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BASE CHANGE FOR COHERENT COHOMOLOGY IN BERKOVICH
GEOMETRY

MATHIEU DAYLIES

We prove some base change theorems for coherent cohomology in the setting of Berkovich
spaces. In this setting, we get a flat base change theorem, and some proper base change theorems
that are analogue to theorems from scheme theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. When considering a cartesian square of spaces, base change theorems relate
how the direct and the inverse image of sheaves fit together. To be more precise, let

f/

X —— 5

T

X——==F5

be a cartesian square in some category of spaces with sheaves on it (schemes, topological spaces,
analytic spaces,...) and let F be a sheaf on X. Then base change theorems are statements
concerning the natural transformation of sheaves G : p* R (f.F) — R f.(p™*F).

Suppose that all the spaces involved in the previous diagram are schemes, and JF is a quasi-
coherent sheaf. Then the flat base change theorem from algebraic geometry states that if p is flat,
and f is quasi-compact and quasi-separated, then G is an isomorphism (see [12, Tag 02KH]).
If the base S is noetherian, f is proper, and JF is flat over S, we also have proper base change
theorems for coherent cohomology that are a bit weaker (see [12, Tag 07VL] or chapter 2, Section
5 of [10]).

Proper base change theorems are especially useful when we try to figure out how cohomology
behaves in familly : we can often relate the cohomology on the fiber and the cohomology on
some neighboorhood of a point (cf corollary 2 and 3 of section 5 of [10]). With motivation linked
to the study of relative ampleness locus of a morphism between Berkovich analytic spaces, we
are interested in those base change theorems for coherent cohomology in the non-archimedean
analytic setting. Berkovich stated some of these theorems at the end of section 3.3 of [1]. In his
work, these theorems are deduced from theorem 3.3.9 of loc.cit., whose proof is supposed to be
completely analogous to the proofs of the corresponding facts in algebraic geometry. However, in
analytic geometry, the tensor products that appear are replaced by completed tensor products
which are not really compatible with tools from homological algebra used in the previous proof.
This fact leads us to think that the proof in loc. cit. is not correct.

Note that in Berkovich geometry, we also have an étale cohomology and some base change
theorems for étale cohomology (see [5] for a reader friendly introduction to étale cohomology of
Berkovich analytic spaces, and section 7.7 and 7.8 of [2] for the precise theorems), but we only
deal with coherent cohomology here.

1.2. Overview of our results.
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1.2.1. Flat base change for coherent cohomology. In Berkovich geometry, we have at our disposal
a flatness theory, due to Ducros in [6]. In algebraic geometry, the easiest base change theorem
is the flat base change theorem, so it is natural to try to prove such a theorem in the analytic
setting. We obtain the following theorem 2.1:

A. Theorem. Suppose
X/ fﬁ S/

f
X—S5
s a cartesian diagram of k-analytic spaces with f proper and p flat. Let F be a coherent sheaf on

X. Then for all i > 0 the natural morphism of coherent Og:-modules p*(R!f.F) — R f.(p"*TF)
is an isomorphism.

We can reduce this statement to the case where S = M(A) and S' = M(B) are both affinoid,
and then it becomes a theorem on the Cech complex C* of J associated to some affinoid covering
of X. The Cech complex of X is now C*@4B and we just need to show that the natural map
H{(C*)®4B — H'(C*®4B) is an isomorphism. In scheme theory, this would be straightforward
because tensor product by a flat algebra commutes by definition with cohomology of a complex.
On the contrary, in analytic geometry, even if p : S” = M(B) — S = M(A) is flat, the functor
—& 4B needs not to be exact in any sense.

We introduce in 2.5 the property P 4. An A Banach module M satisfies the property P4 if the
natural arrow H'(C*) @4 B — H'(C*®4B) is an isomorphism. In order to show the theorem,
it is sufficient to show that B satisfies the property P4.

The first step is to show, by direct computation involving explicit polydisks, that any quasi-
smooth algebra overs A satisfies P4. We then show that the P4 property behaves well with
respect to composition, and that this property is local for the G-topology on S. The last and
crucial step is now to use the analytic version of Raynaud-Gruson’s theory of dévissages, due to
Ducros in section 8.2 of [6], to handle the general case of an affinoid algebra B, analytically flat
over A.

1.2.2. Proper base change for coherent cohomology. In 3.3.9 of [1], Berkovich claimed that we
could approach these problems in the non-archimedean analytic setting with the strategy used
by Mumford in chapter 5 of [10] for schemes. The idea is to show that if we have a proper scheme
X — Spec A over A, F a coherent sheaf over X, flat over A, then there exists a complex of finite
and flat A-modules K* that compute universally the cohomology of F in the following sense: for
all A-algebra B, we have an isomorphism H*(K* ® 4 B) — H*(Xp,Jg). To prove this, we use
the Cech complex of F relative to some open cover, and we use tools from homological algebra.
The finiteness of the K*’s is the crucial point of this theorem, because the Cech complex does not
usually contain any finite module. Classic proper base change theorems are then a consequence
of the existence of this complex.

If we try to adapt this proof to the non-archimedean analytic setting, it seems to fail. Indeed,
if we consider a proper analytic space X — A over an affinoid algebra A, F a coherent sheaf
over X, flat over A, the Cech complex of F does not consist of type module over A, so if
p: M(B) = M(A) is a morphism of affinoid algebras, the tensor products appearing in the
Cech complex of Tz are completed tensor products that prevent us from using the tools from
homological algebra.

