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AN ALGEBRAIC CHARACTERISATION OF NON-ARCHIMEDEAN
STEIN SPACES

TOM BIESBROUCK

ABSTRACT. We introduce Liu algebras as Banach algebras which are ‘locally affinoid’, and
define non-Archimedean Stein algebras as suitable inverse limits of these. We show that this
gives rise to a complete functorial characterisation of non-Archimedean Liu and Stein spaces
as Berkovich spectra of their respective algebras, thereby resolving a conjecture of Michael
Temkin. This can be interpreted as a non-Archimedean analytic version of Serre’s criterion
for affineness. Furthermore, we prove a criterion that distinguishes affinoid algebras within
the category of Liu algebras, answering another conjecture of Temkin. We also prove a
generalisation of the Gerritzen-Grauert Theorem for non-Archimedean Stein spaces.
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INTRODUCTION

Motivation. In classical algebraic geometry, Serre’s criterion for affineness provides a full
characterisation of affine schemes in terms of vanishing higher cohomology. Analogously, one
might wonder whether the conventional ‘local building blocks’ of non-Archimedean analytic
geometry, i.e. Berkovich spectra of affinoid algebras, also admit such an equivalent descrip-
tion. However, by work of Qing Liu in the late eighties, this turned out to be impossible: in
[Liu88], Liu constructs a non-affinoid compact k-analytic space with affinoid normalisation;
and in [Liu90, §5], he constructs a non-affinoid analytic domain of the two-dimensional unit
disk, both with vanishing higher cohomology. Consequently, a compact non-Archimedean
analytic space X with ‘vanishing higher cohomology’ is nowadays referred to as a Liu space.
More generally, when X is not necessarily compact, it is called a Stein space, inspired by the
complex analytic setting.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.01871v1

One natural approach still to recover a non-Archimedean analytic version of Serre’s cri-
terion for affineness, would thus be to enlarge the category of Banach algebras of which we
take Berkovich spectra to serve as ‘local building blocks’. In this paper, we achieve this by
introducing Liu algebras as Banach algebras which are ‘locally affinoid’, and proving that
Liu spaces correspond exactly to Berkovich spectra of these Liu algebras. Subsequently, as
to also include general Stein spaces, we recall the definition of Berkovich spectra for Fréchet
algebras and define Stein algebras as suitable inverse limits of Liu algebras. This enables us
to characterise any Stein space as the Berkovich spectrum of a corresponding Stein algebra.
A direct corollary of all this, is the initially desired non-Archimedean analytic version of
Serre’s criterion for affineness.

We remark that our algebraic definition of Liu algebras as ‘locally affinoid” Banach algebras
was already conjectured to correspond to Liu spaces in the first prerprint version of [Tem?22,
§4] on arXiv. A proof of this was then attempted in the first prerprint version of [Xia23,
Appendix B| on arXiv. However, this proof overlooked some essential subtleties and was
therefore not published. Furthermore, a characterisation of dagger Stein spaces without

boundary as Berkovich spectra of certain Fréchet algebras has already been worked out in
[BBBK18, §4.2].

Background. We recall the terminology and characterisation of Liu and Stein spaces as
were introduced in [MP21]. We let k be a complete non-Archimedean field (possibly trivially
valued) and consider non-Archimedean analytic spaces in the sense of Berkovich [Ber93,
§1.2]. Whenever the word ‘strict’ is used, k is assumed to be non-trivially valued.

Definition 0.1. Let X be a k-analytic space.
e The holomorphic convexr hull of a compact subset K of X is defined as

Kx :={ze X ||f(x) <||fllx forall f e Ox(X)},

where || f|l;c == sup,ex | f(x)] for all f € Ox(X).
e A coherent sheaf F on X is called universally acyclic if, for every analytic extension

0k, Fy is acyclic on Xy, i.e. H1(X,, F;) = 0 for every q € Z.
The k-analytic space X is said to be

e holomorphically separable if for all distinct points z1, 2, € X there exists an f €
Ox(X) such that | f(z1)] # | f(z2)];

e holomorphically convex if for every compact subset K of X, the holomorphic convex
hull K x of K is compact;

e cohomologically Stein if every coherent sheaf F of Ox-modules on X is acyclic.

Note that when X is separated and compact, X is always holomorphically convex. Also,
when k is non-trivially valued and X is separated and countable at infinity, then any acyclic
coherent sheaf on X is universally acyclic by [MP21, Theorem A.5].

Definition 0.2. A (strictly) k-Liu space is a (strictly) k-analytic space X which is separated,
holomorphically separable, compact and on which Oy is universally acyclic.

Definition 0.3. A (strictly) k-analytic space X is said to be W-ezhausted by (strictly) Liu
domains if it admits a cover {D;}iez., for the G-topology by (strictly) k-Liu spaces such
that for each ¢ € Zsq, D; is contained in D;;; and the restriction map Ox(D;+1) — Ox(D;)

has dense image.
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Definition 0.4. A (strictly) k-Stein space is a separated (strictly) k-analytic space X count-
able at infinity, satisfying one of the following conditions, which are equivalent by [MP21,
Theorem 1.11].

(i) For every analytic extension ¢/k, X, is cohomologically Stein.
(ii) X is holomorphically convex, holomorphically separable and O is universally acyclic.
(iii) X is W-exhausted by (strictly) Liu domains.

Remark 0.5. To be precise, it is not proven explicitly in [MP21] that a strictly k-Stein
space admits a W-exhaustion by strictly Liu domains. However, a careful analysis of the
proofs of [MP21, Lemma 5.3 and Claim 5.4] shows that one can indeed take the constructed
W-exhaustion to be strict.

Definition 0.6. Let X be a (strictly) k-Stein space. A (strictly) rational domain of X is a
subset of X of the form

X (r._l%) ={re X ||fi(x)] <rigz)|fori=1,...,n}

where ry = (r1,...,7,) € RY, g € Ox(X) and fo = (f1,...,fn) € Ox(X)" such that
g, f1, ..., fn have no common zeroes. In the strict case, we set r1 = ... =7, = 1.

Lastly, we recall the notion of (graded) reduction from [Tem04, §3].

Definition 0.7. Let A be a k-Banach algebra. The reduction and graded reduction of A are
respectively defined as

cleeAlp@<ly o {eed|p@<r)
A._{GEA‘pA(CL)<1} d Ag @{aEA\pA(a)<r}’

T€R>0

where p4 : A — R denotes the spectral radius function of A (cf. Definition 1.1).

Statement of the results. The main enterprise of this paper is to provide a complete
functorial characterisation of k-Liu spaces (resp. k-Stein spaces) as Berkovich spectra of an
explicit class of k-Banach algebras (resp. k-Fréchet algebras). To achieve this, we introduce
(strictly) k-Liu algebras as k-Banach algebras that are ‘locally k-affinoid’, i.e. their Berkovich
spectra admit ‘nice coverings by affinoid rational domains’. By construction, the proof of
Tate’s Acyclicity Theorem then carries over almost verbatim, endowing the Berkovich spec-
trum of a k-Liu algebra with a canonical acyclic k-analytic structure sheaf. More generally,
we define a k-Stein algebra as a k-Fréchet algebra obtained as a suitable inverse limit of
k-Liu algebras, and define the k-analytic structure on its Berkovich spectrum via gluing. For
the definition of k-Fréchet algebras and their Berkovich spectra, see Section 7. Ultimately,
we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 0.8 (cf. Theorem 5.4 and Theorem 8.3). The category of (strictly) k-Liu algebras
(resp. k-Stein algebras) is anti-equivalent to the category of (strictly) k-Liu spaces (resp.
k-Stein spaces). More precisely, taking Berkovich spectra of (strictly) k-Liu algebras (resp.
k-Stein algebras) and taking global sections of structure sheaves on (strictly) k-Liu spaces
(resp. k-Stein spaces) induce anti-isomorphisms of categories which are mutually inverse to

each other.
3



Remark 0.9. In the theorem above, it is implicit that for a compact (resp. countable at
infinity) k-analytic space X, Ox(X) can be endowed with a canonical k-Banach structure
(resp. k-Fréchet structure). When X is compact, this is done by taking a finite affinoid
covering X = U;X; and letting | f||x = max; || f||, for every f € Ox(X), where each || y.
is a norm on Ox (X;). It is easily verified that different choices of { Xj, [|-|| , }; yield equivalent
norms on Ox(X). When X is countable at infinity, Ox(X) can be endowed with a canonical
k-Fréchet structure by taking an exhaustion {D;};cz., of X by compact analytic domains,
each of which induces a seminorm |||, on Ox(X) via pullback. It is easily verified that
different choices for {D, }icz., vield equivalent families of seminorms {||-|

D; }iGZZO .

As a direct corollary of Theorem 0.8, we get the following non-Archimedean analytic
version of Serre’s criterion for affineness.

Corollary 0.10. Let X be a separated k-analytic space. Then

(i) X is compact (resp. countable at infinity), and
(ii) for every analytic extension (/k, X, is cohomologically Stein

if and only if Ox(X) is a k-Liu algebra (resp. k-Stein algebra) and X = Spb(Ox(X)).

Moreover, we prove the following criterion to distinguish (strictly) k-affinoid algebras
within the category of (strictly) k-Liu algebras.

Theorem 0.11 (cf. Theorem 6.2). Let k be stable and X a k-Liu space. Denote A = Ox(X).

(i) X is k-affinoid if and only if legr 1S a finitely generated Egr—algebra and there exist
elements f1,..., fn € A, with spectral radii vy, ...,r,, such that the Laurent domains
XY, X (7 7Y form an affinoid covering of X.

(i1) If k is non-trivially valued and X is strictly k-Liu, then X is strictly k-affinoid if and
only if Ais a finitely generated E—algebm and there exist elements fi,..., fn, each
with spectral radius 1, such that the strictly Laurent domains X (f;%), ..., X(f)
form an affinoid covering of X.

Remark 0.12. The criterion above is a weakening of [Tem22 Conjecture 4.1.4], where
Temkin did not require the existence of affinoid coverings by Laurent domains. However,
a counterexample to Temkin’s stronger conjecture can be found in [Liu88]|, where Liu con-

structs a non-affinoid strictly k-Liu space X for which the reduction of Ox(X) equals k.

Lastly, after having slightly generalised the definition of Runge immersions, we will prove
the following generalisation of the Gerritzen-Grauert Theorem.

Theorem 0.13 (cf. Theorem 10.3). Let ¢ : Y — X be a monomorphism of (strictly) k-Stein
spaces with Y (strictly) k-affinoid. Then there ezists an admissible covering { R;}icr of X by

(strictly) rational domains such that ¢ induces (strictly) Runge immersions @; : ¢ ' (R;) —
R;.

It follows that every (strictly) Liu domain in a (strictly) k-Stein space X can be written
as a finite union of (strictly) k-affinoid connected components of (strictly) rational domains

(cf. Corollary 10.4).
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Structure of the paper. This paper consists of two parts. The first part, ranging from
Section 1 to Section 6, is concerned solely with k-Liu algebras and k-Liu spaces. We start by
recalling the notions of rational localisations and rational domains (Section 1), after which we
introduce k-Liu algebras (Section 2). Next, we define Liu domains for Berkovich spectra of
k-Liu algebras, and demonstrate that rational domains are Liu domains (Section 3). We then
prove a version of Tate’s Acyclicity Theorem for k-Liu algebras (Section 4) and derive the
correspondence between k-Liu algebras and k-Liu spaces (Section 5). We conclude with the
criterion for distinguishing k-affinoid algebras within the category of k-Liu algebras (Section
6).

