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Abstract. In this paper we record the formalism of algebro-geometric DG categories (in short
AGCat) following a suggestion of V. Drinfeld. This formalism will be applied to “real-world”

problems in papers sequel to this one, [GRV2] and [GRV3].
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Introduction

0.1. What is this paper about? This paper does not contain deep original results. Our goal
has been to write down a certain construction, proposed by V. Drinfeld some 20 years ago, that
provides an “artificial” fix to the failure of the categorical Künneth formula.

0.1.1. For a scheme X of finite type over a ground field k, let Shv(X) denote the (ind-complete
version of the) DG category of ℓ-adic sheaves on X, defined as in [AGKRRV1, Sect. 1.1]. For a
pair of schemes X1 and X2, the operation of external tensor product gives rise to a functor

(0.1) Shv(X1)⊗ Shv(X2)→ Shv(X1 ×X2),

where the ⊗ is Lurie’s tensor product of DG categories.

The point of departure of Drinfeld’s proposal and of this paper is that the functor (0.1) is not
an equivalence (unless one of the schemes X1 or X2 is a disjoint union of points). However, there
are multiple reasons (see Sect. 0.2) for which one would want to “turn” (0.1) into an equivalence.
as explained below.
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The device that turns (0.1) into an equivalence (see below) is basically a formal manipulation,
which may seem too naive to produce anything really useful. But it happens to be deeper than it
looks. At least, it helps one solve problems that exist outside of this formalism (see Sects. 0.2.3
and 0.2.6).

0.1.2. The formal structure of turning (0.1) into an equivalence will be as follows: we will define
a new symmetric monoidal (∞, 2)-category, to be denoted AGCat, equipped with the following
data:

• A symmetric monoidal functor i : DGCat→ AGCat;

• A symmetric monoidal functor Shv : Corr(Sch)→ AGCat, where Corr(Sch) is the category
of correspondences of schemes, see Sect. 2.1;

• A symmetric monoidal transformation

α : i ◦ Shv(−)→ Shv,

where Shv(−) : Corr(Sch) → DGCat is the original functor X 7→ Shv(X) equipped with
the right-lax symmetric monoidal structure encoded by (0.1).

The category AGCat is constructed so that it is universal with respect to the possessing the
structure of (i,Shv(−), α) above.

Moreover, it will follow from the construction that the natural transformation

Shv(−)→ iR ◦ Shv(−),
arising from α, is an isomorphism.

0.1.3. The fact that Shv(−) is strictly symmetric monoidal means that we have isomorphisms

(0.2) Shv(X1)⊗ Shv(X2)→ Shv(X1 ×X2)

in AGCat, which replace the non-isomorphisms (0.1).

0.1.4. One can describe objects of AGCat explicitly. Namely, an object C ∈ AGCat is an assign-
ment

(X ∈ Sch) 7→ C(X) ∈ DGCat,

such that:

• The category C(X) is a module over Shv(X) (where the latter is equipped with a monoidal

structure given by the
!
⊗ tensor product);

• For f : X1 → X2 we are given functors f∗ : C(X1) → C(X2) and f ! : C(X2) → C(X1),
both Shv(X2)-linear, where Shv(X2) acts on C(X1) via f ! : Shv(X2)→ Shv(X1);

• For a cartesian square

X1
fX−−−−→ X2

g1

y yg2

Y1
fY−−−−→ Y2

we are given an isomorphism

f !
Y ◦ (g2)∗ ≃ (g1)∗ ◦ f !

X
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as functors C(X2)→ C(Y1);

• Natural compatibilities between the above data.

From this point of view, the category AGCat is a natural substitute for DG categories in
algebraic geometry: a “true” algebro-geometric DG category should be a family of such for every
scheme, which is exactly what ourC’s are. Hence, the name AGCat: algebro-geometric categories1.

0.1.5. In terms of the above description, the functor i is a (fully faithful) embedding

DGCat→ AGCat

that sends C ∈ DGCat to i(C) defined by

i(C)(X) := C⊗ Shv(X).

And the functor Shv(−) sends Y ∈ Sch to Shv(Y ) with

Shv(Y )(X) := Shv(Y ×X).

The natural transformation α is given by the functors (0.1).

0.2. What is this good for?

0.2.1. Here is the general philosophy:

In characteristic zero, the theory of D-modules on algebraic varieties (and stacks) gives a well-
behaved “geometric” sheaf theory in that geometric constructions are closely mirrored by cate-
gorical constructions on the category of sheaves. This, in particular, leads to a rich theory of
categorical group representations in that setting.

A substantial motivation for this work is to develop a parallel theory in the constructible setting
that would apply in the setting of ℓ-adic sheaves in characteristic p > 0. The first issue one
encounters in building such a geometric theory of constuctible sheaf categories is the failure of the
categorical Kunneth formula, i.e., the fact that (0.1) is not an equialence.

The key idea in this work is that this is the only issue. Once we provide a “formal fix”, everything
else falls into place. We now discuss concrete applications for having such a fix.

0.2.2. Here are two primary reasons to want a strictly monoidal functor Shv(−). One has to do
with trace calculations.

Namely, let F be an object of Shv(X ×X). We can regard it as a kernel defining a functor

[F] : Shv(X)→ Shv(X),

and one can consider its categorical trace

(0.3) Tr([F], Shv(X)) ∈ Vect .

The object (0.3) is well-defined, but we do not know how to calculate (and may not necessarily
want to). However, if we calculate the trace of the corresponding endofunctor [F] of Shv(X) we
obtain

C·(X,∆!
X(F)).

1The notation AGCat was suggested by Sam Raskin; previously we used DGCatalg-geom.
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An important special case is when X is a scheme over Fq, but defined over Fq and F is given
by the direct image (of the dualizing sheaf with respect to the graph) of the geometric Frobenius.
Then the above formalism provides a categorical framework for Grothendieck’s function-sheaf
correspondence, see Sects. 5.1 and 5.5.

0.2.3. When instead of schemes, we allow to consider algebraic stacks, in this way we obtain
cohomologies of shtukas2. Now, the trace formalism allows one to organize cohomologies of shtukas
into a quasi-coherent sheaf on the stack of Langlands parameters; a toy model for this was worked
out in [GKRV].

We will address this in a sequel to this paper, [GRV3].

0.2.4. Another reason to want to have a functor Shv(−) is in order to be able to define the notion
of categorical representation of a group.

Let us place ourselves temporarily in the context of D-modules, in which case, the categorical
Künneth formula does hold, i.e., the functor

D-mod(X1)⊗D-mod(X2)→ D-mod(X1 ×X2)

is an equivalence.

In this case, by an action of an algebraic group G on a DG category C we will mean a functor

C
co-act→ C⊗D-mod(G),

such that the diagram

C
co-act−−−−→ C⊗D-mod(G)

co-act

y y
C⊗D-mod(G)

Id⊗mult!−−−−−−→ C⊗D-mod(G×G)

commutes, where the left vertical arrow is

C⊗D-mod(G)
co-act⊗ Id−→ C⊗D-mod(G)⊗D-mod(G)

Id⊗(⊠)−→ C⊗D-mod(G×G).

Let us now return back to the context of ℓ-adic sheaves. In this case, one can attempt to give
a similar definition: a DG category C (over the field of coefficients, i.e., Qℓ) and a functor

C
co-act→ C⊗ Shv(G),

such that the diagram

(0.4)

C
co-act−−−−→ C⊗ Shv(G)

co-act

y y(Id⊗(⊠))◦(co-act⊗ Id)

C⊗ Shv(G)
Id⊗mult!−−−−−−→ C⊗ Shv(G×G)

commutes.

2But one does this for the Verdier dual version of AGCat, see Sect. 2.5.4.
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This is a valid definition, but in this way one produces only a small part of examples that we
want to consider. For example, we would not have the regular representation: the pullback functor

Shv(G)
mult!→ Shv(G×G)

does not land in

(0.5) Shv(G)⊗ Shv(G) ⊂ Shv(G×G).

Remark 0.2.5. One could attempt to define the regular representation by setting

co-act := ⊠R ◦mult!,

where ⊠R is the right adjoint of (0.5), i.e., co-act is the dual of the convolution functor

Shv(G)⊗ Shv(G)
⊠→ Shv(G×G)

mult∗→ Shv(G).

However, this co-act fails to make (0.4) commute.

0.2.6. A way to fix this is to consider categorical representations of G in AGCat instead of DGCat.
It turns out that in this way one obtains a very sensible theory. In particular, it allows one to do
the following (when working over Fq but with our geometric objects defined over Fq):

(i) One can compute the 2-categorical trace of Frobenius on G-mod(AGCat), with the result being

Shv(G/AdFrob(G)). For example, when G is connected, the latter object is (up to applying the
fully faithful functor i) the category of representations of the finite group G(Fq).

(ii) If G is reductive and M its Levi subgroup, taking Tr(Frob,−) on the the 2-categorical induction
functors M -mod(AGCat)→ G-mod(AGCat), we recover Deligne-Lusztig representations.

(iii) One can compute characters of Deligne-Lusztig representations and relate them to pointwise
Frobenius traces of Springer sheaves.

(iv) One can do all of the above for the loop group L(G) instead of G, and recover (an algebraic
version of) the Fargues-Scholze theory.

Points (i)-(iii) above will be developed in [GRV2], and point (iv) in future work.

0.3. How is AGCat actually constructed?

0.3.1. The construction of AGCat proceeds within the following general framework:

Given a pair of (closed) symmetric monoidal categories O and V and a right-lax symmetric
monoidal functor F : O → V, we define a new symmetric monoidal category V := Enh(O,V),
equipped with:

• A symmetric monoidal functor i : V→ V;

• A symmetric monoidal functor F : O→ V;

• A symmetric monoidal transformation: α : i ◦ F → F ,

so that V is universal with respect to admitting the above structure.

The natural transformation α gives rise to a natural transformation

F → iR ◦ F ,

and an additional feature of the construction is that the latter map is an isomorphism.

0.3.2. We construct AGCat by taking O := Corr(Sch), V := DGCat and F := Shv(−).
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0.3.3. We construct Enh(O,V) using the formalism of enriched categories in three steps:

(1) We consider O as enriched over itself (thanks to the condition that O is closed);

(2) We define the V-enriched category enh(O,V) by changing (=inducing) the enrichment from
O to V using F ;

(3) We define Enh(O,V) as the category of V-enriched presheaves on enh(O,V) (this is a
general construction that starts with a V-enriched category and produces from it a V-
module category).