We however get the following theorem 3.1:

B. Theorem. Let A be a k-affinoid algebra, X a proper A-analytic space, and F a coherent
sheaf on X, that is flat over M(A). Then there exists a finite complex K* of finite and projective
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A-modules such that for any non-archimedean complete field extension L of k, and any L-affinoid
algebra B with a morphism of analytic spaces p : M(B) — M(A), we have, for all n € N, an
isomorphism H"(K* ®4 B) —» H"(X5,F5).

The idea of the proof is to work with the Cech complex of F, and to note that the theorem is
true in the following cases:

(1) if B = AL with L a non-archimedean complete extension of k because ®L transforms
exact admissible sequences into exact admissible sequences by Gruson’s theory in [8],

(2) if B is k-affinoid, and p is analytically flat by theorem A,

(3) if p is a finite morphism between k-affinoid spaces by the algebraic theory and the con-
struction by Mumford in Section 5 of [10], because in this case, completed tensor product
and usual tensor product are the same.

Then, we can use Ducros’s work on the relative dimension in [7], and in particular corollary
4.7 which gives a nice G-local factorization of some morphisms and allows to conclude.

Theorem B allows us to derived classical versions of proper base change theorems in Berkovich
geometry. In particular, we obtain the upper semi-continuity of the dimension of the cohomology
group of the fiber for the Zariski topology, and the fact that the Euler characteristic is locally
constant.

We also find back a classic statement as a corollary in theorem 3.2:

C. Theorem. Let f : X — S be a proper morphism of k-analytic spaces with S connected
and reduced, and F a coherent sheaf on X that is flat on S. Then, for all p € N, there is an
equivalence between:

(1) the function s € S+ dimgc(s) HP (X5, ) is constant ;

(2) the sheaf RP f.(F) is locally free on S, and for all s € S, the natural map RP f.(F) ®o,

H(s) - HP(Xs,TFs) is an isomorphism.

If these equivalent conditions are fulfilled, then the natural map RP~1 f.(F)®e H(s) — HP 1 (X, Fs)
is an isomorphism for all s € S.

1.3. Acknowledgments. I would like to express my sincere gratitude to Antoine Ducros, with-
out whom this work would not have been possible. I would also like to thank Christian Lehn for
his welcome in Chemnitz University.

This article was completed when the author was supported through the SMWK research grant
SAXAG.

2. FLAT BASE CHANGE

The main goal of this section is to show a flat base change theorem for coherent modules
in Berkovich geometry. Our strategy will be to use Ducros’s theory of dévissages in Berkovich
geometry (see chapter 8 of [6]) to reduce the theorem to two elementary cases, the case of a
quasi-smooth base change, and the case of a GG-covering. The case of a G-covering follows from
Kiehl’s theorem on direct images, and the case of quasi-smooth morphisms will be handled by
direct computation involving explicit polydisks.

We first give a reminder of Ducros theory of dévissages and give the explicit version that
we will use here. The following theorem is just a version of the theorem 8.3.4 of [6] where we
shrinked every quasi-smooth space.

2.1. Proposition (Ducros). Let p: Y — X be a morphism between good k-analytic spaces, let
F be a flat coherent sheaf on'Y, let y be a point of supp Y, let = be its image in X and let n be
the relative dimension of p at x. Then there exist r < n, a decreasing sequence of non-negative
integers ny > ng > ... > n, and a list of data (V,{T;, 7, ti, Li, Pi}ieq1,..r}), where :
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(1) V is an affinoid neighboorhood of y € Y;

(2) T; = M(C;) is a k-affinoid domain of a smooth X -space of pure relative dimension n;
and t; is a point of T; lying over x;

(3) for every i, L; and P; are finite C;-modules, and L; is free over C;;

(4) t; e supp (B;) if i <r and P, =0;

(5) w1 is a finite X-map from supp (Fy) to Ty such that 7 (t1) = {y} set-theoretically;
(6) m; is a finite X-map from supp (P;_1) to T; such that w7 *(t;) = {ti_1} set-theoretically;
(7) There exist an exact sequence of finite Cy-modules 0 — L1 — HO(V,F) — P, — 0 ;

(8)

P, — 0.

Proof. Let (V' {T;, mi,ti, Li, Pi}icqr,....r}) be an X-dévissage of I at y (such a dévissage exist by
theorem 8.2.3 of [6]). Then the arrow £1 — 71, Fy is injective at ¢; and the arrow £; — 7, P;—1
is injective at t; for every i > 2 by theorem 8.3.4 of [6] and flatness of .

By definition, and by theorem 2.4.9 of [6], we can shrink V' and all the T; to reduce to the
case where if L; (resp. P;) is the O, (T;)-module associated with £; (resp. P;) then the arrows
L; — P,_y and Ly — H°(V,J) are injective and the sequences 0 — L; — P;_1 — P; — 0 for all
i>1and 0 — L; — H°(V,F) — P, — 0 are exact. O

2.2. Remark. By the reverse implication in 8.3.4 of [6], the coherent module associated to P; over
T; is flat over M(A) because we have a dévissage of it (V, {T3, 7, i, Ls, Pi}icq2,...ry) that is just
the restriction of the dévissage of F

The main theorem of this section is the following:

2.1. Theorem. Suppose
f/

X —— 5
bl
X—f>S

is a cartesian diagram of k-analytic spaces with f proper and p flat. Let F be a coherent sheaf on
X. Then for all i > 0 the natural morphism of coherent Qg -modules p* (R f.F) — R f.(p™*F)
s an tsomorphism.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this theorem.