In the second part, ranging from Section 7 to Section 10, we consider general k-Stein
algebras and k-Stein spaces. First, we recall the definition of a k-Fréchet algebra and its
Berkovich spectrum (Section 7), after which we define k-Stein algebras and prove their
correspondence with k-Stein spaces (Section 8). Lastly, we slightly extend the notion of
Runge immersions (Section 9), and use this to prove a generalisation of the Gerritzen-Grauert
Theorem to k-Stein spaces (Section 10).

Conventions. Throughout this paper, we let k£ be a complete non-Archimedean field (possi-
bly trivially valued) and consider non-Archimedean analytic spaces in the sense of Berkovich
[Ber93, §1.2]. Whenever the word ‘strict’ is used, k is assumed to be non-trivially valued. An
analytic extension of k is a field extension ¢/k where ¢ is also a complete non-Archimedean
field of which the absolute value restricts to that of k. For a polyradius r = (rq,...,r,) € RZ,
we denote by k, the completed fraction field of k(717, . .., T,) with the generalised Gauss norm
given by ||T;|| = r; for each i € {1,...,n}. An analytic extension ¢/k is called topgebraic if

it can be embedded into k*/k, with k% an algebraic closure of k.
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1. RATIONAL DOMAINS AND RATIONAL LOCALISATIONS

In this section, we recall basic notions concerning Berkovich spectra of k-Banach algebras.
In particular, we focus on rational domains and their connection with rational localisations
of k-Banach algebras.

Definition 1.1. Let A be a k-Banach algebra.
(i) The Berkovich spectrum of A is the set

Spb(A) := {bounded multiplicative seminorms | - (z)| : A — Rx¢}
equipped with the weakest topology such that Spb(A) — Rsq : |- (z)] — |f(2)] is
continuous for every f € A.
(ii) The spectral radius function of A is given by
par A= Roo: fro il Yfrl= max [f(x)]

z€Spb(A)
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(iii) A is called uniform if its norm |[|-|| , is power-multiplicative.
(iv) Ais called a k-Banach function algebra if its spectral radius function p 4 is a complete
power-multiplicative norm.

Remark 1.2. Recall that taking Berkovich spectra is contravariantly functorial, i.e. a
bounded morphism ¢ : A — B of k-Banach algebras induces a continuous map Spb(y) :
Spb(B) — Spb(.A) via pullback. For the equality in the definition of p 4, see [Ber90, Theorem
1.3.1]. When £k is non-trivially valued, it follows from Banach’s Open Mapping Theorem
[Boug1, Théoreme 1.3.3/1] that A is a k-Banach function algebra if and only if ||-|| , and p4
are equivalent as seminorms. Note that a uniform k-Banach algebra is always a k-Banach
function algebra.

Definition 1.3. Let A be a k-Banach algebra and denote X = Spb(.A).

(i) A rational domain of X is a subset of the form

X (7".1%) ={x e X | |fi(x)] <rig(z)| for all i},

where ro = (r1,...,7,) € R2, g € A and fo = (f1,...,fn) € A" such that
g, f1, ..., fn generate the unit ideal in A.
(ii)) A Laurent domain of X is a subset of the form

X (1 for 5095 ") i={z € X | |fi(x)| < r; and |gj(z)| > s; for all i, 5},

where 7y = (11,...,7,) € RY, s¢ = (51,...,5m) € RY,, fo = (f1,..., fn) € A" and

Jeo = (917' e 7gm) € Am
(i) A Weierstrass domain of X is a Laurent domain for which we can set m = 0 in the
notation above.

When £ is non-trivially valued, we define strictly rational (resp. Laurent, Weierstrass)
domains as rational (resp. Laurent, Weierstrass) domains for which we can take each r; = 1
(and s; = 1).

Definition 1.4. Let A be a k-Banach algebra. A rational localisation of A is a k-Banach

algebra of the form
A<7’_1£> _ Al 'y, . e )
* g Cl(ng_flaang_fn)

equipped with its residue norm, where re = (r1,...,7,) € R, g € Aand fo = (f1,..., fa) €
A" such that g, fi,..., fn, generate the unit ideal in A. Here, Cl(¢T) — f1,...,9T, — fn)
denotes the closure of the ideal (971 — f1, ..., 9T, — fn) in A. When £k is non-trivially valued,
A{r;tfo/g) is called a strictly rational localisation if we can take each r; = 1. Analogously,
one defines (strictly) Laurent and Weierstrass localisations.

The following proposition establishes the expected relation between rational domains and
rational localisations.

Proposition 1.5. ([Mih16, Proposition 2.12]) Let A be a k-Banach algebra and denote
X = Spb(A). For a rational localisation A(r;'fs/g) of A, the canonical morphism A —
A{r7t fo/g) induces a homeomorphism of Spb(A(ry fe/g)) onto X (171 fe/g).
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Remark 1.6. To be precise, in [Mih16], it is assumed that k is non-trivially valued, and
rational domains and rational localisations are defined slightly differently, i.e. there one
assumes that fi,..., f, generates the unit ideal instead of g, fi,..., f,. However, one easily
verifies that the proof of the cited proposition above remains valid in our setting.

Remark 1.7. Recall that a bounded morphism ¢ : A — B of seminormed groups is called
admissible when the restriction of the norm on B to ¢(.A) is equivalent to the residue semi-
norm on ¢(A) = A/ker(¢). Note that the composition of admissible morphisms is again
admissible, and that the image of an admissible k-linear map between k-Banach algebras is
always closed.

The following proposition is a generalisation of [Mih16, Propositions 2.17 and 2.18].

Proposition 1.8. Let A be a k-Banach function algebra. For any g, f1,..., fn € A gener-
ating the unit ideal and ry,...,r, € Roq, the ideal I = (¢T7 — f1,...,9Tn — fn) is closed in
Al T, ).

Proof. First note that for r = (ry,...,7,), we get that I = A(r7'T.) N I(A(r7 T &k,
in A(ry'T,)®ik,. Since A(r;'T,) is closed in A(r;'T,)®k,, it thus suffices to prove that
I(A(r7 T, ®gk,) is closed. Hence, we may assume that k is non-trivially valued and r; =
...=rnr, = 1. Moreover, as A is a k-Banach function algebra, we may also assume that the
norm on A is given by the spectral radius function p4. Let us now write B = A(Ty,...,T,)
and denote for every x € Spb(A) by = € Spb(B) the seminorm defined by

|G(Z)| := sup |Gr(z)| foreach G = Z G,T' € B.

rez, rezt,

Note that ¥ is maximal among the preimage of z under Spb(B) — Spb(.A). As Spb(A) is
compact and g, fi1,..., f, generate the unit ideal in A, there is an ¢ € R such that

peinf ymax ALl (@) (@)} = e

As a result, we have for each x € Spb(A) that
(1.1) max [(97; — f;)(@)] = max {[fi(z)], ..., [fa(2)],]9(z)|} = €.

1<j<n

Now define the linear maps

o1 :B" — B (bi)1<i<n = (bi(gT; — fi))1<ij<n
P9 an —B: (bij)lgi,jgn — Z bi;.

1<i<n

Note that their composition y o ¢y is given by
w - B" — B (b17"'7b7’b) = bl(ng _f1)++bn(ng_fn)a

so o(B™) = (¢Ty — fi1,...,9T, — fn). Hence, to show that the latter ideal is closed in B, it

suffices to show that both ¢; and ¢y are admissible. First take b = (b;)1<i<, € B™. By using
7



the assumption that ||-||; = pg and applying equation (1.1), we get that
16

B = 112%); 10:11 5
= max max |b;(7)]
1<i<n zeSpb(A)

< 1 max max max |(¢7; — f;)(@)] - [b:;(Z)]

€ 1<i<n zeSpb(A) 1<j<n
1
€ %%ﬁze%}o%@) llgl%};](g LG
1

= - ax max [|(gT; — f3)bills

1
= 1) lge

1
< = max [lgT; — fjll max [0l

€ 1<j<n 1<i<n

1
= - max 19T — fill g [10ll g »

or summarised
bl < llr (8)ll e < (max loT; - fjHB) .

1<j<n

showing that ¢ is admissible. Next, take b = (b};)1<ij<n € B . Then we have that

S

1<i<n

2]l 5 = < max || 5 < max max |||, = 1V']| 5.2 ,

1<i<n 1<i<n 1<j<n

B

showing that ¢, is a bounded, and thus continuous since k was assumed to be non-trivially
valued. As ¢, is also surjective, it follows from Banach’s Open Mapping Theorem that it is
also admissible. U

The following lemma shows that rational localisation commutes with base change. Al-
though the proof is straightforward, we state it here for convenience of later reference.

Lemma 1.9. Let A be a k-Banach algebra and (/k an analytic extension. Then A(r;" f./q) @il =
(ARRO (et fo/ ).

Proof. Let us denote I = (gTy — f1,..., 9T, — fn) C A{r;'T,). By definition of rational
localisation, we have an exact and admissible sequence

0— CI(I) — A{r;'T,) — A<r:1%> — 0.

Since —®;0 is exact and preserves admissibility, the induced sequence

0 — CIDB — Alr]' Tl — A <r:1§> Qrl — 0

is also exact and admissible. One easily verifies that

CUD)&rl = CL(L(A{r; ' T)®x0)) and A7 T)®kl = (AR (r] 'T).
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Hence, it follows by definition of rational localisations that A(r; ' f,/g) @il = (AR0) (17 fa/g).
U

2. L1U ALGEBRAS

In this section, we introduce k-Liu algebras as k-Banach algebras which ‘locally look like
k-affinoid algebras’. Although this name only makes sense a posteriori when having proven
their correspondence with k-Liu spaces (cf. Theorem 5.4), we already stick with it from the
beginning to avoid notational cluttering. Our definition of k-Liu algebras could already be
found in [Tem?22, §4] and Appendix B of the first version of [Xia23] on arXiv, where they
were called locally k-affinoid algebras.

Definition 2.1. A morphism ¢ : A — B of k-Banach algebras is called (strictly) rationally
injective if for each (strictly) rational localisation A(r; ! f,/g) of A the induced base change
morphism ¢ @ A(r; fo/g) : Alrs fo)g) — BRAA(rs fu/g) is injective.

Definition 2.2. A k-Banach algebra A is called a (strictly) k-Liu algebra if there exist
finitely many (strictly) rational localisations A, ..., A4, of A, such that

(i) each A; is (strictly) k-affinoid,;

(ii) the (strictly) rational domains Spb(.A;) cover Spb(.A);

(iii) the canonical map ¢ : A — [[. A; is (strictly) rationally injective.
Such a collection of (strictly) rational localisations of A will be called a (strictly) rational
atlas of A. We define the category of (strictly) k-Liu algebras as the category consisting of
(strictly) k-Liu algebras with bounded k-Banach algebra morphisms between them.

Remark 2.3. Note that a (strictly) rational localisation of a (strictly) k-Liu algebra is again
a (strictly) k-Liu algebra. Also, the canonical map ¢ : A — [], A; is admissible by Banach’s
Open Mapping Theorem when £ is non-trivially valued, and thus in general as well by [Ber90,
Proposition 2.1.2(ii)]. Moreover, one obtains an equivalent definition for k-Liu algebras when
replacing conditions (ii)-(iii) with the requirement for ¢ : A — []; A; to be faithfully flat (cf.
Corollary 5.10).

