatible with direct products.
For ﬁnal statement, note that if x ∈ U with U aﬃne, we have Ax ≃ A(U ) ⊗OX (U) OX,x (Equation
1.2) and conclude by stability under base change of ﬂat and faithfully ﬂat morphisms.
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Lemma 4.3. A quasicoherent algebra A ∈ Qcohalg (X) is ﬁnite if and only if for every aﬃne open
U ⊆ X, the natural morphism OX (U ) −→ A(U ) is ﬁnite. Furthermore, it is enough to check the
property for an aﬃne open cover.
Proof. If U is aﬃne, then for any x ∈ U we have that, Ax ≃ A(U ) ⊗OX (U) OX,x ; so if we have
a surjection OX (U )⊕nQ−→ A(U ) −→ 0, every Ax is ﬁnitely generated. Conversely, the same
Ax and the full faithfulness of the restriction morphisms, since one has
argument works
Q using x∈U Q
A(U ) ⊗OX (U) x∈U OX,x ≃ x∈U Ax .

Finally we see how the étale property behaves under this procedure:
Lemma 4.4. A quasicoherent algebra A ∈ Qcoh(X) is étale if and only if for every aﬃne open
U ⊆ X, the natural morphism OX (U ) −→ A(U ) is étale. Moreover, it is enough to check this
property for an aﬃne open cover.
Proof. Assume that A(U ) is étale for some aﬃne open U . Since U is aﬃne, by Lemma 4.1 and
Proposition 1.11 we have that, for rx : A(U ) → Ax and every prime p ⊂ Ax ,
A(U )rx∗ p ≃ (Ax )p .
The result follows straightforwardly from
Q Lemmas 3.7, 4.2 and 4.3.
For the converse, since O(U ) −→ x∈U OX,x is faithfully ﬂat, it induces a surjective morphism
between spectra. In particular any q ∈ O(U ) is the image of a prime ideal p ⊆ OX,x for some x ∈ U .
Applying the previous argument and using the hypothesis we conclude.

Theorem 4.5. Let f : X → Y is a qc-isomorphism of schematic ﬁnite spaces. The natural pair
∼
(f ∗ , f∗ ) : Qcohalg (X) → Qcohalg (Y ) induces an adjoint equivalence of sites given by the functor
∼

f ppf
f ppf
f∗ : XQcoh
→ YQcoh

with adjoint f ∗ .
Proof. We already know that (f ∗ , f∗ ) is an adjoint equivalence of categories. Furthermore, these
f ppf
functors preserve coverings: if A ∈ XQcoh
and A → B is a covering (ﬁnite and faithfully ﬂat), since
f ppf
qc-isomorphisms are aﬃne, f∗ A → f∗ B is a covering of f∗ A on YQcoh
by Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3.
f ppf
Conversely, let A → B be a covering in YQcoh
. Since f ∗ A ≃ f −1 A and f ∗ B ≃ f −1 B due to the
f ppf
qc-isomorphism assumption, f ∗ A → f ∗ B is a covering in XQcoh
. This implies the claim.



Remark 4.1. We are regarding (f ∗ , f∗ ) as an equivalence between two sites whose underlying categories are made of quasi-coherent sheaves. Note that this equivalence of sites refers to a proper
equivalence of categories and coverages, which is far stronger than them having equivalent sheaf
topoi.
Corollary 4.5.1. Let f : X −→ Y be a qc-isomorphism of schematic ﬁnite spaces. The pair
(f∗ , f ∗ ) : Qcohf et (X) −→ Qcohf et (Y )
A −→ f∗ A
is an equivalence of categories.
Proof. It follows from Theorem 4.5 and Proposition 3.17. A direct proof follows from Lemma 4.4. 
This corollary together with the fact that qc-isomorphisms induce isomorphisms between geometric points (Theorem 2.20) implies that our Galois categories are stable under qc-isomorphisms.
In particular we can use the results on connectedness to slightly improve our main result.
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5. Finite Étale Covers as a Galois Category
Let S be a scheme and let X be a certain ﬁnite model. Fix a geometric point s ∈ S • (Ω) with
image x ∈ X • (Ω). The category of ﬁnite étale covers of S is equipped with a natural functor called
«ﬁber functor» (see subsection 2.2.2):
Fibs : FetS −→ Set
(T → S) −→ |Spec(Ω) ×S T |,
which composed with the equivalence Qcohf et (X)op ≃ FetS gives us an analogous «ﬁber functor»
for X and the ﬁxed geometric point x. If X is now a completely general schematic ﬁnite space and
x ∈ X • (Ω), we can deﬁne
Fibx : Qcohf et (X)op −→ Set