2.3. Remark. By Kiehl theorem on coherence of direct images, theorem 3.3 in [9], the theorem
holds for every embedding of analytic domain p: S’ — S.

Since this assertion is local on S’ for the G-topology, we can assume than S’ is affinoid, and
the theorem is just a consequence of the following theorem:

2.2. Theorem. Suppose

x L

l”' lp
f
X—=S5
is a cartesian diagram of k-analytic spaces with f proper and p : S := M(B) = S := M(A) a

flat morphism between affinoid spaces. Let F be a coherent sheaf on X. Then for all © > 0 the
natural morphism of B-modules H'(X,F) @4 B — H (X5, Fp) is an isomorphism.
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2.4. Remark. The space X is compact so if we take a G-covering of X by a finite number of
affinoid domains, the i-th cohomology module H'(X, ) is given by H*(C*) the i-th cohomology
module of the Cech complex associated to F, where the latter is denoted by (C*).

2.5. Definition. Let A be a k-affinoid algebra, and M be a Banach module over A. We say
that M satisfies the property P if for every ¢ > 0 and all coherent sheaf F on a proper A-
space X provided with a finite G-covering the natural arrow H(C*)@aM — H (C*&®4 M) is an
isomorphism where (C*) is the Cech complex of F.

2.6. Remark. By properness, the H(C*) are finite A-modules, so we have the equality H(C*)&4 M =
HY (C*Y®@a4 M.

2.7. Definition. In the setting of theorem 2.1, we say that a morphism p : S’ — S satisfies
property Qg if for all proper morphism f : X — S and F coherent sheaf on X, the conclusion of
theorem 2.1 are satisfied.

2.8. Remark. For a morphism of k-affinoid spaces p : S’ — S the following properties are
equivalent : O(S’) satisfies Po(g) and the morphism p satisfies Qg. Nevertheless, the property Q
makes sense for non-affinoid analytic spaces.

2.9. Ezample. Let M(A) = U, ; M(A;) be a covering of an affinoid space by a finite number of
affinoid domains. Let M :=[]..;A,. Then as in 2.3, by Kiehl coherence theorem, M sastisfies
the property P 4.

JjeJ

2.10. Remark. In the setting of theorem 2.2, let X = UjeJ X; be a covering of X by a finite
number of affinoid domains. Then we have a finite G-covering of X¢ by affinoid domains,
namely Xz = (J;c; Xi x4 B, and by properness we can compute its cohomology groups using
Cech cohomology, so we have the equality H!(Xs,Fp) = H'(C4), where Cl = (CH)@4B.

In order to show theorem 2.2, it is sufficient to show that H*(C}) = H(C') ®.4 B, that is to
say that the Banach A-module B satisfies the property P 4. This will be our main goal in the
rest of this section.

The following lemma shows in particular that the property P is G-local on the source.

2.11. Lemma. Letp: M(B) — M(A) be a morphism of k-affinoid spaces, and let g : M(C) — M(B)
be a morphism of k-affinoid spaces.

(1) Assume that the induced k-algebra morphism B — € is faithfully flat and sastisfies Pp
(e.g. the morphism q is a finite affinoid G-covering of M(B)). Then if C satisfies the
property P4 then B satisfies the property Pa.

(2) Assume that p satisfies P4 and q satisfies Pp. Then p o q satisfies Py.

(3) Suppose that there exist a G-covering M(B) = |J,c; M(Bv;) of M((B) such that for all
i € I, the A-module By, satisfies the property Pa. Then B satisfies the property P 4.

Proof. Let X be a proper A-space provided with a covering by a finite number of affinoid domains.
Denote by (C*) the associated Cech complex.

We start with the first point. For all i > 0, we have a natural arrow H'(C*) ®4 B —
H'(C*®4B). By faithfull flatness, this arrow is an isomorphism if and only if its base change
H{(C*) ®4 B ®p C — HY(C*®4B) @p € is an isomorphism, but because € satisfies P4, the
first term is isomorphic to H'(C*®4C) and because ¢ satisfies P53, we have an isomorphism
Hi(C*®AB) Rp C — Hi(C*®AB®B€) = Hi(C*®A€).

For the second point, we have an isomorphism H*(C*) @4 € = H(C*) @4 B @5 € —
H (C*®4B) @3 € because p satisfies P4 and this last term is isomorphic to H*(C*®4BR5C)
because ¢ satisfies P.



BASE CHANGE FOR COHERENT COHOMOLOGY IN BERKOVICH GEOMETRY 6

The last point is just a consequence of the first point, because by compactness, we can chose
I to be finite, and then, the natural map [];,.; M(Bv,) — A satisfies P4 and the arrow B —
[L;c; By, is faithfully flat. O

We have the same kind of good behaviour for the property Q. Let’s first introduce the following
definition:

2.12. Definition. Let f : Y — X be a morphism of k-analytic spaces. Then f is said to be
properly surjective if there exist a G-covering of X by quasi-compact analytic domain each of
which is the image of a quasi-compact analytic domain of Y.