Proposition 2.4. Let A be a k-Liu algebra. For any g, f1,..., f. € A generating the unit
ideal and 11, . ..,7, € Reg, the ideal (gTy — f1, ..., 9T — fn) is closed in A(ri ™1, ..., r'T,).

Proof. Let Ay, ..., A, be a rational atlas of A. By definition, we have a Cartesian diagram
of k-Banach algebras

B:=Axma LT s IL7:

5 ’
A - - > 11, A

with every morphism admissible, where each 7; is a k-Tate algebra.

Let ¢, fi,..., fi. frni1 € B be liftings of g, f1,..., fn,0 € A, generating the unit ideal in
B. To see that such a lifting always exists, let f{, ..., f/. ¢ € B be liftings of ¢, f1,..., fn €
A. Since the latter generate the unit ideal in A, there exist ag,ay,...,a, € A such that
aog + a1 f1 + ...+ a,f, = 1. For liftings by, b1, ...,b, € B of ag,a;...,a,, we then get that

bog' +bifi + ...+ buf), =1+ c with ¢ € ker(¢’). Now take f; , = —c as lifting of 0 € A.
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Next, since the Gauss norm on k-Tate algebras is multiplicative, one easily verifies that
L, 7: is a uniform k-Banach algebra, and thus so is B. Hence, by Proposition 1.8, the ideal
(9T = f1,-- @ Topr — fiiy) is closed in B(ri'Ty,...,r; T, Thi1). As the image of this

ideal under the admissible epimorphism

Biri 'y, . v T, Togt) — AT Ty, ) Ty 0

is the ideal (g7 —f1, ..., gTn—fn), it follows that the latter is also closed in A(ry M7y, ..., 7 1 T),).
[

Corollary 2.5. Let A be a k-Liu algebra. For any f € A, the kernel of the canonical
morphism A(T, T~'Y — A{f, f~') coincides with (T — f) C A(T,T™).

Proof. By Proposition 2.4, we can write

AT, S) A(T, S)
Ts—1) T— [ [S—1)

Hence, it suffices to verify that (T'— f, 7S — 1) = (T'— f, fS — 1) in A(T,S). The latter
follows directly from the equalities

fS—1=TS—1-8(T—f) and TS—1=fS—1+S(T-§).

AT, T = and  A(f, f7) =

O

The following base change lemma for Liu algebras will allow us later on to prove properties
for Liu algebras by reducing to the strict case.

Lemma 2.6. Let {/k be an analytic extension and let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra. Then
A¢ = ARl is a (strictly) (-Liu algebra.

Proof. Let Ay, ..., A, be a (strictly) rational atlas of A. We claim that A;®(, ..., A,®l
constitutes a (strictly) rational atlas of A®,¢. By Lemma 1.9, each A;®f is a (strictly)
rational localisation of A®f. Clearly, each A;®;f is also (strictly) (-affinoid, and (strictly)
rational injectivity of ¢t ® ¢ : ARyl — [, Ai@xl follows from (strictly) rational injectivity
of + and exactness of —®l. Next, let x € Spb(.A@kf) and denote by ¢ : A — A®.L the
canonical base change morphism. Then Spb(y)(z) € Spb(A;) for some A; = A(s;'f./g).
Hence, by Proposition 1.5, we get for each f; in f, that

o(f;)(@)] = [£;(Spb(e) ()] < sl9(Spb(p)(2))] = 55l¢(9) ()],
and thus = € Spb(A;®f). It follows that the sets Sph(A;®,f) cover Sph(ADL). O

Remark 2.7. When ¢/k is a topgebraic extension of k, for r € R, the converse of Lemma
2.6 also holds (cf. Proposition 5.7).

3. LIU DOMAINS

In this section, we define Liu domains of spectra of k-Liu algebras as a direct generalisation
of affinoid domains from the classical setting and prove some of their expected properties.

In particular, we show that rational domains are examples of Liu domains.
10



Definition 3.1. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra. A (strictly) Liu domain of Spb(A) is
a subset U C Spb(A) equipped with a morphism ¢y : A — Ay of (strictly) k-Liu algebras
such that U = Spb(uy)(Spb(Ay)), and that represents all (strictly) k-Liu morphisms into
U, i.e. for any morphism of (strictly) k-Liu algebras ¢ : A — B we have a commutative
diagram

AUy Ay

N
B
if and only if Spb(y) factorises through U, in which case the diagram is unique. In case Ay
is a (strictly) k-affinoid algebra, U is called a (strictly) affinoid domain of Spb(A). Ay is
called the coordinate ring of U.

As might have been expected, rational domains are examples of Liu domains. In order to
show this, we need the following two auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.2. Let A be a k-Liu algebra. For any [ € A, there exist a C € Ryy and an
N € Zsq such that || f*]| 4 < Cpa(f)" for all n > N. In particular, if f is quasinilpotent
(i.e. pa(f)=0), then f is nilpotent.

Proof. By [Ber90, Proposition 2.1.4(i)] the claim is true when A is k-affinoid. Hence, let
Ai, ..., A, be a rational atlas of A and take f € A. For each ¢ € {1,...,n} there now exist
Ci € Ryg and N; € Zg such that [|f]| , < Cipa,(f)" for all n > N;. As aresult, we get for
all n > maxj<;<, IV; that

/"4 = max [Lf"]] 4,

1<i<n
< Cioa(f)"
< max ipa(f)
= max max C|f(x)"
1<i<n z€Spb(A;) iIf (@)
< max C;- max |f(x)|"
1<i<n ' z€Spb(A)
= max C; - "
1§i§}7(1 % PA(f)
Thus, we can take C' = maxj<i<n Cz and N = maxj<i<n Nz ]

Corollary 3.3. Let ¢ : A — B be a morphism of k-Liu algebras. Let by,...,b, € B
and 11, ..., € Ryog with pg(b;) < r; for all i € {1,...,n}. Then there exists a unique
morphism ® : A(ri T, ..., r'T,) — B of k-Liu algebras extending o with ®(T;) = b; for
alli e {1,...,n}.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.2, one can copy the argument from [Ber90, Corollary 2.1.5]. O

Proposition 3.4. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and denote X = Spb(A). A (strictly)
rational domain X(r;'fs/g) is a (strictly) Liu domain of X with as coordinate ring the
(strictly) rational localisation A{r;tf./g).

Proof. Denote by ¢ : A — A(ri'fi/g,...,77 f./g) the canonical morphism. It follows

directly from Proposition 1.5 that Spb(:)(Spb(A(r;'fe/g))) = X(ri'fe/g). To see that

t: A — A(r;'f./g) represents all (strictly) k-Liu morphisms into U, let ¢ : A — B be a
11



morphism of (strictly) k-Liu algebras with Spb(¢p) factorising through X (r;!f,/g), and take
x € Spb(B). One easily verifies that ¢(g) is a unit in B and that |p(f;)/e(g)(x)| < r; for
each ¢ € {1,...,n}. Hence, pg(¢(fi)/v(g)) < r; for each i € {1,...,n}, so that Corollary
3.3 yields a unique morphism @ : A(r;'T,) — B extending ¢ with ®(T}) = ¢(f;)/¢(g) for
all i € {1,...,n}. The ideal (¢7} — fi1,...,9T, — f.) belongs to the kernel of ®, so by
Proposition 2.4, ¢ factorises through A(r;!f,/g). O

Next, we establish some auxiliary results concerning strictly k-Liu algebras. For a k-
Banach algebra A, we will denote by Max(A) the collection of maximal ideals in A.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. Let A be a strictly k-Liu algebra and
v : B — A a morphism of k-algebras. Then for any m € Max(A), A/m is a finite extension
of k and o=t (m) is a maximal ideal in B.

Proof. Recall that maximal ideals in a complete normed ring are always closed [BGR&4,
Corollary 1.2.4/5]. Hence, we can equip A/m with its residue norm and take some x €
Spb(A/m) C Spb(A). Now let A’ be a strictly k-affinoid strictly rational localisation of A
such that x € Spb(A’) and let m’ be a maximal ideal in A’ containing the image of m under
the map A — A’. This induces an injection A/m — A’/m’. Since A’/w/’ is a finite extension
of k by [BGR&4, Corollary 6.1.2/3], it follows that .A4/m is as well. As any integral domain
of finite dimension over a field is itself a field, we conclude that p~!(m) is a maximal ideal

in B. [l

Proposition 3.6. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. For a strictly k-Liu algebra A,
we can equip Max(A) with a canonical topology such that we have a functorial canonical
inclusion map Max(A) < Spb(A) which is a homeomorphism onto an everywhere dense

subset Spr(A) of Spb(.A).

Proof. Using the fact from Lemma 3.5 that A/m, is a finite extension of k for every m, €
Max(.A), one easily verifies that their residue norms are multiplicative. Hence, we obtain a
canonical inclusion map Max(.A) < Spb(.A) via pullback, and Max(.A) can be equipped with
the same canonical topology as is defined in [BGR&4, §7.2.1] for strictly k-affinoid algebras.
By Lemma 3.5, a morphism A — B of strictly k-Liu algebras induces a canonical map
Max(B) — Max(.A), making the canonical inclusion map above functorial. To see that it is
also a homeomorphism onto an everywhere dense subset Spr(.A) of Spb(.A), one can follow
the same argument as in [Ber90, Proposition 2.1.15]. O

Definition 3.7. Assume that & is non-trivially valued and let A be a strictly k-Liu algebra.
The elements of the everywhere dense subset Spr(.A) C Spb(A) are called rigid points. For
a morphism ¢ : A — B of strictly k-Liu algebras, we denote the restriction of Spb(y) to
the set of rigid points of B by Spr(y) : Spr(B) — Spr(A). This is well-defined due to the
functoriality of the canonical inclusion map Max(A) < Spb(A) : m, — z.

Proposition 3.8. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. Let A be a strictly k-Liu algebra
and let U be a strictly Liu domain of X = Spb(A). Let x € Spr(Ay). Then

(1) Spr(wy) is injective and satisfies Spr(iy)(Spr(Ay)) = U N Spr(A);
(ii) the map vy induces an isomorphism A/Mgp() @) — Av/My;

(iii) we have my = 1y (Mgpr(iy)(2))Av-
12



Proof. By Lemma 3.5, we have for an arbitrary element y € UNSpr(A) that .A/m, is a finite
extension of k, and thus a strictly k-Liu algebra which we can equip with a residue norm
induced by A. One can now apply the universal property of the strictly Liu domain U to the
morphism A4 — A/m, and give the same argument as in [BGR84, Proposition 7.2.2/1] in case
U is a strictly affinoid domain. In order to copy the argument from [BGR84, Proposition
7.2.2/1] for a general Liu domain U, one also needs to show that Ay — Ay/m,Ay is a
morphism of strictly k-Liu algebras. To see that this is the case, let V' be a strictly affinoid
domain of U = Spb(Ay) containing y and defined by the morphism Ay — Ay. One easily
verifies that V' is also a strictly affinoid domain in X defined by the composition morphism
A — Ay. Hence, we get that
A A A

A A A
d g-AU@)A_g-AU@A(AV@A_)g(AU(X)AAV)@A_gAV@A_g_
m, Ay m, m, m, m, m,

is a finite extension of k. Equipping Ay /m, Ay with its residue norm, it follows that Ay —
Ay /my Ay is a morphism of strictly k-Liu algebras. O

Remark 3.9. The version of Proposition 3.8 for strictly k-affinoid algebras, namely [BGR&4,
Proposition 7.2.2/1], does not only treat the maximal ideal m,, but also its powers m for
all n € Z~o. After having proven Corollary 5.5, one can also obtain this generalisation here.
However, at this stage, we do not yet have an argument why the powers m} should be closed,
and if so, why their quotients should define strictly k-Liu algebras.