Remark 0.3.4. In the particular case of (O,V, F ) = (Corr(Sch),DGCat, Shv(−)), the intermediate
object enh(O,V) is a familiar entity: it is the DGCat-category, whose objects are schemes, and for
X1, X2

HomDGCat(X1, X2) = Shv(X1 ×X2),

where HomDGCat(−,−) is the Hom enriched in DGCat.

I.e., this is the category of schemes with “kernels” as maps.

0.3.5. We should point out that the same procedure, namely,

(O,V, F ) 7→ Enh(O,V),

has been recently used by G. Stefanich in another context in order to produce the 2-category
2 -IndCoh(S), which is an enlargement of the 2-category 2 -QCoh(S) := QCoh(S)-mod for a base
scheme/stack S.

Namely, Stefanich starts with O := Corr(Sch/S), V := QCoh(S)-mod and

F (X) := IndCoh(X).

Here the right-lax symmetric monoidal structure is expressed by the functor

IndCoh(X1) ⊗
QCoh(S)

IndCoh(X2)→ IndCoh(X1 ×
S
X2).

Note that even if S, X1 and X2 are smooth, the above functor is not an equivalence as long as
X1 ×

S
X2 is not smooth.

Remark 0.3.6. Stefanich’s construction is an improvement and generalization of a construction
that produces the same 2-category 2 -IndCoh(S) that had been proposed earlier by D. Arinkin.

This construction plays a key role in formulating the 2-categorical local geometric Langlands,
where we take S to be the stack of local Langlands parameters LSlocǦ . The need for an enlargement

2 -QCoh(LSlocǦ )⇝ 2 -IndCoh(LSlocǦ )

is due to the phenomenon of non-temperedness, and is a local counterpart of the enlargement

QCoh(LSglob
Ǧ

)⇝ IndCoh(LSglob
Ǧ

)

in global geometric Langlands.

0.4. What else is done in this paper?
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0.4.1. As was mentioned in Sect. 0.2.2, the formalism of AGCat provides a nice answer for

Tr([F], Shv(X)), F ∈ Shv(X ×X)

when X is a scheme.

However, for practical applications we need a similar formula when X is allowed to be a more
general algebro-geometric object, i.e., a prestack (assumed locally of finite type). In order to do
this, we need to address the following questions:

(1) What is Shv(Y) ∈ AGCat for a prestack Y?

(2) Under what conditions is it true that

Shv(Y1)⊗ Shv(Y2) ≃ Shv(Y1 × Y2)?

(3) What guarantees that the above object Shv(Y) ∈ AGCat is dualizable (so that the trace
operation is defined)?

(4) What guarantees that Shv(Y) is self-dual?

(5) If Shv(Y) is self-dual and Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y) ≃ Shv(Y× Y), is it true that

Tr([F], Shv(Y)) ≃ C·(Y,∆!
Y(F)), , F ∈ Shv(Y× Y)?

Answering these questions is what occupies the bulk of this paper.

0.4.2. First, we define Shv(Y) by

Shv(Y)(X) := Shv(Y×X),

where the category of sheaves on a prestack Y′ is defined by

lim
X∈(Sch/Y′ )op

Shv(X),

where the limit is formed using the !-pullback functors.

With this definition, there is a naturally defined map

(0.6) Shv(Y1)⊗ Shv(Y2)→ Shv(Y1 × Y2),

but it is not an equivalence in general.

0.4.3. That said, one can associate to a prestack Y′ a different category, namely

Shv(Y′)co := colim
X∈Sch/Y′

Shv(X),

where the colimit is formed using the *-pushforward functors.

We define the object Shv(Y)co ∈ AGCat by

Shv(Y)co(X) = Shv(Y×X)co.

If Y = X is a scheme, then more or less by definition, we have

Shv(X)co = Shv(X) and Shv(X)co = Shv(X),

but for a general prestack Y, the two are different. However, if Y has a schematic diagonal, there
are natural maps

ΩY : Shv(Y)co → Shv(Y) and ΩY : Shv(Y)co → Shv(Y).
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We call a prestack tame (resp., universally tame) if ΩY (resp., ΩY) is an equivalence. We shall
say that Y is AG tame if both Y and Y× Y are universally tame.

0.4.4. Tame (resp., universally tame, AG tame) prestacks are quite abundant: any ind-scheme
(or, more generally, any pseudo-scheme) is AG tame.

And any quasi-compact algebraic stack with an affine diagonal, which is locally a quotient of a
scheme by a group, is AG tame. (In fact, conjecturally, the latter condition is not even necessary).

0.4.5. It turns out that AG tame prestacks are adapted for positive answers to the questions
posed in Sect. 0.4.1:

(1) If Y is AG tame, then for any Y′, the map

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y′)→ Shv(Y× Y′)

is an equivalence.

(2) If Y is AG tame, then the object Shv(Y) ∈ AGCat is dualizable and self-dual;

(3) If Y is AG tame, then for F ∈ Shv(Y× Y),

(0.7) Tr([F], Shv(Y)) ≃ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F)),

where C·
▲(Y,−) is the functor of renormalized cochains, see Sect. 5.2.2.

0.5. Structure of the paper. This paper is structured as follows:

0.5.1. In Sect. 1 we explain the general construction

(O,V, F ) 7→ Enh(O,V).

0.5.2. In Sect. 2 we use the construction in Sect. 1 to produce AGCat.

0.5.3. In Sect. 3 we explain how to evaluate Shv(−) on prestacks, and develop the theory outlined
in Secs. 0.4.2-0.4.5.

0.5.4. In Sect. 4 we explain how the notion of monoidal dual in AGCat interacts with Verdier
duality on schemes and algebraic stacks.

0.5.5. Finally, in Sect. 5 we perform the trace calculation (0.7). We then specialize to the case of
case of the Frobenius map (for algebraic stacks over Fq) and show that

Tr(Frob∗, Shv(Y)) ≃ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ).

We also explain how the latter identification relates to Grothendieck’s sheaves-functionss corre-
spondence.

0.5.6. In Sect. A we review the theory of enriched categories (over a given monoidal category A)
and relate them to A-module categories.

The key notions here are the enriched presheaves construction

(C ∈ CatA) 7→ (PA(C) ∈ A-mod).

and the enriched Yoneda functor

YonAC : C→ PA(C).
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0.5.7. In Sect. B we review weighted limits and colimits, which are generalizations of usual limits
and colimits for A-module categories.

The weights in question are given by objects of PA(C) and PArev

(Cop), respectively.

0.5.8. Finally, in Sect. C we review the notion of adjunction in an (∞, 2)-category.

0.6. Conventions and notations.

0.6.1. We will be working in the context of higher category theory. When we say “category” we
always mean an ∞-category.

We let Spc denote the category of spaces, a.k.a. groupoids.

Given a category C, and c1, c2 ∈ C, we let

MapsC(c1, c2) ∈ Spc

denote the corresponding space of objects.

For a category C, we let Cgrpd denote the space of its objects (i.e., the groupoid obtained from
C by discarding non-invertible morphisms).

0.6.2. In this paper we will also use (∞, 2)-categories. We will adopt the definition developed in
[GR1, Chapter 10].

0.6.3. Throughout this paper we will be working with the category of (classical, separated)
schemes of finite type over a ground field k, assumed algebraically closed. We denote this cat-
egory by Sch. We will not need derived algebraic geometry over k for this paper.

By a prestack we shall mean a (classical) prestack locally of finite type over k (see [GR1, Chapter
2, Sect. 1.3.6] for what this means). We denote the corresponding category by PreStk.

0.6.4. We will do higher algebra in vector spaces over the field of coefficients, which in this paper
we take to be Qℓ.

We let DGCat denote the (∞, 2)-category of Qℓ-linear DG categories, defined as in [GR1,
Chapter 1, Sect. 10].

We view DGCat as equipped with the symmetric monoidal structure, given by the Lurie tensor
product. The unit object for this structure is Vect, the category of (chain complexes) Qℓ-vector
spaces.

For a DG category C and c1, c2 ∈ C, we let

H omC(c1, c2) ∈ Vect

denote the corresponding object. We have

MapsC(c1, c2) = τ≤0(H omC(c1, c2)),

where we view the right-hand side as a connective spectrum.

0.7. Acknowledgements. This paper (obviously) owes its existence to V. Drinfeld.

We would also like to thank D. Kazhdan, S. Raskin, G. Stefanich for valuable discussions.
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1. The enhancement construction

In this section we introduce a general categorical procedure, in the framework of which we will
define AGCat. As was mentioned in the introduction (see Sect. 0.3.5), this procedure appears to
have a broader use.

1.1. Setup and construction.

1.1.1. Let O be a closed3 symmetric monoidal category, V a presentable symmetric monoidal
category 4 and

F : O→ V

a right-lax symmetric monoidal functor.

We will construct a symmetric monoidal V-module category Enh(O,V) along with a symmetric
monoidal functor

F : O→ Enh(O,V)

together with an identification of right-lax symmetric monoidal functors

(1.1) F ≃ HomEnh(O,V),V(1Enh(O,V),−) ◦ F ,

where the notation HomEnh(O,V),V stands for the relative internal Hom in Enh(O,V) with respect
to V.

1.1.2. As was explained in the introduction, the construction of the category Enh(O,V) uses the
theory of enriched categories. In Sect. A, we provide a digest of the relevant aspects of the theory
of enriched categories (in the ∞-categorical setting).

For a monoidal category A, we will denote by CatA the category of A-enriched categories. When
A is symmetric monoidal, CatA is naturally a symmetric monoidal category, see Sect. A.10.1.

We will also be considering module categories over a given presentable monoidal category A

(see Sect. A.3.4); we denote the 2-category of such by A-mod. For M ∈ A-mod and m1,m2 ∈M,
we denote by

HomM,A(m2,m2) ∈ A

the internal-relative-to A hom, i.e.,

MapsA(a,HomM,A(m2,m2)) := MapsM(a⊗m1,m2).

The assignment

(m1,m2) 7→ HomM,A(m2,m2)

makes M into an object of CatA, whose underlying category is the original M, i.e.,

HomA
M(m1,m2) := HomM,A(m2,m2).