2.13. Lemma. Letp:S — T and q: R — S be morphism of k-analytic spaces.

(1) Assume that q is flat and properly surjective and satisfies property Qs (e.g. the morphism
q is a G-covering). Then if p o q satisfies Qr then p satisfies Qp.

(2) Assume that p satisfies Qr and q satisfies Qs. Then p o q satisfies Q.

(3) Assume that there exist a G-covering S = |J;c; Si by quasi-compact analytic domains
such that for all i € I, the arrow S; — T satisfies Qp. Then p satisfies Qp.

Proof. Let f: X — T be a proper T-space and F be a coherent sheaf on X. Let Xg:= X xp S
and Xg:= X x7 T and denote by p’ : Xg -+ X, ¢ : Xgp = X5, fs: Xg — Sand fr: Xgr =+ R
be the canonical morphisms. We have the following double cartesian commutative square:

R—* .5 P 7T

fRT fsT fT
q P’

Xp—Xg——>X

Assume that p o g satisfies Qr and ¢ is flat and properly surjective and satisfies Qg, and let
h: p*(RUf.F) — (R (fs)«(p')*F) be the canonical morphism. Then we can pullback h by ¢*
and because ¢ satisfies Qg, ¢*h is the canonical morphism (poq)* (R f.F) — (R'(fr)«(p' 0 q')*F)
and the latter is an isomorphism because p o ¢ satisfies Qr. By descent of flat properly surjective
morphisms (theorem 3.13 of [4]), & is an isomorphism, so p satisfies Q.

Assume now that p satisfies Qp and ¢ satisfies Qg. Then we have an isomorphism h :
p*RIf.T — RY((fs)«(p')*F). We can now pullback this isomorphism by ¢* to get another
isomorphism ¢*h and because q satisfies Qg, ¢*h is the canonical morphism (p o ¢)*(R'f.F) —
(R'(fr)+((' ©4'))*F), so po q satisfies Qr.

Now, the last point is just a consequence of the first point, because the morphism [ |
is properly surjective, and [[,.; Si — T satisfies Qr.

iel S; — S
O

2.14. Lemma. Letp: S := M(B) — S = M(A) be a morphism of k-affinoid spaces such that B

satisfies P4, and let L be a finite free Banach B-module. Then L satisfies the property P .

Proof. Write L = ¢,
number of affinoid domains and J a coherent sheaf on X. Denote by (C*) the associated Cech
complex. Then by proposition 2.1.7.6 of [3], we have C*®4L = @jeJ(C’*®AB) and because
the sum is finite for all i > 0 we have the equality H (C*®4L) = D,cs HY(C*®4B). Because
the usual tensor product commute with direct sum, and B satisfies P4 we see that L satisfies
Pa. O

B. Let X be a proper A-space provided with a covering by a finite

2.15. Lemma. Letp : Y := M(B) —» X := M(A) be a quasi-smooth morphism of k-affinoid
algebras. Then B satisfies the property Pa.
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Proof. Let y € M(B) and denote by d the relative dimension of p at y. Then by corollary 5.3.7
of [6], there exists an affinoid neighborhood V,, C M(B) such that pjy, is quasi-smooth of relative
dimension d. By part 1 of 2.11, we can replace M(B) by V;, and f by fjy, i.e. we can assume
that f is quasi-smooth of constant relative dimension d by shrinking again Y if needed.

By corollary 5.3.2 of [6], we can shrink Y to assume that the coherent B-module Qy,x is free
of rank d. Now let fi,..., f4 be analytic functions on M(B) such that ((df;)(y)): is a basis of
(28 /4)3¢(y)- Then by lemma 5.4.5 of [6], the map ¢ : ¥ — A% is quasi-étale at y. Now, the
quasi-étale (quasi-smooth of relative dimension zero) locus of ¢ on Y is an open subset (it is
even Zariski-open) of Y by theorem 10.7.2 of [6]. We can assume that there exist an affinoid
neighborhood U of y in Y such that the restriction ¢|;; remain quasi-étale, and by an application
of part 3 of the lemma 2.11, up to consider a G-covering of Y, we can assume that ¢ : Y — A%
is quasi-étale at each point.

By definition of A% and compactness of Y, there exist a compact polydisk D over A such
that o(Y) € D. Then the induced morphism Y — D is quasi-étale, and by part 2 of lemma
2.11, it is sufficient to show that D — X (resp. Y — D) satisfies P4 (resp. Po(p)y). The
morphism D — X obviously satisfies P4 since if D = M(A{R'T}) with R € (R*.)? a polyradius,
Z is a proper A-space provided with a covering by a finite number of affinoid domains, F is
a coherent sheaf on Z and (C*) is the associated Cech complex then for all i > 0 we have
H{(C*{R™'T}) = H'(C*) ® 4 A{R™ T} because for every exact admissible sequence of Banach
A-modules 0 — M" — M — M" — 0, the sequence 0 — M’®AA{E_1I} — M®AA{E_1I} —
M"&4A{R T} — 0 is also exact admissible.