(5.1)

A −→ |Spec(Ω ⊗OX,x Ax )|.
Remark 5.1. A priori, this functor is the following composition (see equation 2.7)
(5.2)

F

Φ

Spec

|−|

x
SchFinqc −→ Schemes −→ Set
Qcohf et (X)op −→ (SchFin/X )qc −→

where Φ is the analogue of the relative spectrum for schematic spaces and |−| is taking the underlying
set. Thus Fibx sends A ∈ Qcohf et (X)op to
F
|Spec|
Φ
A 7→ (X, A) → (X, OX ) 7→x (⋆, Ω ⊗OX,x Ax ) 7→ |Spec(Ω ⊗OX,x Ax )|

Note that since X is not necessarily the ﬁnite model of a scheme, Spec takes values in the larger
category of (locally) ringed spaces, but since the composition Fx ◦ Φ takes values in the category of
aﬃne schematic ﬁnite spaces, their composition with Spec does take values in Schemes.

The following proposition proves that Fibx coincides exactly with the deﬁnition one would expect:
the underlying set of the ﬁbered product along the geometric point x.
Proposition 5.1. The functor Fibx deﬁned above coincides with the composition | − | ◦ Fx ◦ Φ,
where Φ : Qcohf et (X)op → SchFin is the relative spectrum functor of Proposition 1.18, Fx is the
geometric ﬁber functor of Deﬁnition 2.21 and | − | is the forgetful functor to Set. In other words,
Fibx (A) = |pw((⋆, Ω) ×X (X, A))|.
Q
Proof. Proposition 3.3 implies that (⋆, Ω) ×X (X, A) = (⋆, Ω ⊗OX,x Ax ) = (⋆, I Ω) for some ﬁnite
set I. Now, it is obvious that
Y
a
Y
|pw(⋆,
Ω)| = | (⋆, Ω)| = I = |Spec( Ω)| = |Spec(Ω ⊗OX,x Ax )|,
I

which proves the claim.

I

I



Remark 5.2. Notice that we do not consider the functors of the proposition in SchFinqc , since the
underlying set of diﬀerent representatives of the ﬁber may change, i.e. | − | : SchFinpw → Set does
not factor through SchFinpw
qc . Once again, we think that there exists a suﬃciently small subcategory
in which this is possible, at least for aﬃne morphisms over a ﬁxed base ((⋆, Ω) in this case). The
same questions of Remark 3.8 arise.
Let us see that the pair (Qcohf et (X), Fibx ) is a Galois category in the sense of Grothendieck (see
[7], [13]). Let us recall the general deﬁnition of a Galois Category (some axioms may be weakened
at the cost of some properties, but we shall not be concerned with those versions for now).
Definition 5.2 (Galois Category). Let C be a category and F : C −→ Setf a covariant functor
to the category of ﬁnite sets. We say that the pair (C, F ) is a Galois category with fundamental
functor F if:
(1) C has a terminal object and ﬁnite ﬁbered products.
(2) C has ﬁnite sums, in particular an initial object, and the quotients by a ﬁnite group of
automorphisms exist for every object of C.
(3) Any morphism u in C can be written as u = u′ ◦ u′′ where u′′ is an epimorphism and u′ a
monomorphism. Additionally, any monomorphism u : X −→ Y in C is an isomorphism of
X with a direct summand of Y .
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(4) F preserves terminal objects, epimorphisms and commutes with ﬁbered products, ﬁnite
sums and quotients by ﬁnite groups of automorphisms.
(5) F is conservative, i.e. if u is a morphism such that F (u) is an isomorphism, then u is an
isomorphism.
Remark 5.3 (Standard properties of Galois categories). The fundamental group of a Galois category
(C, F ) is π1C := Aut[C,Setf ] F . An object in a Galois category X ∈ Ob(C) is called Galois if it is
connected and its quotient under the full group of automorphisms is isomorphic to the ﬁnal object.
Moreover, F is a (strictly) pro-representable functor, which means that there is an isomorphism
F ≃ lim HomC (−, Pi ), where the right hand side is a directed colimit running over all Galois objects,
−→
with surjective transition maps between them. More precisely, F lifts to a Set-valued functor from
lim
the category of pro-objects of C, F : pro-C → pro-Setf → Set, which is representable by (Pi ), the
pro-object deﬁned by all Galois objects, and a universal point (αi ) ∈ limi F (Pi ). The isomorphism
←−
F ≃ Hompro-C (−, Pi )|C is given by evaluation at such universal point. By Yoneda’s Lemma, the
fundamental group is now isomorphic to Autpro-C (Pi ), which is a proﬁnite group. This proﬁnite
group can be realized as an actual limit lim AutC (Pi ) in the category of topological groups. Finally,
←− ∼
F naturally enriches to an equivalence F : C → π1C -Setf , where the target denotes the category of
ﬁnite sets with a continuous action of π1C . All these claims are standard properties of all Galois
categories, as originally introduced in [7, Exposé V].
We have already made all the necessary preparations to prove our main result.
Theorem 5.3. Let X be a connected schematic ﬁnite space and let x ∈ X • (Ω) be a geometric
point. The pair (Qcohf et (X), Fibx ) is a Galois Category. Furthermore, if X is the ﬁnite model of
a scheme S and s ∈ S • (Ω) is the corresponding geometric point (Proposition 2.18), then we have
an isomorphism of proﬁnite groups
(5.3)