3Recall that a (symmetric) monoidal category is closed if it has internal homs; i.e. for every x ∈ O, the functor

(−)⊗ x : O → O admits a right adjoint.
4I.e., an commutative algebra object in Catpres, see Sect. A.2.7.
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1.1.3. By [GeHa, Sect. 7] (see also [He]), the closed symmetric monoidal structure on O gives
rise to a symmetric monoidal O-enriched category

Self-Enr(O) ∈ ComAlg(CatO).

The space of objects of Self-Enr(O) is the same as that of O and for o1,o2 ∈ O

HomO
Self-Enr(O)(o1,o2) ≃ HomO(o1,o2) ∈ O

is given by the internal hom in O.

We have a symmetric monoidal equivalence

oblvEnr(Self-Enr(O)) ≃ O,

where oblvEnr is the functor that forgets enrichment (see Sect. A.1.11).

1.1.4. We define
enh(O,V) ∈ CatV

to be the V-enriched category obtained from Self-Enr(O) and changing enrichment by F , i.e.,

enh(O,V) := indV
O(Self-Enr(O)).

Since F is right-lax symmetric monoidal, enh(O,V) is naturally a symmetric monoidal V-
enriched category (see Sect. A.10.2).

The category enh(O,V) has the objects flagged by5 Ogrpd and morphism objects are given by

HomV
enh(O,V)(o1,o2) = F (HomO(o1,o2)),

with composition given by the right-lax monoidal structure of F . Moreover, tensor product in
enh(O,V) agrees with that in O at the level of objects (see Sect. A.10.2).

We have a tautologically defined symmetric monoidal functor

(1.2) O ≃ oblvO -Enr(Self-Enr(O))→ oblvV -Enr(enh(O,V)).

1.1.5. For any V-enriched category C, there is a corresponding V-module category

(1.3) PV(C) := FunctV(Cop,V)

of V-functors from the opposite category of C to V. As in the unenriched category theory, this
category has the universal property that it is the free cocompletion of C as a V-enriched category
(see Proposition A.5.6 for the precise assertion).

1.1.6. We define Enh(O,V) as the enriched presheaf category:

Enh(O,V) := PV(enh(O,V)).

The symmetric monoidal structure on enh(O,V) induces one on Enh(O,V), see Sect. A.10.5.

Composing (1.2) with the enriched Yoneda embedding (see Sect. A.6), we obtain the desired
symmetric monoidal functor

F : O→ Enh(O,V).

Sometimes, when no confusion is likely to occur, we will write

V := Enh(O,V).

5See Sect. A.1 for what this means.
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1.1.7. By the enriched Yoneda lemma (Corollary A.6.5), for o1,o2 ∈ O,

HomV,V(F (o1), F (o2)) ≃ HomV
enh(O,V)(o1,o2) := F (HomO(o1,o2)).

In particular,

HomV,V(1V, F (o)) ≃ F (o),

as desired, see (1.1).

1.1.8. Using (1.3), we will regard an object v ∈ V as an assignment

o ∈ O 7→ v(o) ∈ V,

together with compatible system of maps

F (HomO(o1,o2))⊗ v(o2)→ v(o1).

For example, for v = F (o′), we have

(1.4) v(o) = HomV
enh(O,V)(o,o

′) = F (HomO(o,o′)).

By the enriched Yoneda lemma (Lemma A.6.3), for v ∈ V and o ∈ O,

v(o) ≃ HomV,V(F (o), v).

1.2. Basic properties of the enhancement construction.

1.2.1. Let Ogrpd denote the space of objects of O. By Sect. A.9.1, we have a monadic adjunction
in V-mod.

(1.5) Funct(Ogrpd,V)
//
Enh(O,V) = V.oo

In terms of Sect. 1.1.8, the right adjoint in (1.5) sends v ∈ V to its restriction along Ogrpd ↪→ O.

1.2.2. In particular, we obtain that the right adjoint in (1.5) is conservative, and it follows from
Section B that it preserves limits and colimits and tensors and cotensors6 with objects of V.

By Proposition B.2.4, this implies that the right adjoint in (1.5) preserves all weighted limits
and colimits.

In other words, when we view objects of Enh(O,V) as in Sect. 1.1.8, weighted limits and colimits
are computed value-wise.

1.2.3. Consider the functor

V×Ogrpd Id⊗YonO−→ V⊗ Funct(Ogrpd, Spc)→ Funct(Ogrpd,V).

The images of the objects v × o for o ∈ Ogrpd, v ∈ V generate the category Funct(Ogrpd,V). It
follows that the corresponding objects

v ⊗ F (o) ∈ V

generate V under colimits (see Corollary A.9.4 and Sect. B.4.1 for more precise assertions to this
effect).

6See Sect. B.1.6 for what this means.
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1.2.4. We observe:

Proposition 1.2.5. Suppose that every object of O is dualizable. Then the symmetric monoidal
category Enh(O,V) is closed; i.e. admits internal homs.

Proof. Since every object in Enh(O,V) is a weighted colimit of F (o) for o ∈ O and Enh(O,V) ad-
mits all weighted limits, by Proposition B.3.3, it suffices to show that for an object v ∈ Enh(O,V),
there exists an internal hom

HomEnh(O,V)(F (o), v) ∈ Enh(O,V).

Since the functor F : O → Enh(O,V) is symmetric monoidal and o is dualizable, the object
F (o) is dualizable. Hence, the above internal Hom exists and equals

F (o∨)⊗ v.

□

1.2.6. By the construction of V := Enh(O,V), we have a right-lax symmetric monoidal adjunction
of V-module categories

(1.6) i : V
//
V : eoo

given by i(v) = v ⊗ 1V and

e(v) = HomV,V(1V, v) ≃ v(1O),

see Sect. 1.1.8 for the notation.

Note that by definition, for o ∈ O

(1.7) i(v)(o) = v ⊗ F (HomO(o, 1O)).

1.2.7. In practice, the functor i is often fully faithful.

Proposition 1.2.8. Suppose that the functor F is strictly unital, i.e. the natural map

1V → F (1O)

is an isomorphism. Then the functor i is fully faithful.

Proof. By assumption, the natural map

HomV(1V, 1V)→ HomV,V(i(1V), i(1V))

is an isomorphism. Hence, by Section B.4.8, the functor

i : V ≃ PV(∗)→ Enh(O,V) = V

is fully faithful. □
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1.2.9. We now show that the general set-up of F : O → V can be reduced to one of Proposition
1.2.8:

Note that the functor F induces a right-lax symmetric monoidal functor

F enh : O→ F (1O) -mod(V),

so that the original F is the composition

O
F enh

−→ F (1O) -mod(V)
oblvF (1O)−→ V.

Note that the functor F enh is strictly unital.

Proposition 1.2.10. There is a natural equivalence of V-module categories

Enh(O, F (1O) -mod(V)) ≃ Enh(O,V).

Proof. We have a right-lax symmetric monoidal adjunction

(1.8) V
//
F (1O) -mod(V)oo

By functoriality of the change of enrichment, the counit of the adjunction (1.8) induces a functor

(1.9) ind
F (1O) -mod(V)
V (enh(O,V))→ enh(O, F (1O) -mod(V)).

Since the left adjoint in Sect. 1.8 is strictly symmetric monoidal, by Sect. A.5.7, passing to
enriched presheaves, the functor (1.9) gives rise to a functor of (F (1) -mod(V))-module categories

F (1O) -mod(V)⊗
V
Enh(O,V)→ Enh(O, F (1O) -mod(V)).

By adjunction, this gives rise to a functor of V-module categories

(1.10) Enh(O,V)→ Enh(O, F (1O) -mod(V)).

By construction, the functor (1.10) maps representable objects to representable objects and is
fully faithful (in the enriched sense) on representable objects. Thus, by Section B.4.9 it is an
equivalence. □

1.3. The universal property.

1.3.1. The isomorphism

F ≃ e ◦ F

gives rise to a natural transformation

i ◦ F α→ F

as right-lax symmetric monoidal functors O→ V.
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1.3.2. We claim that the above data (F , i, α) satisfy the following universal property:

Proposition 1.3.3. For a presentable symmetric monoidal category C, precomposition with the
triple (F, i, α) defines an equivalence between:

(i) The groupoid of colimit-preserving symmetric monoidal functors V→ C;

(ii) The groupoid of triples (G, j, β), where:

• G is a symmetric monoidal functor O→ C;
• j is a colimit-preserving symmetric monoidal functor V→ C;
• β is a natural transformation j◦F → G as right-lax symmetric monoidal functors O→ C.

Proof. We construct a map in the opposite direction.

Let us be given a colimit-preserving symmetric monoidal functor j : V → C. In particular, we
can view C a commutative algebra object in CatV.

Then, by Proposition A.5.6, the datum of a colimit-preserving symmetric monoidal functor
V→ C is equivalent to that of a symmetric monoidal V-enriched functor

enh(O,V)→ C.

By the universal property in Sect. A.1.5, the latter is the same as a symmetric monoidal functor

Self-Enr(O)→ C

compatible with F . In particular, this produces a symmetric monoidal functor G : O→ C.

The structure on G of compatibility with F amounts to maps

F (HomO
Enr(O)(o1,o2))→ HomC,V(G(o1), G(o2)),

compatible with the symmetric monoidal structure.

The latter structure is equivalent to a natural transformation

F → jR ◦G
as right-lax symmetric monoidal functors O→ V, or which is the same, as a natural transformation

j ◦ F → G

as right-lax symmetric monoidal functors O→ C.
□

1.3.4. Here is an application of Proposition 1.3.3:

Proposition 1.3.5. Suppose that F is (strictly) symmetric monoidal and every object in O is
dualizable. Then the adjunction (1.6) is an equivalence.

Proof. It suffices to show that (under the assumptions on O and F ), in the situation of Proposition
1.3.3, the natural transformation β is automatically an isomorphism.

This follows from the fact that a natural transformation between two (strict) symmetric monoidal
functors

G1 → G2, Gi : O→ C

is an isomorphism, provided that every object of O is dualizable.
□

1.4. Change of source.
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1.4.1. Let us now be given two pairs (O1, F1 : O1 → V) and (O2, F2 : O2 → V). Denote

V1 := Enh(O1,V) and V2 := Enh(O2,V).