Moreover, when proving that Ay — Ay /m, Ay is a morphism of strictly k-Liu algebras, it
was essential that U = Spb(ty)(Spb(Ay)) is part of the definition of (strictly) Liu domains
in order to see that V is also a strictly Liu domain in X. A posteriori, though, this directly
follows from Corollary 5.5 and Corollary 5.6(i). This allows us to remove the equality U =
Spb(ty)(Spb(Ay)) from the definition of (strictly) Liu domains, and derive it as a property of
(strictly) Liu domains afterwards. In the strict case, this is done by reproving Proposition 3.8,
whereas the general case follows by the same base change argument as in [Ber90, Proposition
2.2.4(i)] via Lemma 2.6.

Proposition 3.10. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. Let A be a k-Banach algebra and
let Ay,..., A, be strictly rational localisations of A. Then Ai,..., A, constitute a strictly
rational atlas of A if and only if
(1) each A; is strictly k-affinoid;
(i1) the rigid rational domains Spr(.A;) cover Spr(.A);
(iii) the map v A — [[, A; is strictly rationally injective.

Proof. For the direct implication, it suffices to show that (ii) makes sense and holds. This
is done by applying Proposition 3.8(i) to the rational domains Spb(A;),...,Spb(A4,). For
the converse implication, note that U;Spb(.A4;) is closed and contains U;Spr(A4;) = Spr(A),
which is dense in Spb(.A) by Proposition 3.6. Hence, we get that U;Spb(A4;) = Spb(A). O

Proposition 3.11. Let ¢ : A — B be a morphism of (strictly) k-Liu algebras and denote
X = Spb(A).
(i) IfU C X is a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass, Laurent) domain, then Spb(p)~1(U)
is a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass, Laurent) domain in Spb(B) represented by

the morphism B — BR 4 Ap.
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(i1) Let U,V C X be (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass, Laurent) domains. Then
UNV is a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass, Laurent) domain represented by
the morphism A — Ay®aAyv. In particular, (strictly) Laurent domains are also
(strictly) rational domains.

(i1i) Let U C X be a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass) domain and V- C U. Then V
is a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass) domain of X if and only if it is a (strictly)
rational (resp. Weierstrass) domain of U.

Proof. This is verified in the same way as in [BGR84, Proposition 7.2.3/6, Proposition
7.2.3/7, Theorem 7.2.4/2]. O

Remark 3.12. Once we know that the morphism ¢y : A — Ay for a Liu domain U in
Spb(.A) is flat, we can show that the completed tensor product of two k-Liu algebras is again
a k-Liu algebra (cf. Corollary 5.11), and derive that the claims in Proposition 3.11 also hold
for general Liu domains. Nevertheless, at this stage, an obvious version of the proposition
can already be shown when B, U and V' are assumed to be (strictly) k-affinoid.

4. TATE ACYCLICITY FOR LIU ALGEBRAS

In this section, we define a G-topology and a structure presheaf on Berkovich spectra of k-
Liu algebras and prove a generalised version of Tate’s Acyclicity Theorem, showing that this
presheaf is an acyclic sheaf. To recall the definition of a G-topology, see [BGR84, Definition
9.1.1/1].

Lemma 4.1. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and denote X = Spb(A).
(i) We have a G-topology T x rar on X with (strictly) rational domains as admissible open
subsets and finite coverings by (strictly) rational domains as admissible coverings.
T xrat 15 called the weak (strictly) rational G-topology on X.
(i1) The assignment Ox(U) := Ay for every (strictly) rational domain U in X defines a
presheaf on X w.r.t. Tx rq-

Proof. (i) It follows from Proposition 3.11 that Tx .4 is a well-defined G-topology on X.
(ii) It follows from Proposition 3.4 that the assignment Ox (U) := Ay is well-defined.

Functoriality follows from the defining universal property of Liu domains.
OJ

Remark 4.2. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra with X = Spb(.A4). As is the case for
affinoid spaces (cf. [BGR84, §7.3.2] and [Ber90, §2.3]), one easily verifies for every = € X
that the stalk Oy, is a local ring with maximal ideal given by {f € Ox. | |f(z)] = 0}.
Similarly, a morphism of k-Liu algebras induces local ring morphism on stalks.

For convenience, we recall the notions of (strictly) rational and Laurent coverings from
[BGR84, §8.2.2] as special cases of admissible coverings in the weak (strictly) rational G-
topology.

Definition 4.3. Let A be a k-Liu algebra and denote X = Spb(A).
(i) A rational covering of X is a covering of the form

. 7if1 Tifn
I

with fi,..., f, € A generating the unit ideal in A and r,...,r, € Ryg.
14
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(ii) A Laurent covering of X is a covering of the form
U={X (r{ff oo fim) | ersen € {1, -1} }

r'n n

with fl,...,fnGAandrl,...,rn€R>o.

When £k is non-trivially valued and A is a strictly k-Liu algebra, 4 is respectively called a
strictly rational covering and a strictly Laurent covering if we can take ry = ... =r, = 1.

The following lemmata are adaptations of results from [BGR84, §8.2.2] to this setting,
of which one can essentially copy the original proofs. We recall them mainly for self-
containedness of our argument.

Lemma 4.4. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra, L a finite covering of X = Spb(A) by
(strictly) rational domains, and let X' C X be a (strictly) rational domain. Then U|x/ is a
finite covering of X' by (strictly) rational domains. If L is a (strictly) rational or (strictly)
Laurent covering, | x: is a covering of the same type.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.11. It is obvious that (strictly) rational (resp. Lau-
rent) coverings induce coverings of the same type. 0

Lemma 4.5. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and let 4L be a covering of X = Spb(A)
by (strictly) rational domains. Then there exists a (strictly) rational covering of X which
refines Al.

Proof. One can copy the proof of [BGR&4, Lemma 8.2.2/2]. d

Lemma 4.6. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and let Y be a (strictly) rational covering
of X = Spb(A). Then there exists a (strictly) Laurent covering B of X such that, for any
V € B, the covering Uy is a (strictly) rational covering of V', which is generated by units

Proof. One can copy the proof of [BGR&4, Lemma 8.2.2/3]. O

Lemma 4.7. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and let Y be a (strictly) rational covering
of X = Spb(A), which is generated by units fi,..., fn € A. Then there exists a (strictly)
Laurent covering B of X, which is a refinement of Ll.

Proof. One can copy the proof of [BGR&4, Lemma 8.2.2/4]. O

Lemma 4.8. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and let F be a presheaf on Spb(A) w.r.t. the
weak (strictly) rational G-topology. Assume that (strictly) Laurent coverings are universally
F-acyclic on X, i.e. for each (strictly) rational domain X' C X, all (strictly) Laurent
coverings of X' are F-acyclic. Then all coverings of X by (strictly) rational domains are
F-acyclic.

Proof. Using the lemmata above, one can copy the proof of [BGR84, Proposition 8.2.2/5]. [

Theorem 4.9. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and & = {U;}ier a finite covering of
X = Spb(A) by (strictly) rational domains U; C X. Then L is Ox-acyclic w.r.t. the weak
(strictly) rational G-topology.

Proof. First assume that & is non-trivially valued and A is a strictly k-Liu algebra. By

Lemma 4.8, we can assume i to be a strictly Laurent covering. Moreover, using [BGR&4,
15



Corollary 8.1.4/4] and an induction argument, we can reduce further to the case where  is
generated by a single function f € A, i.e. 4= {X(f),X(f™")}. Thus, we have to show that
the augmented Cech complex

0—=A— Af) x A(fY = A(f, 1) =0

is an admissible exact sequence. To see this, one can use Proposition 2.4 and Corollary 2.5
to copy the proof of [Mih16, Corollary 2.20]. The general case now follows from [Ber90,
Proposition 2.1.2(ii)] after applying a suitable base change. O

5. LIU ALGEBRAS - LIU SPACES CORRESPONDENCE

In this section, we prove the correspondence between k-Liu algebras and k-Liu spaces,
and deduce some additional expected properties of the former. We start by showing that
the weak (strictly) rational G-topology is slightly finer than the ‘classical’ k-analytic (strict)
G-topology. For convenience, we recall the definition of slightly finer G-topologies.

Definition 5.1. ([BGR84, Definition 9.1.2/1]) Let X be a set admitting T and ¥’ as G-
topologies. ¥’ is called slightly finer than T, if the following conditions are satisfied.

(i) ¥ is finer than ¥.
(ii) The T-open subsets of X form a basis for ¥'.
(iii) For each ¥'-covering 4 of a T-open subset U C X, there exists a T-covering which
refines 4l.

Remark 5.2. Using the notation from the definition above, [BGR84, Proposition 9.2.3/1]
implies that (morphisms of) sheaves on T extend uniquely to (morphisms of) sheaves on ¥'.
One easily verifies using (ii) that this extension procedure does not alter sheaf cohomology.

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and denote X = Spb(A). Let Tx .55 be the
G-topology on X with finite unions of (strictly) affinoid domains as admissible open subsets
and finite coverings by finite unions of (strictly) affinoid domains as admissible coverings.
Then Tx qr5 15 slightly finer than Tx yqr.

Proof. We check the three conditions from the definition above for a general k-Liu algebra
A. The proof for the strict case is identical. Since a rational domain U is also a Liu domain,
U can be written as a finite union of affinoid rational domains in U. By transitivity of
rational domains (cf. Proposition 3.11(iii)), the latter are also affinoid rational domains in
X. It follows that admissible opens and admissible coverings in Tx ,, are also admissible
for Tx qrf, i.e. Tx qf is finer than Tx 4. Next, let U be an affinoid domain in X and let
A, ..., A, be a rational atlas of A. By the Gerritzen-Grauert Theorem [Tem05, Theorem
1.1], the intersection U N Spb(.A4;) can be written as a finite union of rational domains in
Spb(A;) for each i € {1,...,n}. Again by transitivity of rational domains, these are also
rational domains in X. Hence, the Tx ,q-0open subsets of X form a basis for Tx ,rr. The
last condition now also follows easily. 0

Theorem 5.4. The category of (strictly) k-Liu algebras is anti-equivalent to the category
of (strictly) k-Liu spaces. More precisely, taking Berkovich spectra of (strictly) k-Liu alge-
bras and taking global sections of structure sheaves on (strictly) k-Liu spaces induce anti-

1somorphisms of categories which are mutually inverse to each other.
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Proof. The proof consists of two steps where we show that the respective functors are well-
defined. Using [MP21, Corollary 3.17], one then easily verifies that both functors are mutu-
ally inverse to each other. For convenience, we only consider the case of general k-Liu spaces
and algebras. The proof for the strict case is identical.