π1et (S, s) ≃ π1et (X, x)

where π1et (X, x) := Aut[Qcohf et (X)op ,Setf ] (Fibx ).
Proof. We can assume that X is well-connected due to Theorems 2.6, 2.20 and Corollary 4.5.1. For
such an X we have a well deﬁned notion of degree of A ∈ Qcohf et (X) (identiﬁed with an integer).
Subsections 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3 below prove that, indeed, the axioms of Deﬁnition 5.2 are satisﬁed in
this case. The arguments we employ to prove that the axioms hold consist of showing that we can
reduce it to checks at stalks—where we ultimately use a contravariant version of the ideas used in
[13] and [23]—, showcasing the techniques required to work with schematic ﬁnite spaces.

5.1. Verification of the first and second axioms:
Proposition 5.4. Qcohf et (X) has an initial object and ﬁnite direct sums.
Proof. The initial object is the structure sheaf OX . Our candidate for direct sum over a third
object is the tensor product of algebras. Let A, B, C ∈ Qcohf et (X) be such that A and B are
also C-algebras. We have to check that A ⊗C B ∈ Qcohf et (X). This can be checked at the level
of stalks, where it holds true because all the properties of ring homomorphisms that are involved
(ﬁniteness, ﬂatness, étaleness) are well known to be stable under arbitrary base changes and verify
the «cancellation property»: if A → B veriﬁes a property P and A → B → C veriﬁes P, then
B → C veriﬁes P, i.e. every morphism in

OX

❤❤38 A ❘❘❘❘
❘❘(
❤❤❤q❤q❤qqq
❤
❤
❤
❤
❤❤ / q
A ⊗C B
C
❱❱❱❱❱ ▼▼▼
❧6
❱❱❱❱ ▼▼
❱❱❱❱▼+& ❧❧❧❧❧
B

is étale at stalks.
Corollary 5.4.1. Qcohf et (X)op veriﬁes axiom 1 of Deﬁnition 5.2.
Proposition 5.5. Qcohf et (X) has ﬁnite direct products, in particular a terminal object.
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Proof. Given two ﬁnite étale cover sheaves A and B, it is easy to check that their direct product
A × B (with natural projections πA and πB ) is an étale cover sheaf and satisﬁes the requirements.
Explicitly, the terminal object is the zero sheaf.