Let us be given a symmetric monoidal functor Φ : O1 → O2, equipped with a symmetric
monoidal natural transformation

(1.11) F1 → F2 ◦ Φ,
as right-lax symmetric monoidal functors O1 → V.

1.4.2. We claim that in this case there a naturally defined symmetric monoidal functor

Φ : V1 → V2

equipped with the identifications

F2 ◦ Φ ≃ Φ ◦ F1 and i2 ≃ Φ ◦ i1
that make the following diagram commute:

Φ ◦ i1 ◦ F1
α1−−−−→ Φ ◦ F1

∼
y ∼

y
i2 ◦ F1 −−−−→ i2 ◦ F2 ◦ Φ

α2−−−−→ F2 ◦ Φ.

1.4.3. Indeed, this follows from Proposition 1.3.3, where we take

C := V2, G = F2 ◦ Φ, j = i2

and β be the composite bottom horizontal arrow in the above diagram.

1.4.4. Note that from Proposition B.4.7, we obtain:

Corollary 1.4.5. Suppose that all objects in O1 are dualizable and (1.11) is an isomorphism.
Then the functor Φ is fully faithful.

2. Construction of AGCat

In this section we construct the (∞, 2)-category AGCat and study its basic properties.

2.1. The category of correspondences.

2.1.1. Given a category C with finite limits (i.e., fiber products and a final object), we let Corr(C)
be the category of correspondences as defined in [GR1, Chapter 7, Sect. 1].

Explicitly, objects of Corr(C) are the same as objects of C. For a pair of objects c1, c2, the
groupoid of morphisms MapsCorr(C)(c1, c2) consists of diagrams

(2.1)

c1,2 −−−−→ c2y
c1,

with the composition given by

(c1,2, c2,3) 7→ c1,2 ×
c2

c2,3.
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We will refer to the horizontal morphism in (2.1) as the forward arrow, and the vertical one as
the backward arrow.

2.1.2. The category Corr(C) has a natural symmetric monoidal structure, induced by the Carte-
sian product in C.

Note that every object in Corr(C) is dualizable and canonically self-dual. Namely, the unit and
counit of the self-duality are given by

c
∆C−−−−→ c× cy

{∗}

and
c −−−−→ {∗}

∆C

y
c× c,

respectively, where {∗} is the final object in C.

In particular, we obtain that Corr(C) is closed and for c1, c2 ∈ C, the internal hom object
HomCorr(C)(c1, c2) is c1 × c2.

2.1.3. Let class1 and class2 be two classes of morphisms in C, each stable under composition, and
under base change with respect to each other, i.e., for a Cartesian square

c′1
f ′

−−−−→ c′2

g1

y yg2

c1
f−−−−→ c2

,

if f ∈ class1 and g2 ∈ class2, then f ′ ∈ class1 and g1 ∈ class2.

Then we define a 1-full subcategory

Corrclass1,class2(C) ⊂ Corr(C),

where we restrict morphisms to those diagrams (2.1), where the forward morphism belongs to
class1 and the backward morphism belongs to class2.

2.1.4. For class1 = all and class2 = isom, we obtain an equivalence

Corrall,isom(C) = C

and for class1 = isom and class2 = class, we obtain an equivalence

Corrisom,all(C) = Cop.

2.2. The functor Shv(−).



18 DENNIS GAITSGORY, NICK ROZENBLYUM, AND YAKOV VARSHAVSKY

2.2.1. Let B be a base scheme, and consider the category Corr(Sch/B).

The sheaf-theoretic input to the construction of the category AGCat is provided by a functor

(2.2) Shv(−) : Corr(Sch/B)→ DGCat,

which is a constructible sheaf theory in the sense of [AGKRRV1, Sect. 1.1.4].

2.2.2. This functor assigns to a scheme X over B the corresponding category Shv(X) and to a
morphism f : X1 → X2 the functors

f∗ : Shv(X1)→ Shv(X2) and f ! : Shv(X2)→ Shv(X1).

Thus, the restriction Shv(−)|Corrisom,all(Sch/B) is the functor

(2.3) (Sch/B)
op → DGCat, X 7→ Shv(X), (X1

f→ X2) 7→ f !,

and the restriction Shv(−)|Corrall,isom(Sch/B) is the functor

(2.4) Sch/B → DGCat, X 7→ Shv(X), (X1
f→ X2) 7→ f∗.

2.2.3. The datum of extension of these functors to a functor (2.2) amounts to a homotopy-
compatible system of base-change isomorphisms: for

X1 ×
X2

X ′
2

f ′

−−−−→ X ′
2

g1

y yg2

X1
f−−−−→ X2

,

an isomorphism

g!2 ◦ f∗ ≃ f ′
∗ ◦ g!1,

as functors Shv(X1)→ Shv(X ′
2).

The gist of the work [GR1] can be summarized as follows: the datum of just (2.4) (or (2.3))
uniquely recovers (2.2).

2.2.4. For this paper, we let (2.2) be the theory of ℓ-adic sheaves, defined as in [GKRV, Sect.
A.1.1(d’)], followed by tensoring up (−) ⊗

Qℓ

Qℓ.

2.3. Construction of AGCat.

2.3.1. Morally, we would like to apply the set-up of Sect. 1.1 to

O := Corr(Sch/B), V = DGCat, F := Shv(−).

Unfortunately, we cannot quite do that, because in Sect. 1.1 we assumed that V is presentable,
while DGCat is not.

To circumvent this, we will employ the recipe of Sect. A.2.8.
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2.3.2. In the setting of Sect. 1.1, we take

O := Corr(Sch/B), V = DGCatκ, F := Shv(−),
where κ is as in Sect. A.2.4.

Set

(2.5) AGCatκ,/B := Enh(Corr(Sch/B),DGCatκ).

(2.6) AGCat/B := colim
κ<λ0

AGCatκ,/B ,

where the colimit is taken in Catlarge, cf. Sect. A.2.8.

Remark 2.3.3. From this point on, in the main body of the paper, we will ignore the difference
between DGCat and DGCatκ, and pretend that the construction in Sect. 1.1 was applied directly
that DGCat.

We leave it to the reader to verify that the constructions and statements that follow stay within
our specified set-theoretic framework.

Remark 2.3.4. When B = pt = Spec(k), we will write simply AGCat instead of AGCat/B .

2.4. Basic properties of AGCat.

2.4.1. By construction, the category AGCat/B comes equipped with the following data:

• A symmetric monoidal functor

(2.7) Shv(−) : Corr(Sch/B)→ AGCat/B ;

• An adjunction

(2.8) i : DGCat⇄ AGCat/B : e,

with i (strictly) symmetric monoidal;

• An identification Shv(−) ≃ e ◦ Shv(−) as right-lax symmetric monoidal functors.

The above data give rise to a natural transformation

α : i ◦ Shv(−)→ Shv(−).
The triple (Shv(−), i, α) has a universal property formulated in Sect. 1.3. I.e., we can think of

(AGCat/B , Shv(−)) as a universal way of turning Shv(−) into being strictly monoidal.

2.4.2. As explained in Section 1.1.8, we will regard objects of AGCat as functors

C : Schgrpd/B → DGCat

endowed with additional structure: namely, for every X1, X2 ∈ Sch/B , and every sheaf

F ∈ Shv(X1 ×
B
X2),

of a functor

(2.9) C(F) : C(X1)→ C(X2)

that is natural in all parameters.
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2.4.3. From this point of view, for an object Z ∈ Sch/B , the object Shv(Z) ∈ AGCat/B is given
by the assignment

Sch/B ∋ X 7→ Shv(Z ×
B
X)

with the functors
Shv(Z ×

B
X1)→ Shv(Z ×

B
X2), F ∈ Shv(X1 ×

B
X2)

given by convolution:

F 7→ [F], [F](F1) := (p2)∗(p
!
1(F1)

!
⊗ p!1,2(F)),

where p1, p2, p1,2 are the three projections from Z ×
B
X1 ×

B
X2 to

Z ×
B
X1, Z ×

B
X2, X1 ×

B
X2,

respectively.

2.4.4. The data of (2.9) can be rewritten as follows:

• For every X, the category C(X) is acted on by Shv(X), which is regarded as a (symmetric)

monoidal category with respect to the
!
⊗ operation;

• For every f : X1 → X2 (over B), we have a pullback functor f ! : C(X2)→ C(X1), which
is Shv(X2)-linear with respect to f ! : Shv(X2)→ Shv(X1).

• For every f : X1 → X2, we have a pushforward functor f∗ : C(X1) → C(X2), which is
Shv(X2)-linear with respect to f ! : Shv(X2)→ Shv(X1).

• For a diagram

X1 ×
Y
X2

f ′
1−−−−→ X2

f ′
2

y yf2

X1
f1−−−−→ Y

an identification

(f ′
1)∗ ◦ (f ′

2)
! ≃ (f2)

! ◦ (f1)∗, C(X1)→ C(X2);

• A homotopy-coherent system of compatibilities between the above data.

2.4.5. Example. For C = Shv(Z), the data from Sect. 2.4.4 is particularly evident.

2.4.6. In terms of the description in Sect. 2.4.2, the adjoint functors (2.8) look as follows:

For C ∈ DGCat,
i(C)(X) = C⊗ Shv(X)

and
e(C) = C(B).

The natural transformation
α : i ◦ Shv(−)→ Shv(−)

assigns to Z ∈ Sch/B the collection of functors

Shv(Z)⊗ Shv(X)→ Shv(Z ×
B
X).
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2.4.7. The category AGCat/B has limits/colimits and tensors/cotensors by objects of DGCat.
By Sect. 1.2.2, all these operations are computed value-wise in terms of (2.4.2).

Additionally, thanks to Proposition 1.2.5, AGCat/B is closed; i.e. admits internal homs.

2.4.8. By Section 1.2.10, the construction of AGCat/B is not very sensitive to the target of the
functor Shv(−). In particular, we would get the same category if we replace

DGCat ≃ Vect -mod(Catpres)

by Catpres or Shv(B) -mod(DGCat).

In any case, the functor i extends to a symmetric monoidal functor

Shv(B)-mod(DGCat)→ AGCat/B ,

and the latter is fully faithful (see Propositions 1.2.8 and 1.2.10).