Step 1: Taking Berkovich spectra. Let A be a k-Liu algebra. We show that X =
(Spb(A), Ox) is a k-Liu space, with Ox as defined in Lemma 4.1. First note that Spb(.A)
has a canonical k-analytic structure. Indeed, Spb(.A) is a non-empty Hausdorff topological
space by [Ber90, Theorem 1.2.1], and its k-affinoid domains constitute a k-affinoid atlas on
X. By Lemma 5.3, the k-analytic G-topology on X is slightly finer than the weak rational
G-topology. As the k-analytic structure sheaf and Ox agree on the weak rational G-topology,
we can assume that Ox is the k-analytic structure sheaf. By Theorem 4.9, Ox is acyclic
and thus universally acyclic when k is non-trivially valued by [MP21, Theorem A.5]. For an
analytic extension ¢/k when k is trivially valued, we can first consider a non-trivially valued
analytic extension k,/k, in which case Oy, is still acyclic by Lemma 2.6. As before, Ox,
is then also acyclic and one can again apply [MP21, Theorem A.5] to conclude that Oy, is
acyclic. Moreover, for distinct points z,y € X, there exists by definition an f € A = Ox(X)
such that |f(z)| # |f(y)|, so X is holomorphically separable. Lastly, X is separated and
compact by [Ber90, Theorem 1.2.1 and Proposition 3.1.5]. Hence, X is a k-Liu space. Using
Proposition 3.11(i), it is straightforward to check that a morphism of k-Liu algebras defines
a unique morphism of k-Liu spaces.

Step 2: Taking global sections. Let (X, Ox) be a k-Liu space. We show that A = Ox(X)
is a k-Liu algebra. By [MP21, Proposition 3.12], X is a finite union of affinoid rational
domains X1, ..., X,. This induces a finite collection of k-affinoid rational localisations A; =
Ox(X1),..., A, = Ox(X,) of A whose Berkovich spectra cover X = Spb(.A). The latter
homeomorphism is [MP21, Corollary 3.17], where A is equipped with a norm making A —
1, Ai admissible. Rational injectivity of A — [], A; follows directly from Ox being a sheaf.
It follows from [Xia23, Corollary 3.7] that a morphism of k-Liu spaces yields a morphism of
k-Liu algebras. 0

Corollary 5.5. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and I C A an ideal. Then A is Noether-
ian, I is closed and A/I equipped with its residue norm is again a (strictly) k-Liu algebra.

Proof. Noetherianity follows by combining Theorem 5.4 and [MP21, Proposition 2.6(3)] (see
also [MP21, Remark 2.7]). As a result, I is closed by [BGR84, Proposition 3.7.2/2]. The
quotient A/I is a k-Liu algebra by Theorem 5.4 and [MP21, Corollary 1.16(1) and Lemma
2.4]. O

Recall that, for a given k-Banach algebra A, a Banach A-module M is called a finite
Banach A-module if it admits an admissible epimorphism A" — M for some n € Zq.

Corollary 5.6. Let A be a k-Liu algebra. Then the following hold.

(i) All k-algebra morphisms from a Noetherian k-Banach algebra to A are bounded. In
particular, all k-algebra morphisms between k-Liu algebras are bounded.
(i1) Every finite A-module has a canonical Banach A-module structure, and all A-linear

maps between finite Banach A-modules are bounded and admissible.
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Proof. Claim (i) follows directly by combining Theorem 5.4 and [Xia23, Corollary 3.7]."
For claim (ii), one can give essentially the same argument as in [Ber90, Proposition 2.1.9]
(except for admissibility). To see admissibility, one can use [Ber90, Proposition 2.1.2(ii)] to
reduce to the non-trivially valued case, and conclude by applying Banach’s Open Mapping
Theorem. 0J

The following Corollary is a version of [Tem22, Lemma 2.4.1] for Liu algebras.

Proposition 5.7. Let ¢ be a topgebraic extension of k, for some tuple r € RZ,. Then a
k-Banach algebra A is k-Liu if and only if Ay = ARyl is ¢-Liu.

Proof. The direct implication is a special case of Lemma 2.6. For the converse implication,
we can assume that ¢ is non-trivially valued, as otherwise we can replace it by any ¢,» with
1" # 1. Denote X = Spb(A) and X, = Spb(A), and let R = X,(s;'f./g) be a rational
domain of X,. As R is compact, one can copy the argument from [BGR84, Proposition
7.2.4/1] to see that there is an € € Ry such that R C X,(eg™!) C X, and RNX,(c71g) = @.
Also, one easily verifies rigidity of Weierstrass and Laurent domains in compact k-analytic
spaces by the same argument as in [BGR84, Proposition 7.2.3/3]. Hence, after some small
perturbations if necessary, we can assume that f, and g are in A for a finite Galois extension
F/k,. Combining this with [Tem?22, Lemma 2.4.1], it follows that every rational atlas of A,
descends to a rational atlas of Ap for a finite Galois analytic extension F'/k,. We can thus
assume that ¢/k, is a finite Galois analytic extension, for which we denote G = Gal(¢/k).
Now fix a rational atlas Ay, ..., As, for A, and let A; = Afi for every i € {1,...,n}. By
[Ber90, Proposition 2.1.14(ii)], each A; is k-affinoid. One easily verifies that the Spb(.A;)’s
define a k-affinoid atlas on X, endowing X with a k-analytic structure compatible with
that on X,. It now follows from [MP21, Theorem A.5] and Theorem 5.4 that A is a k-Liu
algebra. 0

Remark 5.8. We can give the same remarks about Proposition 5.7 as is done for its affinoid
version in [Tem22, Remark 2.4.2].

(i) One can remove the assumption that the tuple r is finite. However, it is important
for the proof that k,./k has an orthogonal Schauder basis.

(i) The corollary does not hold for an arbitrary analytic extension ¢/k. Indeed, let x € A}
be a type 4 point of radius r € R.y. Then its completed residue field ¢ = H(z) is not
k-affinoid, whereas (&l = ((r—'T) is (-affinoid. Since Spb(¢) consists of only one
point, ¢ also cannot be k-Liu.

Proposition 5.9. Let A be a k-Liu algebra and U a Liu domain in X = Spb(A). Then the
restriction map A — Ay s flat.

Proof. When X and U are strictly k-Liu, we can use Corollary 5.5 and [Liu90, Proposition
2.4] to give the same argument as in [BGR84, Corollary 7.3.2/6]. Using Corollary 5.6(ii), one
now proves the general case via the same base change argument as in [Ber90, Proposition
2.2.4]. O

INote that in [Xia23, Corollary 3.7], it was forgotten to add the Noetherianity assumption to the domain
of a k-algebra morphism to .A. However, this is essential in order to be able to use [BGR84, Proposition
3.7.5/2] in their proof.
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Corollary 5.10. Let A be a k-Banach algebra. Then A is a (strictly) k-Liu algebra if and
only if there exist finitely many (strictly) rational localisations Ay, ..., A, of A such that
(i) each A; is (strictly) k-affinoid;
(11) the canonical map v : A — 1], A; is faithfully flat.

Proof. By combining Lemma 1.9, Proposition 5.7, [Tem22, Lemma 2.4.1], and the fact that
field extensions are faithfully flat, it suffices to prove the strict case. Hence, assume that
k is non-trivially valued and let Ay, ..., A, be strictly k-affinoid strictly rational localisa-
tions of A. If Ay,..., A, constitute a strictly rational atlas of A, then faithful flatness of
t: A = [, Ai follows from Proposition 3.10(ii) and Proposition 5.9 via [Bou72, Propo-
sition 1.3.5/9(e)]. Conversely, if ¢ : A — [], A; is faithfully flat, then the rigid rational
domains Spr(A;) cover Spr(A) by [Bou72, Proposition 1.3.5/9(e)] and ¢ : A — [[, A; is
rationally injective by [Bou72, Proposition 1.3.5/9(c)] and [BGR&84, Proposition 1.1.9/5].
Hence, Ay, ..., A, constitutes a strictly rational atlas of A by Proposition 3.10. 0]

Corollary 5.11. Let A — B and A — C be bounded morphisms of k-Banach algebras with B
and C (strictly) k-Liu. Then the completed tensor product BR4C is again a (strictly) k-Liu
algebra. As a result, the intersection of two Liu domains in a k-Liu space is again a Liu
domain.

Proof. Let B{r;'f,/g) and C{r."1 f./¢') be (strictly) k-affinoid (strictly) rational localisations
of B and C. Then
(fe.9)® (f0,9)

(B340 {rarty W EVT)) o 511 g) B (o)

is also (strictly) k-affinoid. Now let By, ..., B, and Ci,...,C,, be (strictly) rational atlases
for B and C respectively. We claim that

{Bi®aC; | 1<i<nandl1<j<m}

constitutes a (strictly) rational atlas of B&4C. Indeed, by the observation above, each
B;®4C; is a (strictly) k-affinoid (strictly) rational localisation of B&4C. By Corollary 5.10,
it now suffices to show that the canonical morphism BR4C — HZ i B;:® AC; is faithfully flat.
By [Bou72, Remark 1.3.4/(2)] and [BGR&4, Proposition 1.1.9/5], this follows if we show that
both morphisms in the composition

o 15 1) 1) o

2%
are faithfully flat. To see this, one applies [Bou72, Proposition 1.3.2/4] with (R, S, E,F) =
(B.B®4C.TL, B, B&AC) and (R, S, B, F) = (C,(Hi&) 2.4 C,T1, . (I, By) @Ac). 0

6. CRITERION FOR AFFINOIDNESS

In this section, we prove a criterion that distinguishes (strictly) k-affinoid algebras within
the category of (strictly) k-Liu algebras, thus answering a conjecture by Temkin (cf. Remark
0.12). Recall the definition of (graded) reduction from Definition 0.7. For the definition of

stable fields, we refer to [BGR84, §3.6]. The nilradical of a ring .4 will be denoted by rad(.A).
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Lemma 6.1. Let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra. If A/rad(A) is (strictly) k-affinoid, then
A is also (strictly) k-affinoid.

Proof. By [Tem22, Lemma 2.4.1], it suffices to consider the strict case, so assume that k is
non-trivially valued and A/rad(A) is strictly k-affinoid. Since A is Noetherian (cf. Corollary
5.5), we can write the nilradical of A as rad(A) = (a4, ...,a,). By assumption, we have an
admissible epimorphism

0 k(X1,..., Xn) = A/rad(A).
We claim that ¢ can be lifted to an admissible epimorphism

O k(X X Y, ) o A

sending Y; to a; for every j € {1,...,n}. Indeed, for every ¢ € {1,...,m}, we can pick
b; € A such that p(X;) = b; + rad(A), and fix ¢'(X;) = b;. Note that ¢’ is well-defined
by Corollary 3.3, since pa(a) = pajmadca)(a + rad(A)) for every a € A. To see that ¢ is
surjective, take a € A and f € k(X;,...,X,,) such that ¢(f) = a +rad(A). Then there are
elements ¢y, ..., c, € A such that

a= ¢ (f)+car + ...+ cpay
= ¢ (f) +a@' Vi) +... + @' (Ya).

One now repeats this procedure inductively to rewrite the ¢;’s until the powers of each ¢(Y;)
start to vanish. Admissibility of ¢’ follows from Corollary 5.6 and Banach’s Open Mapping
Theorem. U

Theorem 6.2. Let k be stable and A a k-Liu algebra.

(i) A is k-affinoid if and only if .Zgr is a finitely generated Egr-algebm and there exist ele-
ments fi,. .., fo € A, with spectra radiiry, . .., vy, such that A(r 74, ., Alr f7Y)
forms a rational atlas of A.