It remains to show that if ¢ : Y — D is a quasi-étale morphism between affinoid spaces then
O(Y) satisfies Pp. By part 3 of lemma 2.11, we can argue G-locally on Y, and assume that Y
is an affinoid domain of an étale space T over D. Let p : T — D be the structural morphism
and j : Y — T the inclusion that identifie ¥ with an affinoid domain of T'. To show that O(Y")
satisfies Py, it is sufficient to show that ¢ satisfies Qp. Let now suppose that étale morphisms
satisfy the property Q. Then q also satisfies Q by part 2 of lemma 2.13 because affinoid domain
embeddings satisfy property Q.

We can now assume that ¢; : Y — D is an étale morphism between non necessary affinoid
spaces, and it is sufficient to show that ¢; satisfies the property Q. By definition, there exists
Y=U jes Yj a G-covering of Y by affinoid domains and D; affinoid domains of D such that the
restriction qy)y, : Y; — D is finite and étale. Let g2 : [{;c;Y; — [;c; Dj be the induced finite
morphism and 72 : [[;.;Y; = Y and 71 : [[;c; D; — D the induced G-covering. We now have
the following commutative square :

q2
Hje.] Y —— Hje.] Dj
FT
Y z D
By lemma part 3 of 2.13, ¢; satisfies the property Qp if the morphism ||

jes Y — D satisfies
D; — D satisfies property Qp, again by part 2
Y; — |1 D; satisfies the property

property Qp. Now, because the morphism ]_[j cJ
of lemma 2.13, it is sufficient to show that the morphism [ |
Q.

We can now assume that the morphism ¢ : Y — D is a finite étale morphism of affinoid
spaces and we want to show that it possess the property Q. Let f : Z — D be a proper D-
space provided with a covering by a finite number of affinoid domains Z = |JZ,. Let JF be
a coherent sheaf on Z. Denote by (C*) the associated Cech complex. Let f' = f x Y and

¢ = q x X. Then, by properness, we have H'(Z xp Y,¢*F) = H(C*®o(p)O(Y)) because

jeJ
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the inverse image (¢'~(Z,)) induce an affinoid covering of X xp Y, and because the arrow
O(D) — O(Y) is finite, we have C'"®pp)O(Y) = C'®e(py)O(Y) and because the same arrow is
flat by proposition 4.3.1 of [6], the cohomology of the complex (C*) commute with (ordinary)
tensor product, so we have H(C*®0(p)0(Y)) = H (C*) ®o(py O(Y), so we eventually have the
equality H'(X xp Y,q*F) = H'(C*) ®o(p) O(Y) and ¢ satisfies property Qp. O

2.16. Remark. Combining lemma 2.14 and 2.15, we see that if A is a k-affinoid space, and M is
any finite free module on a quasi-smooth algebra, then M satisfies the property P 4.

Now, we give a last lemma that will allow us to show the theorem 2.2 by induction on the
relative dimension of the morphism.

2.17. Lemma. Let p : R — S be a morphism of affinoid spaces with M(A) = S and F be a
coherent sheaf on R that is flat over S. Assume that there exists a quasi-smooth affinoid S-space
T =M(C), and L, N some coherent sheaves on T such that L := L(T) is free over C, N is flat
over S and such that there exists a finite S-map 7w : supp F — T and an exact sequence of finite
C-modules 0 — L — H°(R,F) — N — 0, where N is equal to N(T).

Assume that N satisfies property Pa. Then F = H°(R,JF) also satisfies P4.

Proof. Let X be a proper A-space provided with a covering by a finite number of affinoid domains
X =|JX; and a coherent sheaf G on it. Denote by (C*) the Cech complex associated to G. Let
q Y= Hi0<--<ii X, N...NX;, = X be the morphism of k-affinoid spaces given by inclusion.
Then we have the equality H°(Y;,q;G) = C*. We also have an exact sequence of coherent Or-
modules 0 — £ — m,F — N — 0. We can summarize the situation by the following commutative
cartesian square, where Z :=T xg Y;:

|

T——S

— Y

By flatness of N, we can apply theorem 4.5.7 of [6] to this square, the previous exact sequence
and the coherent sheaf ¢fG on Y; and we have the following exact sequence for all ¢ > 0 :
0= C'®uL — C'QuF — C'& 4N — 0.

This short exact sequence of complexes of modules now induces a long exact sequence of
modules, and this shows that the second row of the following commutative diagram is exact at
the middle:

0——=H"(C*)®4 L —= H"(C*) @4 F ——= H"(C*) @4 N ——=0

_— | |

0 —— H"(C*®4L) — H"(C*@ 4 F) — H"(C*@4N) —= 0

The first row of this commutative diagram is exact at each of its term because since N is flat
over S, the A-module N is A flat, so we have for all n > 0 the equality Tor“fl (C™, N)=0. Now,
by diagram-chasing, since N satisfies P4, the arrow H"(C*®@4 F) — H"(C*®4N) is surjective,
and this shows that the connecting morphism H"(C*®4N) — H"(C*®4L) from the long
exact sequence is injective, so the arrow H" T (C*®4L) — H" (C*&4F) is injective, so the
second row is also exact on its left part for n > 1 applying the above with n instead of n + 1.
The case n = 0 is also exact since we have a commutative diagram of modules with exact rows:
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0 ——= C'QuL —= COQ  F

L

0 ——=C'@uL ——= C'QuF

And by diagram-chasing, the canonical arrow H(C°®4L) — H°(C°&4F) is also injective.
Now, since N satisfies P4, and L also by 2.16 because it is free over a quasi-smooth algebra over
A, on the three descending morphism of the diagram, two are isomorphisms, and by diagram
chase, we dedude that H"(C*) ® 4 F — H"(C*®4F) is also an isomorphism and it is what we
aimed to show. ([

We will now use the previous lemma repeatedly to show :

2.18. Lemma. Let A be an affinoid algebra, d > 0 an integer, T a quasi-smooth space T — M(A)
purely of relative dimension d, and F a coherent sheaf on T that is flat on A. Then for all i > 0,
HO(T, ) satisfies the property P 4.