2.5. Variants. We can consider several variants of the category AGCat.

2.5.1. D-module variant. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. To a scheme
X over k, we can attach the category of D-modules D-mod(X). These assemble to a (strictly)
symmetric monoidal functor

D-mod(−) : Corr(Schk)→ DGCatk,

and we can perform the same construction as above.

However, by Section 1.3.5, there is an equivalence

Enh(Corr(Schk),DGCatk) ≃ DGCatk .

This suggests the following guiding meta-principle for much of this work: theorems about categories
about D-modules should hold in the ℓ-adic setting when categories of sheaves are interpreted as
objects of AGCat.

2.5.2. Affine schemes are enough. Instead of considering the source of F to be all schemes over B,
we can instead consider only affine schemes. As we shall presently see, this produces an equivalent
category.

Let Shv |aff(−) denote the restriction of the functor Shv(−) to the (1-full) subcategory

Corr(Schaff/B) ⊂ Corr(Sch/B),

and let

AGCataff/B := Enh(Corr(Schaff/B),DGCat).

By Sect. 1.4.2, we have a naturally defined functor

(2.10) AGCataff/B → AGCat/B .

Moreover, by Corollary 1.4.5 (and Sect. 2.1.2), the functor (2.10) is fully faithful. We claim:

Proposition 2.5.3. The functor (2.10) is an equivalence.
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Proof. By Corollary B.4.9, it suffices to show that for every Z ∈ Sch/B , the object

Shv(Z) ∈ AGCat/B

is in the essential image of the functor (2.10). By construction, this is the case if X is affine.

Now, every scheme Z is a sifted colimit (in the category of Zariski sheaves) of affine schemes

Z ≃ colim
i∈I

Si.

The operation of *-pushforward give rise to a functor

(2.11) colim
i∈I

Shv(Si)→ Shv(Z)

in AGCat/B . Since (2.10) commutes with colimits, it is enough to show that (2.11) is an equiva-
lence.

Thus, by Sect. 2.4.7, we have to show that (2.11) evaluates to an equivalence on everyX ∈ Sch/B .
I.e., we have to show that the functor

(2.12) colim
i∈I

Shv(Si ×
B
X)→ Shv(Z ×

B
X)

is an equivalence.

The transition functors in (2.12) preserve compactness. Hence, the left-hand side in (2.12) is
compactly generated and its dual identifies with

lim
i∈Iop

(Shv(Si ×X))∨.

Using Verdier duality (see Sect. 4.3), we identify the functor dual to (2.12) with

(2.13) Shv(Z ×
B
X)→ lim

i∈Iop
Shv(Si ×

B
X),

where in the right-hand side, the transition functors are given by !-restriction.

Thus, it suffices to show that (2.13) is an equivalence. However, this follows from Zariski descent
for Shv(−).

□

In light of Section 2.5.3, in the sequel we will sometimes restrict to affine schemes as test objects
for AGCat/B .

2.5.4. The left version of AGCat. In the setting of ℓ-adic sheaves, there is another version of the
category AGCat/B . Namely, we have another functor

Shvleft(−) : Corr(Sch/B)→ DGCat

which takes a scheme X to Shv(X) and morphisms given by ∗-pullback and !-pushforward.

This functor can be formally expressed in terms of Shv as follows. The value of Shv on every
morphism in Corr(Sch/B) admits a left adjoint. Let

ShvL(−) : Corr(Sch/B)op → DGCat

denote the functor obtained from Shv by passing to left adjoints. Now, the functor Shvleft(−) is
given by the composite

Corr(Sch/B) ≃ Corr(Sch/B)
op ShvL

−→ DGCat
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where the anti-equivalence of Corr(Sch/B) is given by reading correspondences backwards (equiv-
alently, it corresponding to passing to duals).

We define

AGCatleft/B := Enh(Corr(Sch/B),DGCat),

formed using the above functor Shvleft(−).

As before, we have a symmetric monoidal functor

Shvleft(−) : Corr(Sch/B)→ AGCatleft/B .

The contents of the previous two sections carry over to the present setting without any change7.

Remark 2.5.5. For most applications (such as those involving the sheaves-functions correspon-
dence), AGCat/B is the more useful category.

Yet, there are some instances (notably ones that have to do with cohomology of shtukas), where

it is more convenient to use AGCatleft/B .

2.6. Change of base.

2.6.1. Let ϕ : B′ → B be a map between base schemes. Base change defines a symmetric monoidal
functor

Φ : Corr(Sch/B)→ Corr(Sch/B′).

In addition, !-pullback defines a symmetric monoidal natural transformation:

(2.14) Shv(−)→ Shv(Φ(−)).

2.6.2. Hence, applying Sect. 1.4.2, we obtain a symmetric monoidal functor

Φ : AGCat/B → AGCat/B′

equipped with identifications

i′ ≃ Φ ◦ i and Shv(Φ(−)) ≃ Φ ◦ Shv(−).

In addition, from Corollary 1.4.5 we obtain:

Corollary 2.6.3. Suppose that (2.14) is an isomorphism. Then the functor Φ is fully faithful.

7The two versions are, however, substantially different from the point of view of interaction of monoidal duality

on AGCat and Verdier duality on schemes discussed in Sect. 4.
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2.6.4. Let now k′ ⊃ k be an algebraically closed field extension; set B′ := Spec(k′) ×
Spec(k)

B. Base

change gives rise to a symmetric functor

Φ : Corr(Sch/B)→ Corr(Sch/B′)

and a symmetric monoidal natural transformation:

(2.15) Shv(−)→ Shv(Φ(−)).
Applying Sect. 1.4.2 again, we obtain a symmetric monoidal functor

Φ : AGCat/B → AGCat/B′

equipped with identifications

i′ ≃ Φ ◦ i and Shv(Φ(−)) ≃ Φ ◦ Shv(−).
If (2.15) is an isomorphism, then Φ is fully faithful.

2.7. Adjunctions in AGCat.

2.7.1. The category AGCat/B is tensored over DGCat, and in particular Cat; hence, it naturally
has the structure of a 2-category (see Section C.2.1).

We have the following characterization of adjunctions in AGCat.

Proposition 2.7.2. Let F : C1 → C2 be a 1-morphism in AGCat/B. Then F admits a left (resp.
right) adjoint if and only if for every scheme X, the corresponding functor

C1(X)→ C2(X)

admits a left (resp. right) adjoint, and for every scheme X ′ and a constructible sheaf F ∈ Shv(X×
B

X ′)c, the square

C1(X) //

��

C2(X)

��
C1(X

′) // C2(X
′)

satisfies the left (resp. right) Beck-Chevalley condition (see Section C.1.3).

Proof. We prove the assertion for the left adjoint (the proof is identical for the right adjoint).

Suppose the conditions are satisfied. By Proposition C.2.2, it remains to show that for every
scheme X ′, the diagram

Shv(X ×X ′)⊗C1(X) //

��

Shv(X ×X ′)⊗C2(X)

��
C1(X

′) // C2(X
′)

satisfies the left Beck-Chevalley condition.

The category Shv(X×X ′)⊗C2(X) is generated under colimits by objects of the form F⊠c2 for
F ∈ Shv(X ×X ′)c and c2 ∈ C2(X). Thus, since all functors preserve colimits, it suffices to check
the Beck-Chevalley condition on these objects. This is exactly the condition in the proposition.

□
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2.7.3. Section C.1.5 gives a general characterization of functors from the 2-category Adj. Spe-
cializing to the target AGCat/B , we have

Proposition 2.7.4. The restriction functor

Funct(Adj,AGCat/B)→ Funct([1],AGCat/B)

is 1-full and the essential image is characterized as follows:

(a) An object C1 → C2 ∈ Funct([1],AGCat) is in the essential image if and only if it admits a
right (resp. left) adjoint in AGCat/B;

(b) A morphism from (C1 → C2) to (C′
1 → C′

2) lies in the essential image if and only if for every
scheme X, the corresponding square

C1(X) //

��

C2(X)

��
C′

1(X) // C′
2(X)

satisfies the right (resp. left) Beck-Chevalley condition.

3. The value of Shv on prestacks

In this subsection we study the two ways to associate objects of AGCat to prestacks

Y 7→ Shv(Y) and Y 7→ Shv(Y)co.

We study their interaction, questions of dualizability and behavior with respect to products.

3.1. Sheaves on prestacks.

3.1.1. Let Y be a prestack locally of finite type over B. Recall from [AGKRRV1, Appendix F],
that the category of ℓ-adic sheaves on Y is defined by

Shv(Y) := lim
S∈(Schaff

/Y
)op

Shv(S) ∈ DGCat,

where the limit is taken with respect to !-pullbacks as transition functors.

Note that by Zariski descent, we can equivalently rewrite the above limit as

lim
X∈(Sch/Y)op

Shv(X) ∈ DGCat .

In particular, when Y = X is a scheme, the above definition recovers the usual Shv(X).

Remark 3.1.2. Since we are working in the constructible context, we can rewrite the limit presen-
tation of Shv(X) as a colimit:

colim
X∈Sch/Y

Shv(X),

with (−)! as transition functors, see [GR1, Chapter 1, Proposition 2.5.7].

In particular, Shv(Y) is compactly generated and hence dualizable.
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3.1.3. The category Shv(Y) naturally upgrades to an object of AGCat/B ; namely, we define

Shv(Y) := lim
X∈(Sch/Y)op

Shv(S) ∈ AGCat/B .

It follows from Sect. 2.4.7 that for any scheme Y ,

(3.1) Shv(Y)(X) ≃ Shv(Y×
B
X).

In particular, for every X, the DG category Shv(Y)(X) is compactly generated.

3.1.4. Let f : Y1 → Y2 be a morphism of prestacks over B. The functor between index categories

Schaff/Y1

f◦−→ Schaff/Y2

gives rise to a pullback functor
f ! : Shv(Y2)→ Shv(Y1).

In terms of (3.1), the above functor is given by

(f × id)! : Shv(Y2 ×
B
X)→ Shv(Y1 ×

B
X).

The assignment Y 7→ Shv(Y) with !-pullbacks extends to a functor

(PreStk/B)
op → AGCat/B .