(i) If A is strictly k-Liu, then A is strictly k-affinoid if and only if A is a finitely
generated %—algebm and there exist elements fi1,..., f, € A, each with spectral radius
1, such that A(f;1), ..., A(f1) forms a strictly rational atlas of A.

Proof. By (the proof of) Lemma 2.6, [Tem22, Lemma 2.4.1] and [Tem04, Corollary 1.3], we
can assume that k is non-trivially valued, |k*| is divisible and A is a strictly k-Liu algebra. In
particular, it now follows from [Ber90, Corollary 2.1.6] that pa(A) = pa(k), so Ay = AR5 kg,
by [Tem04, Lemma 1.1]. By [Tem04, Corollary 1.3], it thus suffices to prove (ii), in which
case the direct implication follows by [BGR&84, Corollary 6.3.4/3] and taking f; = 1.

For the converse implication of (ii), we can assume by Lemma 6.1 that A is reduced. Let
O k[ry,. . x,] — A be a k-algebra epimorphism and denote by a,...,a,, € A liftings
of @(x1),...,o(x,) respectively. Next, by assumption, there are elements fi,..., f, € A
such that A(f; 1), ..., A(f 1) forms a strictly rational atlas of A with pa(f;) = 1 for every
i€ {l,...,n}. Consider the k-Liu algebra morphism

X;—a; forie{l,...,m}

B=k(Xy,..., X, Y1,....Y, ; _ ,
v X ! ) A {Y}'—>fjforj€{1,...,n}
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which is well-defined by Corollary 3.3. By an obvious generalisation of [BGR84, Proposition
7.2.6/3] to strictly k-Liu algebras, ¢ induces k-algebra epimorphisms

B (B = F [ty ’] = (A1) = A[F]

for every j € {1,...,n}. It now follows directly from [BGR84, Proposition 6.4.2/1] that the
corresponding k-Liu algebra morphisms

w0 B = AT

are surjective for every j € {1,...,n}. As Spb(p)(Spb(A)) is contained in U;Spb(B(Y; ")),
it now follows from the fact that Spb(B) is cohomologically Stein that ¢ : B — A is an

admissible epimorphism, i.e. A is strictly k-affinoid. 0]

7. BERKOVICH SPECTRA OF FRECHET ALGEBRAS

To extend our algebraic description of (strictly) k-Liu spaces to general (strictly) k-Stein
spaces, we must define Berkovich spectra more broadly, namely for k-Fréchet algebras rather
than k-Banach algebras. While this may be well known to experts, no suitable source for
this could be found in the literature, so we recall it here for convenience.

Definition 7.1. A k-Fréchet algebra is a k-algebra A which is also a k-Fréchet space, i.e.
it is a complete and Hausdorff topological k-vector space whose topology is defined by a
fixed countable family of k-seminorms {||-||,}icz.,, and for which multiplication is jointly
continuous. The category of k-Fréchet algebras consists of k-Fréchet algebras and bounded
k-algebra morphisms between them (cf. Definition 7.3(1)).

Remark 7.2. More concretely, a subset U of a k-Fréchet space A, of which the topology
is defined by a countable family of seminorms {||-||;}icz.,, is open if and only if for every
f € U there is a finite subset N C Z>, and an r € R such that

{9 A| |If —ygll, <r foreveryne N} CU.

In particular, a sequence (f,)nez., in A converges to zero if and only if lim,_, o || fnll; =0
for every i € Z>.

In case the family of seminorms {||-||;}icz., on a k-Fréchet algebra A is increasing, i.e.
1 fll; < [[f]l; for every f € A whenever i < j , joint continuity of multiplication is equivalent
to there being, for every n € Zs(, a constant C;,, € Ry and an integer m > n such that
1 fall, < Cullfll,, llgll,, for all f,g € A. When we can take n = m, we can assume the
seminorms to be submultiplicative by [BGR84, Proposition 1.2.1/2]. All of this will be the
case for the k-Fréchet algebras that we will be interested in, namely k-Stein algebras (cf.
Definition 8.1).

Definition 7.3. Let (A, {|||| 4,}iczs,) and (B, {[|-[|5,}iez=,) be k-Fréchet algebras.

(i) A k-algebra morphism ¢ : A — B is called bounded if there exists for each n € Zq
a constant C),, € Ry, and a non-empty finite subset N,, C Z~ such that we have for
all f € A that

< .
(/) 5,0 < Comax 1],
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(ii) A seminorm ||| on A is called bounded if there exists a non-empty finite subset
N C Zs( and a constant C' € R such that for every f € A we have that

171l < Cmax | f]];

Remark 7.4. Bounded morphisms and seminorms are also continuous. Indeed, Fréchet
spaces have an equivalent description as metric spaces, so continuity is equivalent to se-
quential continuity, which can be easily verified. Conversely, when k is non-trivially valued,
continuity of morphisms or seminorms also implies boundedness by an argument similar to
that of the analogous statement for k-Banach algebras (cf. [BGR84, Proposition 2.1.8/2]).
When £ is trivially valued, this is not even necessarily the case for k-Banach algebras; take
for example the identity map (k[T7, ||-||,) — (k[T1, ||-||,) where ||T"||; =1 and ||T||, > 1.

Definition 7.5. Let A be a k-Fréchet algebra. The Berkovich spectrum of A is the set
Spb(A) := {bounded multiplicative seminorms | - ()| : A — Rx¢},

equipped with the weakest topology such that Spb(A) — R>q : |- (z)| — |f(x)| is continuous
for every f € A.

Remark 7.6. As is done in [BBBK18, Definition 4.1], one can easily rephrase the definition
above in terms of characters, i.e. Spb(A) consists of all equivalence classes of bounded
morphisms from A to an analytic extension of k. Moreover, a bounded morphism ¢ : A — B
between k-Fréchet algebras functorially induces a continuous map

Spb(p) : Spb(B) = Spb(A) : | - ()| = [ (-)(2)].

Moreover, just as is the case for k-Banach algebras, the requirement for the family of
seminorms to be part of the definition of a given k-Fréchet algebra, is essential in order to
get a well-defined Berkovich spectrum when £ is trivially valued.

The following proposition is a variation on [Ber90, Theorem 1.2.1] for k-Fréchet algebras.

Proposition 7.7. Let (A, {||-||;}icz.,) be a k-Fréchet algebra. Then Spb(A) is a non-empty
Hausdorff space countable at infinity.

Proof. The Hausdorff property is shown in the same way as for k-Banach algebras in [Ber90,
Theorem 1.2.1]. Furthermore, for every n € Zs, we can define a k-Banach algebra A,, as the
completion of A w.r.t. the seminorm maxo<;<, ||-||;- We then get continuous mappings A —
A,, with dense image, inducing mutually compatible continuous injections ¢, : Spb(A,) <
Spb(A). Since Spb(A,,) is compact and Spb(.A) is Hausdorff, each ¢, is a homeomorphism
onto its image, so that we can write Spb(A) = U,ez.,Spb(A;) (topologically). It now follows
from [Ber90, Theorem 1.2.1] that Spb(.A) is non-empty and countable at infinity. O

8. STEIN ALGEBRAS - STEIN SPACES CORRESPONDENCE

In this section, we introduce k-Stein algebras as a specific collection of k-Fréchet algebras,
obtained as suitable inverse limits of k-Liu algebras, and show that their Berkovich spec-
tra coincide exactly with k-Stein spaces. We also prove some useful properties of k-Stein

algebras.
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Definition 8.1. A (strictly) k-Stein algebra is a k-Fréchet algebra A that can be obtained as
the inverse limit in the category of k-Fréchet algebras of a system of (strictly) k-Liu algebras
(A;)iez-, where for every i € Zs( the morphism A;;; — A; has dense image and defines
a Liu domain such that Spb(A4;) is a neighbourhood of Spb(A4;_1) in Spb(A;;1). For such
a system of (strictly) k-Liu algebras, we call I&HZ A; a presentation of A. We define the
category of (strictly) k-Stein algebras as the category consisting of (strictly) k-Stein algebras
with bounded k-algebra morphisms between them.

Remark 8.2. To obtain an explicit algebraic description of (strictly) Liu domain embed-
dings, let A be a (strictly) k-Liu algebra and recall that (strictly) Liu domains can be
written as finite unions of (strictly) affinoid (strictly) rational domains [MP21, Proposition
3.12]. Hence, a (strictly) Liu domain embedding in Spb(.A) corresponds to a morphism of
(strictly) k-Liu algebras ¢ : A — B for which there exists a (strictly) rational atlas By, ..., B,
of B where each B; is of the form B{r; o(f.)/v(g)) = A(r;' fo/g). Moreover, it is essential
in Definition 8.1 to ask for each Spb(A4;) to be a neighbourhood of Spb(A;_;) in Spb(A;41)
in order to ensure that Spb(.A4) will be a locally compact topological space. Lastly, when k is
non-trivially valued, k-Stein algebras are examples of k-Fréchet-Stein algebras in the sense
of [ST03] by Corollary 5.5 and Proposition 5.9.

To prove the following correspondence between (strictly) k-Stein algebras and (strictly)
k-Stein spaces, we essentially follow the same arguments as in [BBBK18, §4.2].

Theorem 8.3. The category of (strictly) k-Stein algebras is anti-equivalent to the category
of (strictly) k-Stein spaces. More precisely, taking Berkovich spectra of (strictly) k-Stein
algebras and taking global sections of structure sheaves on (strictly) k-Stein spaces induce
anti-isomorphisms of categories which are mutually inverse to each other.

Proof. The proof consists of two steps where we show that the respective functors are well-
defined. By construction and Theorem 5.4, it will be clear that both functors are mutually
inverse to each other. For convenience, we only consider the case of general k-Stein algebras
and spaces. The proof for the strict case is identical.

Step 1: Taking Berkovich spectra. Let A = 1&1Z A; be a k-Stein algebra. By Proposition
7.7 and its proof, Spb(A) is a non-empty Hausdorff topological space for which we can write
Spb(A) = Uiez.,Spb(A;). By the definition of k-Stein algebras, each Spb(.A4;;1) is a neigh-
bourhood of SpTo(Ai) with compatible restriction maps for their k-analytic structure. Hence,
one obtains a k-analytic structure on Spb(.A) by glueing. It follows from the characterisation
of k-Stein spaces as being W-exhausted by Liu domains that Spb(.A) is a k-Stein space.

Now let p : A — B = @j B; be a morphism of k-Stein algebras, inducing a continuous
map Spb(y¢) : Spb(B) — Spb(A). As ¢ is bounded, each morphism A — B; factorises
through some A; with i € Z>o. Hence, possibly after re-indexing the systems in a suitable
way, we get compatible morphisms of k-Liu spaces Spb(y;) : Spb(B;) — Spb(A;) for every
i € Z>p, which commute with Spb(p). Thus, Spb(¢) defines a morphism of k-Stein spaces.
One easily verifies this to be functorial. In particular, it follows that the k-analytic structure
on Spb(.A) does not depend on the chosen presentation of A.

Step 2: Taking global sections. Next, let X be a k-Stein space with {D;};ez., a W-
exhaustion of X by Liu domains. Possibly after deleting some D;’s, we can assume that,

for every © € Z-o, D; is a neighbourhood of D; ; within D;,;. One easily verifies that
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Ox(X) = lim, Ox(D;), endowing it with a clear k-Fréchet structure and presentation as
k-Stein algebra with Spb(Ox (X)) = X.