Proof. We will show this by induction on the relative dimension d > 0.

Assume d = 0. Then by 2.1, there exist a quasi-smooth space T; over A, of pure relative
dimension zero and a finite morphism of A-analytic spaces 7 : supp F — T, with a coherent
sheaf £ on T} whose global section L := H 0 (T1,L4) are free over A and such that we have an
isomorphism 0 — Ly — H°(T,J) — 0. From this equality, we deduce that H°(T,J) is free over
a quasi-smooth algebra over A, so by remark 2.16, the A-module H°(T, F) satisfies the property
Py.

Assume now that the proposition hold for all d’ < d, and let T — M(A) be a quasi-smooth
space purely of dimension d + 1 with F a coherent sheaf on T. Then using the same notation as
proposition 2.1, we have an affinoid quasi-smooth A-space T1 = M(€) of pure relative dimension
n, < d+1, an affinoid quasi-smooth A-space To = M(C) of pure relative dimension n, < d, some
coherent C;-module L; and P; for i € {1;2} on C; such that L, is free over C;, P; is (analytically)
flat over M(A) and some finite morphism 7; : supp § — Ty and 72 : supp Pi — T5. Now,
we have an exact sequence 0 — Ly — H O(Tl, P1) — P, — 0, and by induction hypothesis, P»
satisfies P4, and Ly is free over Cs, so by the previous lemma 2.17, P satisfies P 4. Now applying
again the lemma 2.17 to the exact sequence of €; modules 0 — Ly — H(T,F) — P — 0 we
get that HO(T, F) satisfies P4. O

Now, theorem 2.2 is just an easy consequence of the previous lemmas.

Proof. Let p : M(B) — M(A) be a flat morphism between affinoid spaces. We want to show that
the A-module B satisfies the property P 4. By lemma 2.11, the property is G-local on M(B) and
it is sufficient to show it on an affinoid neighborhood of any point.

So let y € M(B) and let n be the relative dimension of p at . Using notation of the proposition
2.1, there exist an affinoid neighborhood V.= M(By) of y in Y and a quasi-smooth A-space
T = M(C) purely of dimension d smaller than n, finite Ci-modules P; and L; such that L;
is free over C; and a finite morphism 7 : V' — T3 such that there exist an exact sequence of
Ci-modules 0 = L1 — By — P — 0.

Now by the 2.18, P; satisfies P4 and L, is free over a quasi-smooth A-algebra, so by lemma
2.17, the A-module By satisfies P4, this shows that the property holds for B and the theorem
2.2 is now proved. (I
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3. PROPER BASE CHANGE

We now want to show a proper base change theorem for coherent modules. We remind two
following theorems that are stated at section 5 of the chapter 2 of [10] for the cohomology of
proper schemes.

3.1. Proposition. Let A be a noetherian ring and C* be a complex of A-modules such that
its cohomology groups H'(C*) are finitely generated A-modules and CP # {0} if and only if
0 < p <n. Then there exist a complex K* of finitely generated A-modules such that KP # {0}
if and only if 0 < p <n and KP is free for 1 < p < n, and a quasi-isomorphism of complexes of
A-modules ¢ : K* — C*. Moreover, if the C? are A-flat, then K9 can be taken to be A-flat.

3.2. Proposition. Let A be a noetherian ring, and C*, K* be any finite complexes of flat A-
modules and let ¢ : K* — C* be a quasi-isomorphism of complexes of A-modules. Then for every
A-algebra B, the maps HP(K* @ 4 B) — HP(C* ® 4 B) are isomorphisms for all p € Z i.e. the
natural morphism ¢ ® 4 B is a quasi-isomorphism.

If we have a quasi-coherent sheaf F on a proper space X over a noetherian affine scheme A,
we can apply these two proposition to the Cech complex of F, and we have the existence of a
complex K* of A-module that computes the cohomology of the space X universally, i.e. such
that we have for every A-algebra B and every integer n the equality H"(Xp,Fp) = H"(K3 ® B).

3.3. Definition. Let A be an affinoid algebra, and X a proper A-analytic space. Let F be a
coherent sheaf on X that is flat over A, and let X = J,c; Xi be G-covering of X by a finite
number of affinoid domains. Denote by C* the Cech complex associated to F relatively to this
covering. Given these data, we will say that a morphism of affinoid algebras p : M(B) — M(A)
satisfies the property R if for every finite complex of finitely generated flat A-module K* and
every quasi-isomorphism ¢ : K* — C* of complezes of A-modules then ¢ induce an isomorphism
H"(K*®aB) — HY(C*®aB) i.e. p24B is a quasi-isomorphism.

From now on, all the data involving the previous definition will be fixed.