3.1.5. Let f : Y1 → Y2 is a schematic morphism of prestacks over B. In this case, we can define
the map

f∗ : Shv(Y1)→ Shv(Y2)

given in terms of Sect. 2.4.2 by ∗-pushforward (which is defined for schematic morphisms of
prestacks):

(f × idX)∗ : Shv(Y1 ×
B
X)→ Shv(Y2 ×

B
X).

3.1.6. The functoriality of the ∗-pushforward functor along schematic maps can be organized as
follows. Consider the 1-full symmetric monoidal category

Corrsch;all(PreStk/B) ⊂ Corr(PreStk/B),

where we require the forward morphisms to be schematic (see Sect. 2.1.3).

Let

(3.2) Shv(−) : Corrsch;all(PreStk/B)→ AGCat/B

be the right Kan extension of (2.7) along the inclusion functor

Corr(Sch/B)→ Corrsch;all(PreStk/B).

Note that for every prestack Y, the (opposite of the) functor

(Schop)/Y → Corr(Sch/B) ×
Corrsch;all(PreStk/B)

Corrsch;all(PreStk/B)Y/

is cofinal (since it admits a right adjoint). In particular, the restriction of (3.2) to

(PreStk/B)
op ⊂ Corrsch;all(PreStk/B)

agrees with that in Section 3.1.4.
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3.2. Cosheaves on prestacks.

3.2.1. For a prestack Y define

Shv(Y)co := colim
S∈Schaff

/Y

Shv(S) ∈ DGCat,

where the colimit is taken with respect to ∗-pullshforwards as transition functors.

The equivalence (2.12) implies that the above colimit maps isomorphically to

colim
X∈Sch/Y

Shv(X).

In particular, when Y = X is a scheme, we recover the usual Shv(X).

3.2.2. For a map of prestacks f : Y1 → Y2 we have a tautologically defined functor

f∗,co : Shv(Y1)co → Shv(Y2)co.

If f is schematic, we have the base change functor

Schaff/Y2
→ Schaff/Y1

, S 7→ S ×
Y2

Y1,

which gives rise to a functor

f !
co : Shv(Y2)co → Shv(Y1)co.

3.2.3. The assignment

Y 7→ Shv(Y)co

extends to a functor

Shv(−)co : Corrall,sch(PreStk)→ DGCat,

where

Corrall,sch(PreStk) ⊂ Corr(PreStk)

is a 1-full subcategory, in which the backward morphisms are required to be schematic.

Namely, Shv(−)co is the left Kan extension of

Shv(−) : Corr(Sch)→ DGCat

along

Corr(Sch) ↪→ Corrall,sch(PreStk).

Since the functor

Sch/Y → Corr(Sch) ×
Corrall,sch(PreStk)

(Corrall,sch(PreStk))/Y

is cofinal (it admits a left adjoint), the value of the above left Kan extension on Y recovers Shv(Y)co.

3.2.4. For a prestack Y over B, set

Shv(Y)co := colim
X∈Sch/Y

Shv(X) ∈ AGCat/B ,

where the colimit is taken with respect to the *-pushforward functors.

For Y = X ∈ Sch, we recover the usual object Shv(X).
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3.2.5. We claim:

Lemma 3.2.6. The value Shv(Y)co(X) of Shv(Y)co on X is given by Shv(Y×
B
X)co.

Proof. By Sect. 1.2.2, we have to establish an isomorphism

colim
Z∈Sch/Y

Shv(Z ×
B
X) ≃ colim

Z′∈Sch/Y×
B

X

Shv(Z ′).

This follows from the fact that the functor

Sch/Y → Sch/Y×
B
X , Z 7→ Z ×

B
X

is cofinal. Indeed, it has a left adjoint given by

(Z ′ → Y×
B
Y ) 7→ (Z ′ → Y).

□

3.2.7. As above, for any f : Y1 → Y2, we have a map

fco,∗ : Shv(Y1)co → Shv(Y2)co,

and when f is schematic also a map

f !
co : Shv(Y2)co → Shv(Y1)co.

When we evaluate the above functors on X ∈ Sch, in terms of the identification of Lemma 3.2.6,
we recover the corresponding functors from Sect. 3.2.2 for

Y1 ×
B
X

f×id→ Y2 ×
B
X.

3.2.8. We define the functor

Shv(−)co : Corrall,sch(PreStk/B)→ AGCat/B ,

to be the left Kan extension of

Shv(−) : Corr(Sch/B)→ AGCat/B

along

Corr(Sch/B) ↪→ Corrall,sch(PreStk/B).

As above, the value of the above left Kan extension on Y recovers Shv(Y)co.

3.3. The right-lax symmetric monoidal structure(s).

3.3.1. By [AGKRRV1, Theorem B.1.3] (or a special case of [GR1, Chapter 9, Proposition 3.2.4]),
the functor (3.2) is naturally right-lax symmetric monoidal.

Concretely, this means that for a pair of prestacks Y1 and Y2 over B, we have a canonically
defined map

(3.3) Shv(Y1)⊗ Shv(Y2)
⊠→ Shv(Y1 ×

B
Y2).



APPLICATIONS OF (HIGHER) CATEGORICAL TRACE I 29

3.3.2. Explicitly, the map (3.3) is given by

(3.4) Shv(Y1)⊗ Shv(Y2) ≃
(

lim
X1∈(Sch/Y1

)op
Shv(X1)

)
⊗ Shv(Y2)

(A)→

→ lim
X1∈(Sch/Y1

)op
(Shv(X1)⊗ Shv(Y2)) ≃ lim

X1∈(Sch/Y1
)op

(
Shv(X1)⊗

(
lim

X2∈(Sch/Y2
)op

Shv(X2)

))
(B)→

→ lim
X1∈(Sch/Y1

)op

(
lim

X2∈(Sch/Y2
)op

Shv(X1)⊗ Shv(X2)

)
≃

≃ lim
X1∈(Sch/Y1

)op,X2∈(Sch/Y2
)op

Shv(X1)⊗ Shv(X2) ≃ lim
X1∈(Sch/Y1

)op,X2∈(Sch/Y2
)op

Shv(X1 ×
B
X2) ≃

≃ lim
X∈(Sch/Y1×

B
Y2

)op
Shv(X) = Shv(Y1 ×

B
Y2),

where the last isomorphism is due to the fact that the functor

(3.5) Sch/Y1
× Sch/Y2

→ Sch/(Y1×
B
Y2), ((X1 → Y1), (X2 → Y2)) 7→ (X1 ×

B
X2 → Y1 ×

B
Y2)

is cofinal.

3.3.3. When Y1 and Y2 are both schemes, the map (3.3) is an isomorphism; this was the main
point of introducing AGCat/B .

However, it is not necessarily an isomorphism for general prestacks Y1 and Y2: this is due to
the fact that the map (A) in (3.4) is not necessarily an isomorphism (we will see, however, that
the map (B) is always an isomorphism).

However, in the course of this section we will distinguish a class of prestacks Y1, namely, AG
tame prestacks, for which the map (3.3) is an isomorphism against any Y2, see Proposition 3.6.7.

3.3.4. By contrast, the functor

Shv(−)co : Corrall,sch(PreStk/B)→ AGCat/B

is strictly symmetric monoidal.

Namely, for a pair of prestacks Y1 and Y2, we have

(3.6) Shv(Y1)co ⊗ Shv(Y2)co ≃
(

colim
X1∈Sch/Y1

Shv(X1)

)
⊗

(
colim

X2∈Sch/Y2

Shv(X2)

)
≃

≃ colim
X1∈Sch/Y1

,X2∈Sch/Y2

Shv(X1)⊗ Shv(X2) ≃ colim
X1∈Sch/Y1

,X2∈Sch/Y2

Shv(X1 ×
B
X2) ≃

≃ colim
X∈Sch/Y1×

B
Y2

Shv(X) = Shv(Y1 ×
B
Y2)co,

where the last isomorphism is due to the cofinality of (3.5).

3.4. Tame prestacks. In this subsection we let Y be a prestack with a schematic diagonal.
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3.4.1. Due to the assumption on Y, for any a map f : X → Y, where X is a scheme, is schematic.
Hence, we have a well-defined funcor

f∗ : Shv(X)→ Shv(Y).

These functors assemble to a functor

(3.7) ΩY : Shv(Y)co → Shv(Y).

3.4.2. Note that for a schematic map between prestacks f : Y1 → Y2, we have the commutative
diagrams

(3.8)

Shv(Y1)co
ΩY1−−−−→ Shv(Y1)

fco,∗

y yf∗

Shv(Y2)co
ΩY2−−−−→ Shv(Y2)

and

(3.9)

Shv(Y1)co
ΩY1−−−−→ Shv(Y1)

f !
co

x xf !

Shv(Y2)co
ΩY2−−−−→ Shv(Y2)

3.4.3. We shall say that Y is tame if ΩY is an equivalence.

Not all prestacks are tame. However, in Sect. 4.6.3 we will single out a class of algebraic stacks,
for which it is. Conjecturally, this includes all quasi-compact algebraic stacks.

3.4.4. Recall that Y is a pseudo-scheme if (up to sheafification in the h-topology) it can be
rewritten as a (not necessarily filtered) colimit of schemes with transition maps that are proper.
For example, and ind-scheme is such.

We claim:

Lemma 3.4.5. Any pseudo-scheme is tame.

Proof. Write (up to h-sheafification)

Y = colim
i∈I

Yi,

where Yi are schemes are the transition maps are proper. Then

(3.10) Shv(Y) ≃ lim
i∈Iop,(−)!

Shv(Yi),

and

(3.11) Shv(Y)co ≃ colim
i∈I,(−)∗

Shv(Yi).

Note, however, that since the transition functors in (3.10) are the right adjoints of those in
(3.11), we obtain that the functor

(3.12) Shv(Y)co ≃ colim
i∈I,(−)∗

Shv(Yi)→ Shv(Y)
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assembled from the left adjoints of the evaluation functors

Shv(Y)→ Shv(Yi),

is an equivalence, see [GR1, Chapter 1, Proposition 2.5.7].

Now, by construction, the functor (3.12) is the functor ΩY.
□

3.4.6. As in Sect. 3.4.1, the maps

f∗ : Shv(X)→ Shv(Y), (X, f) ∈ Sch/Y

assemble into a map

(3.13) ΩY : Shv(Y)co → Shv(Y).

In terms of the identification given by Lemma 3.2.6, the values of the map (3.13) are given by
the functors (3.7) for Y×

B
X.