Proposition 5.6. Qcohf et (X) has contravariant categorical quotients by (ﬁnite) subgroups of
automorphisms.
Proof. Assume without loss of generality that X is pw-connected. Consider the group of automorphisms AutOX (A) ≡ Aut(OX → A) and a ﬁnite subgroup G ⊆ AutOX (A). We can deﬁne:
Q(A, G) : Qcohf et (X)op −→ Set
B 7−→ HomOX (B, A)G
where HomOX (B, A)G := {f ∈ HomOX (B, A) : φ ◦ f = f ∀φ ∈ G} is the subset of G-invariant
morphisms. The categorical quotient is by deﬁnition a representing object for this functor. In this
case, it will be the subsheaf AG of invariant elements under the action of G, deﬁned at stalks as
AG
x := {a ∈ Ax : φx (a) = a for every φ ∈ G} ⊆ Ax
for every x ∈ X; where φx : Ax → Ax is the stalk of φ at x.
It is indeed a sub-OX -module, because every element of OX is G-invariant by deﬁnition when
thought of as an element of A (for a certain open set). Since automorphisms act trivially on the
structure sheaf, for every x ≤ y ∈ X one has
G
G
AG
y ≃ (Ax ⊗OX,x OX,y ) = Ax ⊗OX,x OX,y

for the naturally induced actions, and thus AG ∈ Qcohalg (X).
Now we prove that it is an étale cover sheaf. We can argue on each well-connected component,
so we may assume that X itself is well-connected. Since a ﬁnite direct product of étale morphisms
is étale, we may assume that A is connected as well. By virtue of A being an étale cover sheaf,
Proposition 3.17 implies that there is a ﬁnite and faithfully ﬂat OX -algebra C s.t. A ⊗OX C ≃ C ×n
(with n = deg(A)). The action of G on A induces a tensor product action on A ⊗OX C (trivial on
C), and thus—via the trivialization—an action on C ×n ≃ C ⊗k (k ×n ) (we tensor stalkwise by a ﬁnite
free algebra!) by permutations of the factors. We have
AG ⊗OX C ≃ (A ⊗OX C)G ≃ (C ×n )G ≃ C ×m
for some m < n. We conclude by the converse of Proposition 3.17.
Finally, AG represents the functor Q(A, G) because every G-invariant morphism f : B → A has
its image contained in AG , so it factors as B → AG ֒→ A. Conversely, we compose any map
g : B → AG with the natural inclusion. Both correspondences are mutually inverse.

Q
Remark 5.4. AutOX (A) ⊆ x∈X AutOX,x Ax is automatically seen to be a ﬁnite group, since each
one of the components of the product is well known to be ﬁnite.
Corollary 5.6.1. Qcohf et (X)op veriﬁes axiom 2 of Deﬁnition 5.2.
5.2. Verification of the third axiom: The following statement is a standard consequence of
Nakayama’s lemma:
Lemma 5.7. Let M be a ﬁnite A-module, C ⊆ Spec(A) a closed subset and I = I(C) the radical
ideal generated by C. Then the A-module M/IM veriﬁes that:
Supp(M/IM ) = Supp(M ) ∩ V (I)
where V (I) = C. In particular (M/IM )p = 0 for every p 6∈ C.
Lemma 5.8. Let A be a ring and let C be and open and closed subset of Spec(A) such that
I = I(C). Then for every every p ∈ C we have
(A/I)p ≃ Ap .
Proof. Since C is open and closed, Spec(A) = C ∐ D with D = V (J) = Spec(A/J) for some ideal
J. In particular we have a decomposition A ≃ A/I × A/J. The result follows from Lemma 5.7. 
Furthermore, since étale algebras are ﬁnite and locally free, we have the following result.
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Lemma 5.9. If f : A → B is an étale morphism of rings, then Supp(B) (as an A-module) is open
and closed.
Proof. It follows from Spec(A) − Supp(B) = {p ∈ Spec(A) : deg(B)(p) = 0} and continuity of the
degree map.