3.4. Remark. Let p : M(B) — M(A) be a finite morphism between k-affinoid algebras. Then p
satisfies the property R 4. In fact, the complex C* satisfies the hypothesis of the proposition 3.2,
so for every finite flat complex of finitely generated A-module K* and every quasi-isomorphism
¢ : K* — C* of complexes of A-modules, we have an isomorphism H"(K*®4B) — H"(C*®4B)
and since C* and K are noetherian and p is finite, we have the equality K*®4B = K*®4B and
C*@4B = C*®@4B, s0 p&B is a quasi-isomorphism.

3.5. Remark. Let p : M(B) — M(A) be a flat morphism between affinoid algebras. Then p
satisfies R4. In fact, let K* be a finite complex of finitely generated flat A-modules and ¢ a
quasi-isomorphism ¢ : K* — C* of complexes of A-modules. Because K' is finite for all i € Z,
and the A-algebra B is flat, using theorem 2.2, the arrow H"(K*®4B) — H"(C*®4B) is now
identified with the arrow H"(K*) ® 4 B — H"(C*) ® 4 B and the latter is an isomorphism by
definition of the complex K*.

3.6. Lemma. Let L be a non-archimedean field extension of k and A be a k-affinoid algebra.
Then the natural morphism of analytic spaces p : M(Ayr) — M(A) satifies Ra.

Proof. Let K* be a finite complex of finitely generated flat A-module and ¢ a quasi-isomorphism
¢ K* = C* of complexes of A-modules. Then the differential of the Cech complex C* are
admissible, and by theorem 1 of part 3 of [8], the functor ®;L from k-Banach modules to
L-Banach modules transform admissible exact sequences into admissible exact sequences, so
for all n € Z, the morphism H"(K*®,L) — H"(C*®;L) is identified with the morphism
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H"(K*)®&,L — H"(C*)®pL and the latter is an isomorphism by hypothesis, so p satisfies
Ra. O

3.7. Remark. Note the previons lemma and the remark just before did not use the flatness of
K*.
3.8. Lemma. Let q: M(D) — M(B) and p : M(B) — M(A) be morphisms of k-affinoid spaces.
(1) Assume that p satisfies R4 (e.g. flat) and q is finite. Then p o q satisfies Ry .
(2) Assume that there exist a G-covering M(B) = U;c; M(B;) of M(B) by a finite number
of affinoid domains such that for all j € J, the induced arrow M(B;) — M(A) satisfies
Ra. Then p satisfies Ra.
(3) Assume that p satisfies R4 and q satisfies Rs. Then po q satisfies Ry.

Proof. Let K* be a finite complex of finitely generated flat A-modules and ¢ a quasi-isomorphism
¢ K* — C* of complexes of A-modules.

For the first point, we have a homomorphism @3 : K&4B — C*®4B and by flatness of p
and remark 3.5, this arrow induces an isomorphism H"(K*®4B) — H"(C*&4B) for all n € Z.
Now we can apply 3.2 to the complex K*® 4B and C*®4B over B, to obtain an isomorphism
H"((K*®4B) @5 D) — H"((C*®4B) ®g D), and since K* is a finite A-module for all i € Z
and C*®4B is noetherian and ¢ is finite, we obtain an isomorphism H"((K*©4B)®3D) —
H"((C*®4B)®5D), and this shows that p o ¢ satisfies R4.

For the second point, we have an isomorphism H"(K*@AG}jGJ B;) — H”(C*@A@jej Bj).
Since cohomology and completed tensor product commute with finite direct sums and the affinoid
domain inclusion M(B;) — M(B) is flat, we can use 2.2 to get an isomorphism H"(K*)® 4 DjcsBi —~
H"(C*)®a @D ,c; Bi- By flatness of the morphism M(P,c; B;) — M(B), and descent proposi-
tion 3.11 of [4], we deduce that the map H"(K*®4B) — H"(C*®,4B) is an isomorphism, and
p satisfies R4.

For the last point, since p satisfies R 4, we have an isomorphism H"(K*®4B) — H"(C*®4B),
and this show that the morphism of complexes of B-modules @5 induce an isomorphism on coho-
mology, so since ¢ satisfies R, we have an isomorphism H"(K*® 4B&3D) — H"(C*@4BR3D)
S0 p o q satisfies R 4. O

3.1. Theorem. Let L be a non-archimedean field extension of k, and let B be an L-affinoid
algebra. Then for every k-affinoid algebra and every morphism p : M(B) — M(A) of analytic
spaces, p satisfies the property R 4. In particular, for every proper A-space X, and every coherent
sheaf F on it that is flat over M(A), there exist a finite complex of finite and projective A-
modules K* such that for every A-algebra B as above, we have an isomorphism H"(K*®4B) —
H"(X5,F3).

Proof. The morphism p can be written as the composition M(B) — M(AL) — M(A), and
M(AL) = M(A) satisfies R4 by 3.6 so using 3.8, we can assume that L = k, so we can assume
that B is k-affinoid.

Let p : M(B) — M(A) be a morphism of k-affinoid spaces, and let y € B. By corollary 4.7 of
[7], there exist an affinoid neighboorhood V,, of y in M(B), a relatively smooth A-space T}, an
affinoid domain Wy, of T, and a finite morphism V,, — W), such that the restriction py, can be
written as the composition V,, — W, — T,, — M(A).