The commutative diagrams (3.8) and (3.9) give rise to commutative diagrams

(3.14)

Shv(Y1)co
ΩY1−−−−→ Shv(Y1)

fco,∗

y yf∗

Shv(Y2)co
ΩY2−−−−→ Shv(Y2)

and

(3.15)

Shv(Y1)co
ΩY1−−−−→ Shv(Y1)

f !
co

x xf !

Shv(Y2)co
ΩY2−−−−→ Shv(Y2)

3.4.7. We shall say that Y ∈ PreStk/B is universally tame if the map (3.13) is an isomorphism in
AGCat/B . Explicitly, this means that for any X ∈ Sch, the prestack

Y×
B
X

is tame.

We shall say that Y ∈ PreStk/B is AG tame of both Y and Y×
B
Y are universally tame.

3.4.8. Let Y1 and Y2 be a pair of prestacks over B, both with a schematic diagonal. Note that
we have a commutative diagram

(3.16)

Shv(Y1)co ⊗ Shv(Y2)co
(3.6)−−−−→
∼

Shv(Y1 ×
B
Y2)co

ΩY1
⊗ΩY2

y yΩY1×
B

Y2

Shv(Y1)⊗ Shv(Y2) −−−−→
(3.3)

Shv(Y1 ×
B
Y2).

Hence, we obtain:
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Corollary 3.4.9. Suppose that Y1, Y2 are universally tame. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) The prestack Y1 ×
B
Y2 is also universally tame;

(ii) The map

Shv(Y1)⊗ Shv(Y2)
⊠→ Shv(Y1 ×

B
Y2)

of (3.3) is an isomorphism.

In particular, we obtain:

Corollary 3.4.10. Let Y be an AG tame prestack. Then the map

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)
⊠→ Shv(Y×

B
Y)

is an isomorphism.

3.5. Dualizability in AGCat.

3.5.1. Since the functor (2.7) is symmetric monoidal, by Sect. 2.1.2, for every scheme X, the
object

Shv(X) ∈ AGCat/B

is canonically self-dual with the unit map given by

1AGCat/B = Shv(B)
(pX/B)!

−→ Shv(X)
(∆X/B)∗−→ Shv(X ×

B
X) ≃ Shv(X)⊗ Shv(X)

and the counit map given by

Shv(X)⊗ Shv(X) ≃ Shv(X ×
B
X)

(∆X/B)!

−→ Shv(X)
(pX/B)∗−→ Shv(B) ≃ 1AGCat/B ,

where pX/B : X → B is the projection map and ∆X/B : X → X ×
B
X is the diagonal.

3.5.2. It follows formally that for a map of schemes f : X1 → X2, under the above identifications

Shv(Xi)
∨ ≃ Shv(Xi),

we have

(f !)∨ ≃ f∗

as maps

Shv(X1)→ Shv(X2).

3.5.3. We will be interested in more general dualizable objects in AGCat. First, we claim:

Proposition 3.5.4. Let Y be a prestack such that Shv(Y) ∈ AGCat/B is a dualizable object. Then
for any prestack Y′, the natural map (see (3.3))

Shv(Y′)⊗ Shv(Y)
⊠→ Shv(Y′ ×

B
Y)

is an isomorphism.
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Proof. We need to show that both maps (A) and (B) in (3.4) are isomorphisms (with Y1 = Y′ and
Y2 = Y).

The fact that (A) is an isomorphism follows from the assumption that Shv(Y) is dualizable.

The fact that (B) is an isomorphism follows from the fact that the object Shv(X) for X ∈ Sch
is dualizable.

□

3.5.5. Next, we claim:

Proposition 3.5.6. For a pair of prestacks we have a canonical identifification

HomAGCat/B
(Shv(Y1)co, Shv(Y2)) ≃ Shv(Y1 ×

B
Y2).

Proof. We have

HomAGCat/B
(Shv(Y1)co, Shv(Y2)) ≃ lim

X∈(Schaff
/Y1

)op
HomAGCat/B

(Shv(X), Shv(Y2))
Sect. 3.5.1≃

≃ lim
X∈(Schaff

/Y1
)op

Shv(X)⊗ Shv(Y2)
Proposition 3.5.4

≃

≃ lim
X∈(Schaff

/Y1
)op

Shv(X ×
B
Y2) ≃ Shv(Y1 ×

B
Y2),

where the last isomorphism follows from the cofinality of (3.5). □

In particular, we obtain:

Corollary 3.5.7. For a prestack Y, we have

HomAGCat/B
(Shv(Y)co, 1AGCat/B ) ≃ Shv(Y).

3.5.8. Using Sect. 3.5.2, we obtain that for a map f : Y1 → Y2 between arbitrary prestacks, under
the identification of Corollary 3.5.7, the map

(fco,∗)
∨ : HomAGCat/B

(Shv(Y2)co, 1AGCat/B )→ HomAGCat/B
(Shv(Y1)co, 1AGCat/B )

corresponds to f !.

Similarly, we obtain that if f is schematic, the functor

(f !
co)

∨ : HomAGCat/B
(Shv(Y1)co, 1AGCat/B )→ HomAGCat/B

(Shv(Y1)co, 1AGCat/B )

corresponds to f∗.

3.5.9. As another consequence of Proposition 3.5.6, we obtain:

Corollary 3.5.10. Let Y be universally tame. There is a natural isomorphism

HomAGCat/B
(Shv(Y), Shv(Y′)) ≃ Shv(Y×

B
Y′).

3.5.11. Thus, we obtain that if Y is a universally tame prestack such that Shv(Y) is dualizable,
then Shv(Y) is canonically self-dual as an object of AGCat/B .

In the next subsection we will see that this is the case for AG tame prestacks.

3.6. Dualizability of AG tame prestacks.
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3.6.1. We are going to prove:

Theorem 3.6.2. Let Y be an AG tame prestack. Then the object Shv(Y) is dualizable in AGCat/B.

3.6.3. The proof of Theorem 3.6.2 will rely on the following characterization of dualizability:

Recall that if A is a monoidal category we have the notion of left and right dualizable objects
(see [Lu2, Sect. 4.6.1]) which agree in the case when A is symmetric monoidal. Recall also that
for two objects a1, a2 ∈ A the internal hom HomA(a, b) is the object representing the functor

a 7→ MapsA(a⊗ a1, a2).

The proof of the following is identical to [Lu2, Lemma 4.6.1.6].

Proposition 3.6.4. Let A be a monoidal category. An object a ∈ A is right dualizable if and only
if

(i) There exist internal hom objects HomA(a, 1A) and HomA(a, a), and

(ii) The tautological map HomA(a, 1A)⊗ a→ HomA(a, a) is an isomorphism.

3.6.5. Proof of Theorem 3.6.2. By Proposition 3.6.4 we need to show that the canonical map

(3.17) HomAGCat/B
(Shv(Y), 1AGCat/B )⊗ Shv(Y)→ HomAGCat/B

(Shv(Y), Shv(Y))

is an isomorphism. We identify

HomAGCat/B
(Shv(Y), 1AGCat/B ) ≃ Shv(Y) and HomAGCat/B

(Shv(Y), Shv(Y)) ≃ Shv(Y×
B
Y)

by Corollary 3.5.10. Under these identifications, the map (3.17) is the map

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)
⊠→ Shv(Y×

B
Y)

of (3.4). The latter map is an isomorphism by Section 3.4.10.
□[Theorem 3.6.2]

3.6.6. By Section 3.5.4, we obtain:

Corollary 3.6.7. Let Y be an AG tame prestack and Y′ a prestack. Then the canonical map

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y′)→ Shv(Y×
B
Y′)

is an isomorphism.

3.6.8. We now obtain a characterization of AG tame prestacks in terms of AGCat/B :

Proposition 3.6.9. Let Y be a universally tame prestack. Then the following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) Y is AG tame;

(ii) The object Shv(Y) ∈ AGCat/B is dualizable;

(iii) The map Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)→ Shv(Y×
B
Y) is an isomorphism.

Proof. First, (i) implies (ii) by Section 3.6.2. Next, (ii) implies (iii) by Proposition 3.5.4. Finally,
(iii) implies (i) by Corollary 3.4.9.

□



APPLICATIONS OF (HIGHER) CATEGORICAL TRACE I 35

3.6.10. We can now prove that the notion of being AG Verdier-compatible is stable under prod-
ucts:

Proposition 3.6.11. If Y1 and Y2 are AG tame, then so is Y1 ×
B
Y2.

Proof. We apply the characterization of AG tame prestacks from Section 3.6.9. By Corollary 3.6.7,
we have:

Shv(Y1)⊗ Shv(Y2) ≃ Shv(Y1 ×
B
Y2).

Hence, since Shv(Y1) and Shv(Y2) are dualizable, so is Shv(Y1 ×
B
Y2).

The fact that Y1 ×
B
Y2 is universally tame follows from Corollary 3.4.9 using Proposition 3.5.4.

□

3.7. Description of unit and counit. In this section we let Y be an AG tame prestack. By The-
orem 3.6.2, we know that Shv(Y) is dualizable as an object of AGCat/B . Moreover, by Sect. 3.5.11,
it is self-dual.

In this subsection we will describe explicitly the unit and counit maps for this self-duality.

3.7.1. Note that since Y was assumed to have a schematic diagonal, we have a well-defined map

(∆Y/B)∗ : Shv(Y)→ Shv(Y×
B
Y).

First, we will prove:

Proposition 3.7.2. The unit of the self-duality on Shv(Y) is given by the map

(3.18) 1AGCat/B = Shv(B)
(pY/B)!

→ Shv(Y)
(∆Y/B)∗→ Shv(Y×

B
Y)

Corollary 3.4.10
≃ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y).

Proof. We will think of the left copy of Shv(Y) in the tensor product as Shv(Y)∨ via

Shv(Y)∨
Corollary 3.5.7

≃ Shv(Y)co
ΩY→ Shv(Y).

Since Shv(Y) is the limit of Shv(X) over X
f→ Y, using Sect. 3.5.1, we conclude that we need to

show that for every f : X → Y, the composition of (3.18) with

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)
id⊗f !

−→ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(X) ≃ Shv(Y)∨ ⊗ Shv(X)

identifies with

1AGCat/B = Shv(B)
(pX/B)!