Since injective (resp. surjective) morphisms of sheaves of rings (ring data) are monomorphisms
(resp. epimorphisms) and Qcohf et (X) is a subcategory of Ring-dataX , we have:
Lemma 5.10. Let f : A −→ B be a morphism in Qcohf et (X). If f is injective (resp. surjective),
then it is a monomorphism (resp. an epimorphism).
If f : A → B is a ring homomorphism, it is clear that ker(f ) = Ann(B) (where Ann(B) denotes
the annihilator ideal of the A-module B. Note that Ann(B) = I(Supp(B)) because B is a ﬁnite
A-module and ker(f ) veriﬁes that ker(f )x = Ann(Bx ) for all x ∈ X. Finally, if A and B are
quasi-coherent, by Corollary 1.2.1 we obtain that ker(f ) is a quasi-coherent ideal.
Proposition 5.11. Any f : A −→ B in Qcohf et (X) can be written as f = h ◦ g with g an
epimorphism and h a monomorphism.
g

h

Proof. We have the ordinary factorization A → A/ ker(f ) → B. Since ker(f ) is quasi-coherent by
Corollary 1.2.1, it follows, from the same corollary, that A/ ker(f ) is a quasi-coherent algebra. g
is an epimorphism because it is a quotient map. h is injective at stalks by the ﬁrst isomorphism
Theorem, thus a monomorphism by Lemma 5.10.
We see that A/ ker(f ) is an étale OX -algebra at stalks, for which we use Proposition 3.5. First,
notice that by the cancellation property for étale morphisms, Bx is an étale Ax -algebra for all x ∈ X,
i.e. B ∈ Qcohf et (X, A). By the previous discussion (A/ ker(f ))x = Ax /Ann(Bx ). Finiteness holds
because every quotient of a ﬁnite module is ﬁnite. Flatness can be checked after localizing at every
prime, so we win by Lemmas 5.9 and 5.8. Pointwise-étaleness follows by the same argument. We
conclude that A/ ker(f ) is an étale cover sheaf of OX -algebras. Note that Bx is a ﬁnite locally free
(A/ ker(f ))x -algebra of strictly positive degree.

More on monomorphisms and epimorphisms. To complete the veriﬁcation of the third axiom, we
need a complete characterization of monic and epic morphisms in Qcohf et (X).
Lemma 5.12. A morphism f : A −→ B in Qcohf et (X) is an epimorphism if and only if for every
x ∈ X, fx : Ax −→ Bx is an epimorphism in the category of (ﬂat, ﬁnite) étale algebras over OX,x .
Proof. If all the local rings verify the condition, it is clear that the global morphism also veriﬁes
it. For the converse, it suﬃces to see that for any x ∈ X and any morphism g : Bx −→ R (with R
ﬁnite, ﬂat and étale over OX,x ), there exists a morphism of sheaves f : B −→ R such that Rx = R,
fx = g and R ∈ Qcohf et (X).
Notice that every R determines a sheaf of algebras Rx on Ux deﬁned as Rxy := R ⊗OX,x OX,y
equipped with a natural morphism i∗ B −→ Rx (where i : Ux ֒→ X is the natural inclusion). The
extension theorem for quasi-coherent sheaves on schematic spaces (Theorem 1.12) gives us
i∗ i∗ B ≡ BUx −→ R := i∗ Rx ;
which composed with the natural morphism B −→ i∗ i∗ B gives us the desired map. It remains to
check that R ∈ Qcohf et (X), which is easy because for every y ≥ x,
Ry = R ⊗OX,x OX,y
and for every other y we have
Ry = Rx (Ux ∩ Uy ) = R ⊗OX,x OX (Ux ∩ Uy );
and all the conditions are stable after a base change.



From this Lemma and the classical theory of étale OX,x -algebras (morphisms between étale
algebras are étale and epimorphisms of rings of ﬁnite presentation are surjective), we have:
Proposition 5.13. A morphism f : A −→ B in Qcohf et (X) is an epimorphism if and only if fx is
surjective for every x ∈ X, i.e. if and only if f is surjective.
We proceed now to characterize monomorphisms.
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Proposition 5.14. f : A −→ B in Qcohf et (X) is a monomorphism if and only if it is injective.
Proof. One direction is Lemma 5.10. For the converse: since Supp(Bx ) (as an Ax -module) is open
and closed for every x ∈ X, its complement in Spec(Ax ) deﬁnes an ideal ker(fx )C for all x ∈ X.
This deﬁnes a quasi-coherent sheaf of ideals ker(f )C such that
A ≃ A/ ker(f ) × A/ ker(f )C .
Let f be a monomorphism. Denote A1 = A/ ker(f ), A0 = A/ ker(f )C and consider the natural
projections π1 , π2 : A0 × A0 → A0 and
π1

f

A0 × A0 × A1 ⇒ A0 × A1 ≃ A −→ B.
π2

By deﬁnition of A0 (or simply the factorization of Proposition 5.11), we have f ◦ π1 = f ◦ π2 ; and
since f is a monomorphism, π1 = π2 , thus A0 ≃ 0 (the ring with one element). Now it is clear that
ker(f ) = 0, hence f is injective (see proof of Proposition 5.11 as well).