We can extract a finite G-covering M(B) = (J,c; Vi of M(B) from the G-covering M(B) =
UyeM(B) V, and by part 2 of lemma 3.8, it is sufficient to show that each restriction pjy, — M(A)
satisfies the property R4. Since V; — W; is finite, by remark 3.4, it satisfies R,y and since
W, — M(A) is flat, by remark 3.5, it satisfies R4. By the third point of lemma 3.8, we have
that V; — M(A) satisfies R4. O
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3.9. Remark. Let M(A) be a k-affinoid spaces and s € M(A). Then we can identifie M(FH(s))
with a rigid point of M(Ay(,)), and write the inclusion M(H(s)) — M(A) as a closed immer-
sion M(H(s)) — M(Ag(y)) followed by a base field extension morphism M(Aqg () — M(A).
These two morphism satisfies the property Ra,, ., (resp the property Ra), so by lemma 3.8, the
composition M(H(s)) — M(A) satisfies the property Ra.

In particular, for any proper space X over M(A), any flat coherent sheaf F over X and any
s € M(A), there exist a finite complex K* of finite and projective A-modules K* such that
we have an isomorphism H"(K* ® 4 H(s)) — H"(Xs,Fs). This remark led us to the following
corollary that was stated without proof in corollary 3.3.11 of [1].

3.10. Corollary. Let f : X — S be a proper morphism of k-analytic spaces, and let F be a
coherent sheaf on X which is flat over S. Then:

(1) for all p > 0 and n > 0, the set {s € S|dimgs) HP(Xs,TFs) > n} is a Zariski-closed

subset of S.
(2) the Euler characteristic x : X — Z defined by
(3.0.0.1) s X(Fs) = _(—1)P dimge() H (X, F)
p=0

is G-locally (and locally) constant on S.

Proof. Both result are G-local on S so we can assume that S = M(A) is k-affinoid and X is a
proper A-space. By the previous remark, there exist a finite complex K* of finite and projective
A-modules K* such that we have an isomorphism H™(K* ® 4 H(s)) - H"(X;,Fs). For p € Z,
denote by 67 : KP — KP*! the p-th differential of the complex K*. Then for all s € S we have
the equality:

dimg{(s) HP(XS, f}'&) = dimgc(s) Ker(5p®Aj'f(s)) - dim;c(s) Im(ép_1®A9'C(s))

3.0.0.2 . N A
( ) = dimg{(s) (KP®a4H(s)) — dimg{(s) Im(6P®4H(s)) — dimg{(s) Im(5p71®A9{(s))

Now s — dimge(s) Im(67&4H(s)) is a lower semicontinous function for the Zariski topology
on S because the locus where this dimension is less than a number N is the Zariski closed
subset defined by the vanishing of some finite number of minor of the matrix K? — K?*1 so
s+ dimg(s) HP(X,, Fs) is upper semicontinuous for the Zariski topology and this shows the
first point.

For the second point, using 3.0.0.2, we have for all s € S the equality

X(Fs) = Y (=1)" dimgg() (KP@AH(s))
p=0
which is G-locally constant on S since K? is flat over A using lemma 4.1.14 of [6]. O

The rest of this section follows the chapter 2, section 5 of the book of [10] of Mumford. The
proofs are quite similar, and we will give the arguments that differs from scheme theory.

3.11. Lemma. LetY be a reduced analytic space, F a coherent sheaf on it such that for ally € Y,
we have the equality dimgc(,) [T ®o, H(y)] =r. Then, T is a locally free of rank r on'Y.

Proof. The proof is exactly the same proof as in lemma 1 of section 5 of the book [10], combined
with 2.5.2 of [6] that is specific to the analytical case.
O

The next lemma is the analogue of lemma 2 of section 5 of [10].
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3.12. Lemma. Let S = M(A) be a reduced k-affinoid space and let ¢ : F — D be a morphism
of coherent locally free Og-sheaves. If dimgc(s)[Im(e @ H(s))] is locally constant, then there are
splittings :

FTF1@ T,

D~ Dl (&%) DQ
such that ¢z, =0, Im(p) C D1, and |5, — D1 is an isomorphism.

Proof. The proof is the same as in section 5 of [10] once we know that if F is a coherent locally
free Og-module, the associated A-module M := H°(S, F) is projective.

So let F be a coherent locally free Og-module, S#'8 := SpecA and let s € S be a rigid point. It
is sufficient to show that if  is the image of s in S8, then M, is free. We know that M ® 4 Os,s
is a free Og -module, so by faithfully flatness of Og s over Ogaiz ,,, we knows that M ®4 Ogaie
is projective by [11] so it is free over Ogai ., and M is a projective A-module. O

From these two lemma, we deduce the following theorem, whose proof is the same as in
[10], because since the complex K* and the cohomology groups are finite modules, there is no
completion in the tensors products.

3.2. Theorem. Let f : X — S be a proper morphism of k-analytic spaces with S connected
and reduced, and F a coherent sheaf on X that is flat on S. Then, for all p € N, there is an
equivalence between:

(1) the function s € S+ dimgg(s) HP (X, ) is constant ;

(2) the sheaf RPf.(F) is locally free on S, and for all s € S, the natural map RP f.(F) @04

H(s) - HP(Xs,TFs) is an isomorphism.

If these equivalent conditions are fulfilled, then the natural map RP~! f.(F)@0 H(s) — HP1 (X, Fs)
is an isomorphism for all s € S.
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