Lastly, let Y = Spb(B) — X = Spb(A) be a morphism of k-Stein spaces. It remains
to show that the induced k-algebra morphism ¢ : A — B is bounded. Note that for every
J € Zsp, the image of Spb(B;) must be contained in some Spb(.A;) with ¢ € Z>,. Possibly
after re-indexing the systems in a suitable way, we thus get a system of k-algebra morphisms
v; + A; — B;, which are bounded by Corollary 5.6(i), with lm, ¢; = ¢. Hence, ¢ : A— B
is bounded. Given two W-exhaustions of X, one can apply a similar argument to show
that (up to equivalence) the k-Fréchet structure on Ox(X) does not depend on the chosen

W -exhaustion of X. O

Lemma 8.4. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. Let ¢ : A = 1&1Z A; — B be a morphism
of strictly k-Stein algebras with B strictly k-Liu. Let n be a mazimal ideal in B and denote
m = ¢ '(n). Then we have that
(1) m is a mazimal ideal in A with A/m a finite extension of k.

Assume now that ¢ : A — B defines a strictly Liu domain. Then also the following hold.

(ii) For every n € Zg, ¢ : A — B induces an isomorphism A/m™ = B/n".

(i1i) n = mB3.
In particular, m corresponds to a rigid point x € X = Spb(.A) for which one has

(1v) .Zm = @X@ for the adic completions.

Proof. We can identify A/m as a subring of B/n, which is a finite extension of £ by Lemma
3.5. Since integral domains which are finite-dimensional k-algebras, are fields, it follows that
m is a maximal ideal in A and .4/m is a finite extension of k. In case ¢ : A — B defines a
Liu domain, one can now follow the same argument as in [BGR&84, Proposition 7.2.2/1] to
show that n = mB and A/m" = B/m"B for any n € Z~q. Lastly, applying (ii) to A — A;
for i € Z¢ sufficiently large, it follows from [Liu90, Proposition 2.4] that

./Zt\m ("4/7)111./41‘ = @Xi,a: = 6X,a:7
where X; = Spb(A;). O

The following proposition is a non-Archimedean analytic version of [For65, Theorem 2].

1%

Proposition 8.5. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. Let A be a strictly k-Stein algebra.
Then any mazximal ideal m in A is closed if and only if it is finitely generated.

Proof. Fix a presentation A = 1'mi A; and denote the corresponding projection maps by
m A — A;. For both implications, we will consider for every i € Zs( the ideal mA4;
generated by m;(m) in A;. Then two cases can occur: either there is a j € Z>( such that
mA; is a proper ideal of A;, or mA; = A; for every i € Z>,. We will refer to these cases as
Case (i) and Case (ii) respectively.

Assume that m is closed. In Case (i), we can assume that j = 0, and it follows from
Lemma 8.4(ii)-(iii) that mA; is a maximal ideal in A; with A/m™ = A;/(mA;)" for all
i,n € Z>o. Moreover, since each morphism A — A; has dense image, the inclusion m/m? <
mA,;/(mA;)? of finite-dimensional A/m-vector spaces is an isomorphism for every i € Z>.
Hence, lifting a basis for m/m? to A yields elements fi,..., f, € A, whose images in A,

generate mA; by Nakayama’s lemma for every ¢ € Z>(. It now follows directly from the
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obvious non-Archimedean analogue of [GR04, Theorem V.5.4; p.161] that m = (f1,..., fu).
In Case (ii), when mA; = A; for every i € Z>, it follows that m is dense in A and thus
m = A since m is closed. This contradicts the assumption of m being a maximal ideal.
Now assume that m is finitely generated. To show that m is closed, we can follow the
same strategy as in [BBBK18, Lemma 4.21]. In Case (i), we get that 7Tj_1(m./4j) equals m
since it must be a proper ideal of A containing m. As 7; is bounded (and thus continuous
as k was assumed to be non-trivially valued), it follows from Corollary 5.5 that m is closed.
In Case (ii), let fi,..., fn € A be a set of generators of m. As mA; = A; for every i € Z>,
the elements m;(f1),...,m(f,) have no common zeroes in Spb(A4;) for every i € Zxq, so
fi,. .., fn have no common zeroes in Spb(.A). Using the non-Archimedean analytic version
of Cartan’s Theorem A [MP21, Proposition 2.1], one now verifies in exactly the same way as
in [GRO4, Theorems V.5.5 and V.5.4; p.161] that there exist elements g1, ..., g, € A such
that fig1 + ...+ fungn = 1 and thus m = A. This contradicts the assumption of m being a
maximal ideal. U

Remark 8.6. More generally, for a k-Stein algebras A, any finitely generated ideal of A
is closed. When £ is non-trivially valued, this follows from [ST03, Corollary 3.4(iv) and
Lemma 3.6(iii)]. The general case follows by descent via the same argument as in [Ber90,
Proposition 2.1.3].

Corollary 8.7. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. Let A = lglZ A; be a strictly k-Stein
algebra. Then the collection of rigid points Spr(.A) in the strictly k-Stein space X = Spb(.A)
corresponds exactly to the collection of closed mazximal ideals in A.

Proof. Let € Spb(A) be a rigid point in X, corresponding to a maximal ideal n in A,
for some i € Z>(. Since m; : A — A; is bounded (and thus continuous as k is non-trivially
valued), it follows from Corollary 5.5 that 7r; ! (n) is closed. By Lemma 8.4, it is also maximal.
Conversely, let m be a closed maximal ideal in A. Then mA; is a maximal ideal in A; for

1 € Z>¢ sufficiently large by the proof of Proposition 8.5. Hence, m corresponds to a rigid
point x € Spb(A4;). O

The following corollary is a non-Archimedean analytic version of [For65, Theorem 3].

Corollary 8.8. Let A and B be two strictly k-Stein algebras. A k-algebra morphism ¢ :
A — B is continuous if and only if for every finitely generated maximal ideal m in B the
ideal =1 (m) is finitely generated in A.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that ¢; : A — B; is bounded for every i € Zx,. Using the Closed
Graph Theorem for Fréchet spaces [Bou81, Corollaire 1.3.3/5], one sees that the proof of the
continuity criterion [BGR84, Proposition 3.7.5/1] also holds for k-Fréchet algebras. It now
follows from [Xia23, Proposition 3.6] and Proposition 8.5 that ¢ is continuous. O

Remark 8.9. In the complex analytic setting, one can show that actually any C-algebra
morphism between C-Stein algebras (associated with finite dimensional C-Stein spaces) sat-
isfies the condition from Corollary 8.8 [For65, Theorem 5|. However, in order to emulate
the complex analytic proof for a strictly k-Stein space X with W-exhaustion {X,}ez.,, one

needs to be able to construct a finite collection of global sections ¢i, ..., g, € Ox(X) such
that
inf sup{|g1(2)|,...,|ga(2)|} > for every i € Z>o,
.Z‘EX\X-L' -
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for a certain sequence ()iez., in Rsg. To do this in the complex analytic setting, one
makes explicit use of the underlying real analytic structure of X (cf. the proof of [Nar60),
Theorem 1]). The natural question now arises whether an alternative proof is possible in the
non-Archimedean setting.

9. RUNGE IMMERSIONS

In this section, we define Runge immersions into k-Stein spaces, and show that the ana-
logues of several classical results extend to this setting. The latter will serve as auxiliary
results when proving a Gerritzen-Grauert Theorem for k-Stein spaces in Section 10. We start
by discussing natural generalisations of rational domains and affinoid generating systems.

Remark 9.1. Let A = lim A; be a (strictly) k-Stein algebra. Then (strictly) Weierstrass,
Laurent and rational domains of X = Spb(.A) are defined just as for Berkovich spectra of
k-Banach algebras in Definition 1.3. By [MP21, Lemma 3.9], (strictly) rational domains of
X are also (strictly) k-Stein spaces. Furthermore, one easily verifies that these are G-open
subsets and that the coordinate ring of a rational domain

X (1) = (o e Sob) 110 < ot or g =1, )

is given by A(r; ' f/g) == Hm, Ai(ritfo/g), each element of which can be written as a series

> as(fe/g)” with each a; € A and limy 400 [lay||; 7] = 0 for every i € Zso. Here, ||-||;
denotes the seminorm on A induced by A — A; via pullback for i € Z>,.

Remark 9.2. We slightly generalise the notion of affinoid generating systems from [BGR8&4,
§7.2.5]. Let p : A = @11 A; — B be a morphism of k-Stein algebras with B k-affinoid.
Take iy € Z>( such that ¢ factorises through A; for all integers ¢ > io. As B is k-affinoid,
we know that there exists an affinoid generating system of B over k, which is thus also an
affinoid generating system of B over A; for each integer ¢ > iy. That is, there are elements

bi,...,b, € B and a polyradius re = (r1,...,7,) € RZ, such that we have a commutative
diagram
k(rdtGe)
2N
Ai(r71¢) X > B
where 5 and ~; are surjective, sending the variable (; to b; for each j € {1,...,n}. It follows

that 3 factorises through @i>i0 Ai(r71¢) = A{r71¢,), which also maps surjectively to B.
We now define an affinoid generating system of B over A as a collection of elements

bi,...,b, € B and a polyradius re = (71,...,7,) € RZ; such that there exist a commutative
diagram
A ‘ > B
\ /
A(ri'G)

where 7 is surjective with v(¢;) = b; for every j € {1,...,n}. When £ is non-trivially valued

with A strictly k-Stein and B strictly k-affinoid, b1,...,b, € B is called a strictly affinoid
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generating system if above we can take 1y = ... = r, = 1. Note that we have just proven
that (strictly) affinoid generating systems always exists.

Definition 9.3. A morphism X — Y of (strictly) k-Stein spaces with X k-affinoid is called
a (strictly) Runge immersion if it factorises as the composition of a closed immersion and a
(strictly) Weierstrass domain embedding.

Proposition 9.4. Let ¢ : A — B be a morphism of (strictly) k-Stein algebras with B
(strictly) k-affinoid. Then the following are equivalent.
(i) Spb(y) is a (strictly) Runge immersion.
(i1) p(A) is dense in B.
(i1i) o(A) contains a (strictly) affinoid generating system of B over A.

Proof. One can follow the same argument as in [BGR84, Proposition 7.3.4/2]. For implica-
tion (i1) = (i17), one uses the lemma below, which is itself a generalisation of [BGR&4,
Lemma 7.3.4/3]. O

Lemma 9.5. Let 0 : A — B be a morphism of (strictly) k-Stein algebras with B (strictly)
k-affinoid and by, ..., b, € B a (strictly) affinoid generating system of B over A with as-
sociated polyradius re = (r1,...,r,) € RZ,. Then there exists an € € Rso such that the
following holds: if di,...,d, is a system of elements in B satisfying ||b; — d;||z < € for every
i € {l,...,n}, then dy,...,d, is a (strictly) affinoid generating system of B over A with
associated polyradius 7.