∼

Proposition 5.15. Any epimorphism f : A −→ B in Qcohf et (X) induces C −→ B such that
A ≃ C × D.
Proof. The same decomposition of Proposition 5.14 with C = A1 and D = A0 satisﬁes the conditions.
Indeed, f is surjective by Proposition 5.13, thus C → B is surjective; and also a monomorphism by
Proposition 5.11, hence injective by Proposition 5.14 and therefore it is an isomorphism.

Corollary 5.15.1. Qcohf et (X)op veriﬁes axiom 3 of Deﬁnition 5.2.
5.3. Verification of the fourth and fifth axioms:
Corollary 5.15.2. (Qcohf et (X)op , Fibx ) veriﬁes axiom 4 of Deﬁnition 5.2.
Proof. Fibx clearly sends the initial object OX (the ﬁnal object of the opposite category) to the set
consisting of one point (the ﬁnal object of Set).
If A −→ B is a monomorphism in Qcohf et (X), then it is injective at every point and, consequently, the induced map between their localizations is injective; a property which is preserved after
tensoring by a ﬁeld (ﬂatness) and thus induces a surjection between the spectra of their local rings
that induces a surjection between the ﬁbers.
Similarly, the tensor product of étale cover sheaves commutes with localization, and thus is
mapped to the ﬁbered product of schemes, whose underlying set coincides with the ﬁbered product
of sets because we are tensoring by a ﬁeld. The direct sum of cover sheaves is trivially sent to the
disjoint union of their respective ﬁbers.
For the last part, just note that given A in Qcohf et (X) and a ﬁnite subgroup of automorphisms
G ⊆ AutOX A, the antiequivalence of categories (for every x ∈ X) between OX,x -algebras and aﬃne
Spec(OX,x )-schemes yields
Spec((AG )x ) = Spec((Ax )G ) = Spec(Ax )/G,
where taking invariants commutes with localization by any multiplicative subset (because automorphisms leave the base ring invariant) and the last quotient is taken with respect to the natural action
induced on the spectrum (AutOX,x Ax = AutSpec(OX,x ) Spec(Ax ) for all x ∈ X).
The conclusion follows because the action of G on Ω is trivial, so for any x ∈ X • (Ω) we have
G

Fibx (AG ) = |Spec(Ω ⊗OX,x AG
x )| = |Spec((Ω ⊗OX,x Ax ) )| = Fibx (A)/G.
Lemma 5.16. Let X be well-connected and let f : A −→ B be an injective morphism in Qcohf et (X).
If deg(A) = deg(B) as OX -modules, then f is an isomorphism.
Proof. Take two non-zero ﬁnite and locally free OX -modules C and D trivializing A and B as in
Proposition 3.17; their tensor product as OX −modules, denoted G, trivializes both simultaneously.
Notice that G is a ﬁnite faithfully ﬂat OX −module because both of its components are faithfully
f ppf
ﬂat, so it is a covering trivializing both A and B in XQcoh
. Now, Lemma 3.18 yields that the base
change A ⊗OX G −→ B ⊗OX G, which is a priori injective due to faithful ﬂatness, is an isomorphism.
Once again by faithful ﬂatness, we conclude that f is an isomorphism.

Corollary 5.16.1. If X is well-connected, (Qcohf et (X)op , Fibx ) veriﬁes axiom 5 of Deﬁnition 5.2.
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Proof. Consider u : A −→ B such that Fibx (u) is an isomorphism. We have the usual factorization
A = A0 × A1 −→ A1 −→ B, with the ﬁrst morphism surjective and the second one injective.
Since Fibx sends direct products in Qcohf et (X) to disjoint unions, the hypothesis implies that
Fibx (A1 ) −→ Fibx (A0 ) ∐ Fibx (A1 ) is surjective, and thus Fibx (A0 ) = ∅. Since the degree of A as
an OX −module is constant, this implies that A0 = 0 and in particular u : A = A1 −→ B is an
injective morphism.
Since Fibx (u) is an isomorphism, Fibx (A) and Fibx (B) have the same number of elements, i.e.
deg(A) = deg(B) as OX -modules. Lemma 5.16 concludes the proof.

6. Further work and examples
The theory presented in this paper is only concerned with the existence of the fundamental group,
and thus it is not practical to produce signiﬁcant examples, these will come in future work. However,
let us outline some elementary ideas that put this theory into perspective.
To begin with, we claim that the étale fundamental group of schematic spaces (not necessarily
schemes) veriﬁes most of the standard properties that one would expect for the étale fundamental
group. For most of them we will need to introduce additional notions regarding ﬁnite schematic
spaces, ranging from a good «schematic dimension theory» to an adequate notion of proper morphisms, which is a task of independent interest that will be treated in future works. Even without
requiring these concepts, as mentioned in the introduction, in future papers we will prove several
versions of the Seifert-Van Kampen Theorem that will allow us to compute practical examples with
rather elementary technology. The simplest one of them can be stated as follows:
Theorem 6.1 («Internal» Seifert-Van Kampen for topologically irreducible spaces). Let X be a
connected schematic ﬁnite space that is topologically irreducible, i.e. X = Cx for some x ∈ X. Let x
be a geometric point with image x and, for every y ≤ x, let xy be the geometric point of Spec(OX,y )
deﬁned by x (i.e. if x is deﬁned by the ideal p ⊆ OX,x and a ﬁeld extension κ(x, p) → Ω, this
−1
geometric point is deﬁned on the aﬃne scheme in question by ryx
(p) and the same ﬁeld extension).
Then there is a canonical isomorphism of proﬁnite groups
∼

colim π1et (Spec(OX,y ), xy ) → π1et (X, x).
y∈X

In more abstract terms, we can say x deﬁnes a codatum of proﬁnite groups on X and its «global
cosections» compute the actual fundamental group. One can generalize this to not necessarily
irreducible spaces X considering either: 1) a system of geometric points with ﬁxed Tannaka paths
between the ﬁber functors (replicating [22]); 2) a system of geometric points and computations up to
inner automorphism; 3) fundamental groupoids instead of fundamental groups. Studying coproducts
of schematic spaces along ﬂat immersions (see Remark 2.6) also allows us to prove (as a corollary of
the general «internal» version of the Theorem) that the fundamental group or groupoid is a costack
for the Grothendieck topology of ﬂat immersions, recovering a more classical formulation. This last
result is known for the étale fundamental group of schemes and the étale topology ([15]), hence we
expect it to hold for an analogue of the pro-étale topology for schematic spaces.
Recall now Example 1.1, the most elementary case of a schematic space that is not a scheme:
X = {x, y, z}, x, y < z, OX,x = A[x], OX,y = A[x], OX,z = K(x). By the Seifert-Van Kampen if η
is the generic point of X, i.e. η : (⋆, K) → X given by K(x) → K, then one has
π1et (X, η) ≃ π1et (A1A , ηA[x] ) ∗π1et (Spec(K(x)),η) π1et (A1A , ηA[x] )
where A1A := Spec(A[x]), ∗ denotes the proﬁnite amalgamation and ηA[x] is the generic point of A1A .
If we take A = Q, it is known that π1et (A1Q , ηQ[x] ) ≃ π1et (Spec(Q)) = Gal(Qsep /Q) (see [13, 6.23]), so
π1et (X, η) ≃ Gal(Qsep /Q) ∗Gal(Q(x)sep /Q(x)) Gal(Qsep /Q).
Notice that schematic ﬁnite spaces have more structure than simplicial schemes so it may be possible
to compute π1et (X, η) by diﬀerent means, for instance using diﬀerent ﬁnite models (within the same
qc-equivalence class) or relating them with other spaces. We are currently working on general ways
to eﬀectively use this additional structure: a ﬁnite schematic space is essentially a locally ringed
space and an open covering, but unlike in the case of Čech nerves, we preserve the combinatorial
information of the covering; similarly, we also expect to produce «hyperschematic covers» of spaces
as a richer version of hypercoverings of a space. This is a long-term goal that we hope will lead