Proof. By the obvious generalisation of [Ber90, Proposition 2.1.2] for k-Fréchet algebras,
we may assume that k is non-trivially valued. Fix a presentation A = lﬂlyA and let
o A(r;'¢,) — B be the surjective morphism extending o by mapping (; to b; for each
j €{1,...,n}. Denote by |-, the seminorm on A induced by A — A; via pullback for
each i € Z>0 By Banach’s Open Mapping Theorem, the norm ||-||z and the collection of
residue seminorms {||-|| 5 ; }iez, on B corresponding to {{|-|| 4 ; }iez., via o', induce equivalent
k-Fréchet structures on B. Since the family of seminorms {||-[|5,}iez., is increasing on B,
we thus get for sufficiently large i € Z>¢ that [|-[| 5, is a norm on B equivalent to |-/ 5. Now
one can give the same argument as in [BGR84, Lemma 7.3.4/3]. O

Proposition 9.6. Let D be a (strictly) Liu domain in a (strictly) k-Stein space X such that
Ox(X) has dense image in Ox(D). Any (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass) domain of
D, contained in the interior of D, can be written as a finite union of connected components
of a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass) domain of X.

Proof. By the same argument as in the beginning of the proof of Proposition 5.7, it follows
from the assumption that Ox(X) has dense image in Ox (D) that we can take ¢’ and f in
Ox(X) such that R = D(r;'f./¢'). Since R is compact and contained in the interior of D,
it is a finite union of connected components of X (r;!f./g"). O

Corollary 9.7. Let X be a (strictly) k-Stein space. Let U C X be a (strictly) rational (resp.
Weierstrass) domain and V- C U a compact (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass) domain.
Then 'V is a finite union of connected components of a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass)

domain of X. In case U is also compact, V is a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass)

domain of X.
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Proof. When U is compact, one can copy the argument from [BGR84, Theorem 7.2.4/2].
For the general case, let {D;};cz., be a W-exhaustion of X by (strictly) Liu domains. As
V is compact, it is contained in the interior of D; for some i € Zsq. It now follows from the
compact case that V' is a (strictly) rational (resp. Weierstrass) domain of D. The claim now
follows directly from Proposition 9.6. U

Proposition 9.8. Let ¢ : X — Y be a G-open and closed immersion of (strictly) k-Stein
spaces with X (strictly) k-affinoid. Then X is a finite union of connected components of a
(strictly) Weierstrass domain in'Y via .

Proof. In case the proposition holds in the strict case, one can follow Ducros’s argument for
drawing the Gerritzen-Grauert Theorem for affinoid spaces from the strictly affinoid case
[Duc03, Lemme 2.4], to derive the general case by base change descent. Hence, assume
that k is non-trivially valued with X and Y strictly k-Stein spaces. When Y is compact,
one can use Corollary 5.5 and [Liu90, Proposition 2.4] to give the same argument as in
[BGR84, Proposition 7.3.3/7] and see that X is a strictly Weierstrass domain in Y. When
Y is not compact, let {D;}iez., be a W-exhaustion of Y by strictly Liu domains. Since X
is compact, it is contained in the interior of D; for i € Zsq sufficiently large, and thus is a
strictly Weierstrass domain in D;. One concludes by applying Proposition 9.6. 0

Corollary 9.9. Let ¢ : X — Y be a (strictly) k-affinoid domain embedding into a (strictly)
k-Stein space which is also a (strictly) Runge immersion. Then X is a finite union of
connected components of a (strictly) Weierstrass domain in'Y via .

Proof. Using Proposition 9.8 and Corollary 9.7, this can be verified in the same way as in
[BGR8&4, Proposition 7.3.4/6]. O

10. GERRITZEN-GRAUERT THEOREM FOR STEIN SPACES

In this section, we prove a generalisation of the Gerritzen-Grauert Theorem to k-Stein
spaces. We start by extending the description of monomorphisms of strictly k-affinoid spaces
as locally closed immersions to the strictly k-Stein setting.

Proposition 10.1. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. A morphism ¢ @'Y — X of
strictly k-Stein spaces is a locally closed immersion if and only if it is a monomorphism in
the category of strictly k-Stein spaces.

Proof. One can give the same argument as is done for the strictly affine case in [Tem05,
Proposition 1.2]. In particular, for the converse implication, as being a locally closed immer-
sion is a local property, one may assume that Y is strictly k-affinoid, so that one can use the
lemma below. 0

Lemma 10.2. Assume that k is non-trivially valued. Let o : A — B be a morphism
of strictly k-Stein algebras with B strictly k-affinoid and let x € Spr(A). Assume that o
induces
(i) a finite morphism A/m, — B/m,B, or
(it) an epimorphism A/m, — B/m,.B, or
(i11) isomorphisms A/m} — B/mIB for alln € Z-.
Then there ezists a strictly affinoid domain Spb(A") C Spb(A) containing x such that the
map o' : A" = AR B induced by o is finite, epimorphic, or isomorphic, respectively.
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Proof. By Lemma 8.4(ii), we may assume that A is also strictly k-affinoid, in which case this
is just [BGR&4, Lemma 7.2.5/2]. O

Theorem 10.3. Let ¢ : Y — X be a monomorphism of (strictly) k-Stein spaces with Y
(strictly) k-affinoid. Then there exists an admissible covering {R;}ier of X by (strictly)
rational domains such that ¢ induces (strictly) Runge immersions ¢; : ¢ (R;) — R;.

Proof. For convenience, we only consider the general case. The proof for the strict case
is identical. First suppose that X is k-Liu and let X;,..., X, be k-affinoid rational do-
mains covering X. By [Tem05, Theorem 3.1], each X; can be covered by rational domains
Ri1, ..., Rin, such that each ¢;; : gofl(Rij) — R;; is a Runge immersion. By Corollary 9.7,
each It;; is also a rational domain of X.

Now suppose that X is a general k-Stein space and let {D,}iez., be a W-exhaustion of X
by Liu domains. Take j € Zs sufficiently large such that the compact set (Y') is contained
in the interior of D;. By the case above, there exists a covering {R},..., R} of D, by

rational domains such that ¢ ™' (R}) — R/ is a Runge immersion for every i € {1,...,n}. By
Proposition 9.6, there exists a collection of rational domains { Ry, ..., R,} of X such that R]
is a finite union of connected components of R; for every ¢ € {1,...,n}. In particular, each

R/ is a Weierstrass domain of R;, since we can take a section h € Ox(R;) such that h = 0 on
R; and h = 1 on R.. Hence, ¢; : o '(R;) — R; is a Runge immersion by Proposition 9.4(ii).
Lastly, since ¢(Y) is compact, we can enlarge {Ry,..., R,} to a covering of X by repeating
the process above outside of ¢(Y), i.e. for every z € X \ ¢(Y) we can consider an affinoid
neighbourhood U contained in the interior of D, \ ¢(Y") for some integer ¢ > j and write U
as the intersection of rational domains of X with D,. As the inverse image of such a latter
rational domain R under ¢ is empty, the induced morphism ¢~'(R) = & — R is obviously
a Runge immersion. 0

Corollary 10.4. Let X be a (strictly) k-Stein space. Then every (strictly) Liu domain in X

is a finite union of (strictly) k-affinoid connected components of (strictly) rational domains
of X.

Proof. Let Y be a (strictly) Liu domain in X. By considering a finite covering of Y by
(strictly) affinoid domains, the claim follows directly from Theorem 10.3, Corollary 9.9 and
Corollary 9.7. Alternatively, one can also repeat the argument of the proof of Theorem 10.3,
using [MP21, Proposition 3.12] instead of [Tem05, Theorem 3.1]. O

REFERENCES

[BBBK18] F. Bambozzi, O. Ben-Bassat and K. Kremnizer, Stein domains in Banach algebraic geometry, J.
Funct. Anal. 274 (2018), no. 7, 1865-1927; MR3762090 2, 22, 23, 25

[Ber90] V. G. Berkovich, Spectral theory and analytic geometry over non-Archimedean fields, Mathemat-
ical Surveys and Monographs, 33, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1990; MR1070709 6, 9, 11,
12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 20, 22, 25, 27

, Etale cohomology for non-Archimedean analytic spaces, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ.
Math. No. 78 (1993), 5-161 (1994); MR1259429 2, 5

[BGR84] S. Bosch, U. Giintzer and R. Remmert, Non-Archimedean analysis, Grundlehren der mathema-
tischen Wissenschaften, 261, Springer, Berlin, 1984; MR0746961 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19,
20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29

[Bou72]  N. Bourbaki, Elements of mathematics. Commutative algebra, translated from the French, Her-
mann, Paris, 1972 Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., Reading, MA, 1972; MR0360549 19

29

[Ber93]




[Bou81]
[Duc03]

[For65]

[GRO4]

[Liu8s
[Liu90]
[Mih16]
[MP21]
[Nar60]
[STO03]
[Tem04]
[Tem05]
[Tem22]

[Xia23]

, Espaces wvectoriels topologiques. Chapitres 1 a 5, new edition, Masson, Paris, 1981;
MRO0633754 6, 25

A. Ducros, Parties semi-algébriques d’'une variété algébrique p-adique, Manuscripta Math. 111
(2003), no. 4, 513-528. 28

O. Forster, Uniqueness of topology in Stein algebras, in Function Algebras (Proc. Internat. Sym-
pos. on Function Algebras, Tulane Univ., 1965), pp. 157-163, Scott, Foresman, Chicago, IL, ;
MRO197772 24, 25

H. Grauert and R. Remmert, Theory of Stein spaces, translated from the German by Alan
Huckleberry Reprint of the 1979 translation, Classics in Mathematics, Springer, Berlin, 2004;
MR2029201 25

Q. Liu, Un contre-exemple au “critere cohomologique d’affinoidicité”, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér.
I Math. 307 (1988), no. 2, 83-86; MR0954265 1, 4

, Sur les espaces de Stein quasi-compacts en géométrie rigide, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 42
(1990), no. 3, 289-306; MR1066662 1, 18, 24, 28

T. Mihara, On Tate’s acyclicity and uniformity of Berkovich spectra and adic spectra, Israel J.
Math. 216 (2016), no. 1, 61-105; MR3556963 6, 7, 16

M. Maculan and J. Poineau, Notions of Stein spaces in non-Archimedean geometry, J. Algebraic
Geom. 30 (2021), no. 2, 287-330; MR4233184 2, 3, 17, 18, 23, 25, 26, 29

R. Narasimhan, Imbedding of holomorphically complete complex spaces, Amer. J. Math. 82
(1960), 917-934; MR0148942 26

P. Schneider and J. T. Teitelbaum, Algebras of p-adic distributions and admissible representa-
tions, Invent. Math. 153 (2003), no. 1, 145-196; MR1990669 23, 25

M. Temkin, On local properties of non-Archimedean analytic spaces. II, Israel J. Math. 140
(2004), 1-27; MR2054837 3, 20

, A new proof of the Gerritzen-Grauert theorem, Math. Ann. 333 (2005), no. 2, 261-269;
MR2195115 16, 28, 29

, Non-archimedean pinchings, Math. Z. 301 (2022), no. 2, 2099-2109; MR4418348 2, 4,
9, 18, 19, 20

M. Xia, On Liu morphisms in non-Archimedean geometry, Israel J. Math. 255 (2023), no. 2,
821-850; MR4619557 2, 9, 17, 18, 25

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, KU LEUVEN, CELESTIJNENLAAN 200B, 3001 LEUVEN, BELGIUM.
Email address: tom.biesbrouck@kuleuven.be

30



	Introduction
	1. Rational domains and rational localisations
	2. Liu algebras
	3. Liu domains
	4. Tate acyclicity for Liu algebras
	5. Liu algebras - Liu spaces correspondence
	6. Criterion for affinoidness
	7. Berkovich spectra of Fréchet algebras
	8. Stein algebras - Stein spaces correspondence
	9. Runge immersions
	10. Gerritzen-Grauert Theorem for Stein spaces
	References