ÉTALE COVERS AND FUNDAMENTAL GROUPS OF SCHEMATIC FINITE SPACES

31

to a generalized étale homotopy theory that might shed some light into the components of this
presentation of π1et (X, η).
A modiﬁcation of this example would be the gluing of projective lines. The ﬁnite model of
the projective line P1k for a ﬁeld k that is universal among all ringed spaces (see [17]) is, up to
isomorphism, the space {a, b, c} with a, b ≤ c and OP1k ,a = [k[x, y]x ]0 , OP1k ,b = [k[x, y]y ]0 and OP1k ,c =
[k[x, y]xy ]0 , where [R]0 denotes the component of degree 0 of a graded ring R. Our «double projective
line» space (that is schematic and is not a scheme) is the space PP1k = {a1 , b1 , c1 , a2 , b2 , c2 , d} with
ai , bi ≤ ci (for i = 1, 2) and d a maximal point, such that {ai , bi , ci } ⊆ Y is the projective line
described above and OY,d = k(x, y). The generic point η is given by the zero ideal of k(x, y). An
application of Van Kampen’s Theorem and [13, 6.22] tell us that
π1et (PP1k , η) ≃ Gal(ksep /k) ∗Gal(k(x,y)sep /k(x,y)) Gal(ksep /k).
Besides gluing at the generic point, we can also glue spaces at any local ring. Of course, the
fundamental groups that appear will, in general, no longer be the amalgamation of Galois groups
of ﬁelds. Recall that, for any scheme S and a point s ∈ S, the morphism
Spec(OS,s ) → S
is a ﬂat monomorphism, but not an open immersion (it is a limit of open immersions). The theory of
schematic spaces allows us to consider gluings along these local rings. An interesting case happens
when s ∈ S is a singular point, i.e. OS,s is not a regular ring. We can consider, for example, the
aﬃne nodal curve given by the ring R = k[x, y]/(y 2 − x(x2 + 1)) and glue two copies of it along
the singular «point» given by the maximal ideal (x, y). This would be the space N = {a, b, c} with
a, b < c and ON,a = ON,b = R, ON,c = R(x,y) . If we put k = C (for simplicity), the fundamental
b ≃Q
group of Spec(R) can be computed via analytic means and is isomorphic to Z
p prime Zp . In
particular, at the generic point η, we have




Y
Y
π1et (N, η) ≃ 
Zp  .
Zp  ∗π1et (Spec(R(x,y) ),η) 
p prime

p prime

In a similar setting, we may modify this example to consider aﬃne surfaces (or open aﬃnes of
a general surface) with global sections ring A and p ≡ m ∈ Specmax (A) a singular point. The
fundamental group π1et (Spec(Am ), η) is now related to the local étale fundamental group of the
singular point, which contains information about the singularity type and is deﬁned as
π1loc,et (Spec(A), p) = π1et (Spec(Ash
m ) − {p}, η),
where the superscript sh denotes the strict Henselization and η is a chosen generic geometric point.
Note that this makes sense because Spec(Ash
m ) − {p} is connected. There is a natural morphism
π1loc,et (Spec(A), p) → π1et (Spec(Am ), η)

given by the inclusion and the strict Henselization map. This situation generalizes to schemes S of
higher dimension and singular subschemes Ssing ⊆ S of codimension ≥ 2.
Even more generally, given any scheme S with singular points, we can consider ﬁnite models with
respect to certain «almost ﬁnite» open coverings and isolate the local rings of singular points as actual
open subsets in order to later study their fundamental groups through manipulations in the schematic
category (as brieﬂy hinted at above). In turn, these are related to the local étale fundamental groups.
Note as well that normalizations of schematic ﬁnite spaces are computed pointwise. Furthermore,
introducing a theory of étale ﬁnite models (of algebraic spaces)—where everything should work in
an analogous way—we could even consider gluings along strict Henselizations of local rings (i.e. the
local rings in the étale topos, instead of the Zariski topos).
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