→ Shv(X)
(∆X/B)∗→ Shv(X ×

B
X) ≃

≃ Shv(X)⊗ Shv(X) ≃ Shv(X)∨ ⊗ Shv(X)
(f !)∨⊗Id−→ Shv(Y)∨ ⊗ Shv(X),

functorially in (X, f).

Using the commutative diagram

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(X)
⊠−−−−→ Shv(Y×

B
X)

Id⊗f !

x x(id×f)!

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)
⊠−−−−→ Shv(Y×

B
Y),
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and base change, we obtain that composition of (3.18) with id⊗f ! is the map

1AGCat/B = Shv(B)
(pX/B)!

→ Shv(X)
(∆X/B)∗→ Shv(X ×

B
X) ≃

≃ Shv(X)⊗ Shv(X)
f∗⊗Id−→ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(X).

Hence, it remains to show that the functor

Shv(X) ≃ Shv(X)∨
(f !)∨→ Shv(Y)∨

identifies with

Shv(X)
f∗→ Shv(Y) ≃ Shv(Y)∨.

However, this follows by combining (3.14) and Sect. 3.5.8.
□

3.7.3. For a (not necessarily) schematic map f : Y1 → Y2 between tame prestacks, we introduce
the functor

f▲ : Shv(Y1)→ Shv(Y2)

to be the composition

Shv(Y1)
ΩY1≃ Shv(Y1)co

fco,*−→ Shv(Y2)co
ΩY2≃ Shv(Y2).

Note that if f is schematic, it follows from (3.8) that we have

f▲ ≃ f∗.

For future use, we note:

Lemma 3.7.4. Let
Y′
1

g1−−−−→ Y1

f ′
y yf

Y′
2

g2−−−−→ Y2

be a Cartesian diagram of tame prestacks, where the horizontal maps are schematic. Then there
exists a canonical isomorphism

g!2 ◦ f▲ ≃ f ′
▲ ◦ g!1.

Proof. Follows from (3.9).
□

Corollary 3.7.5. Suppose that Y1,Y2,Y1×Y2,Y2×Y2 are tame. Then the functor f▲ satisfies the
projection formula:

f▲(F1)
!
⊗ F2 ≃ f▲(F1

!
⊗ f !(F2)).

Proof. We apply Lemma 3.7.4 to

Y1

Graphf−−−−−→ Y1 × Y2

f

y yf×id

Y2

∆Y2−−−−→ Y2 × Y2.
□
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3.7.6. Similarly, for a map f : Y1 → Y2 between universally tame prestacks we define the mor-
phism

f▲ : Shv(Y1)→ Shv(Y2)

to be the composition

Shv(Y1)
ΩY1≃ Shv(Y1)co

fco,*−→ Shv(Y2)co
ΩY2≃ Shv(Y2).

The values of the latter map are given by (f × id)▲ for

f × id : Y1 ×
B
X → Y2 ×

B
X.

3.7.7. Unwinding, from Proposition 3.7.2 and Sect. 3.5.8 we obtain:

Corollary 3.7.8. For a map f : Y1 → Y2 between AG tame prestacks, with respect to the self-
dualities Shv(Yi) ≃ Shv(Yi)

∨, we have

(f !)∨ ≃ f▲.

3.7.9. As a formal consequence of Corollary 3.7.8 we obtain:

Corollary 3.7.10. The counit of the self-duality of Shv(Y) is given by

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)
⊠→ Shv(Y×

B
Y)

(∆Y/B)!

−→ Shv(Y)
(pY/B)▲−→ Shv(B) = 1AGCat/B .

4. Duality in DGCat and AGCat

In this section we study how monoidal dualilty in DGCat interacts with Verdier duality on
schemes and algebraic stacks.

4.1. Ambidexterity.

4.1.1. Recall the general setup in Section 1.1: we have a closed symmetric monoidal category O
and a right-lax symmetric monoidal functor

F : O→ V.

Suppose now that F satisfies the following additional hypotheses:

(1) F is strictly unital; i.e. the natural map

1V → F (1O)

is an isomorphism.

(2) Every object o ∈ O is dualizable.

(3) For every o ∈ O, the pairing

F (o)⊗ F (o∨)→ F (o⊗ o∨)→ F (1O) ≃ 1V

is the counit of a duality pairing, where o∨ is the dual of o and the right map is the image
under F of the duality pairing of o and o∨.
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4.1.2. Recall that we have the adjunction (1.6)

i : V
//
V : eoo

of V-module categories.

By Section 1.2.8, condition (1) implies that the functor i is fully faithful. Thus, the unit natural
transformation

(4.1) IdV → e ◦ i
is an isomorphism.

By Proposition 1.2.5, V is a closed symmetric monoidal category. We have:

(4.2) e(HomV(v1, v2)) ≃ HomV,V(v1, v2) ∈ V.

4.1.3. Assuming conditions (1) and (2), condition (3) is equivalent to the following two conditions:

(3’) For every o ∈ O, the object F (o) ∈ V is dualizable, and

(3”) The map

HomV,V(F (o), 1V)→ HomV,V(i ◦ e(F (o)), 1V) ≃ HomV,V(i(F (o)), 1V) ≃ HomV(F (o),1V),

given by restriction along the counit map i ◦ e(F (o))→ F (o), is an isomorphism.

4.1.4. We claim:

Proposition 4.1.5. The adjunction (i, e) is ambidexterous, with the counit of the (e, i)-adjunction
given by the inverse of (4.1).

Proof. We need to show that for every v ∈ V and every v ∈ V, the natural map

(4.3) HomV,V(v, i(v))→ HomV(e(v), e ◦ i(v))
∼→ HomV(e(v), v)

is an isomorphism.

Since both sides take weighted colimits in the v-variable to weighted limits, by (B.5), it suffices
to show that (4.3) is an isomorphism for v = F (o) for o ∈ O.

By definition, i(v) ≃ 1V ⊗ v. Hence, we have a commutative diagram

HomV,V(F (o), 1V)⊗ v //

��

HomV,V(F (o), i(v))

��
HomV,V(i ◦ e(F (o)), 1V)⊗ v // HomV,V(i ◦ e(F (o)), i(v))

∼ // HomV(e(F (o)), v),

where the composite map

HomV,V(F (o), i(v))→ HomV,V(i ◦ e(F (o)), i(v)) ≃ HomV(e(F (o)), v)

is the map (4.3) for v = F (o). Thus, we need to check that the right vertical map in this diagram
is an isomorphism.

In the above diagram, the left vertical map is an isomorphism by condition (3”) above; the top
horizontal map is an isomorphism since F (o) is dualizable; and the bottom horizontal map is an
isomorphism because i ◦ e(F (o)) ≃ i(F (o)) is dualizable by condition (3’) above. Hence, the right
vertical map is an isomorphism, as desired.
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□

Remark 4.1.6. In the specific situation of AGCat, we will show in Section 4.5.6 that more is true.
Namely, in this case the counit map

i ◦ e→ Id

admits a right adjoint (which makes sense since AGCat is naturally a 2-category). In this situation
(i.e., when e ◦ i = Id), this right adjoint is automatically the unit of an (e, i)-adjunction, which is
automatically the same as the (e, i)-adjunction described above.

4.2. Duality of the values. We keep the assumptions of Section 4.1.1. In this subsection, we
will show that the functor

e : V→ V

maps dualizable objects to dualizable objects, and we will describe the duality data explicitly.

4.2.1. We are going to prove:

Proposition 4.2.2. Suppose that v ∈ V is a dualizable object. Then e(v) is also dualizable, and
the paring

(4.4) e(v)⊗ e(v∨)→ e(v ⊗ v∨)→ e(1V) ≃ 1V

is the counit of a duality.

Proof. First, we will show that e(v) is dualizable. We need to show that for any v ∈ V, the natural
map

HomV(e(v), 1V)⊗ v → HomV(e(v), v)

is an isomorphism. We have a commutative diagram

(4.5) HomV,V(v, 1V)⊗ v //

��

HomV,V(v, i(v))

��
HomV(e(v), 1V)⊗ v // HomV(e(v), v)

The vertical maps is (4.5) are isomorphisms by Section 4.1.5. Since v is dualizable, the map

HomV(v, 1V)⊗ v → HomV(v, i(v))

is an isomorphism. Applying the functor e and using (4.2), we obtain that the top horizontal map
in (4.5) is an isomorphism. Hence the bottom horizontal map is also an isomorphism, as desired.
Thus, the object e(v) is dualizable.

It remains to show that (4.4) is the counit of a duality. We need to show that the map

(4.6) e(v∨)→ HomV(e(v), 1V)

induced by (4.4) is an isomorphism. Unraveling the definition, the map (4.6) is the composite

e(v∨) ≃ e(HomV(v, 1V)) ≃ HomV,V(v, 1V)→ HomV(e(v), 1V),

which is an isomorphism by Section 4.1.5.
□
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4.2.3. As a consequence of Section 4.2.2, we obtain that all values of a dualizable object are
dualizable:

Corollary 4.2.4. Let v ∈ V be a dualizable object and o ∈ O. Then v(o) ∈ V is dualizable with
dual v∨(o∨) and the counit given by

v(o)⊗ v∨(o∨)→ (v ⊗ v∨)(o⊗ o∨)→ (v ⊗ v∨)(1O)→ 1V(1O) ≃ 1V.

Proof. We have

v(o) ≃ HomV,V(F (o), v) ≃ e(HomV(F (o), v)) ≃ e(F (o∨)⊗ v).

Now, F (o∨)⊗v ∈ V is a dualizable object (since it’s a tensor product of two dualizable objects).
Applying Section 4.2.2 to this object, we obtain the desired result. □

4.3. Recollections on Verdier duality on schemes.

4.3.1. Let X be a scheme. In this case, by definition, we have

Shv(X) = Ind(Shv(X)constr)

is the ind-category of constructible ℓ-adic sheaves. Now, Verdier duality gives an equivalence

(4.7) DX : (Shv(X)constr)op ≃ (Shv(X)constr).

4.3.2. Recall that if C is a compactly generated DG category, then it is dualizable and the dual
is given by

(4.8) C∨ ≃ Ind((Cc)op),

where Cc ⊂ C is the full subcategory consisting of compact objects.

Moreover, suppose that
F : C1 → C2

is a functor between compactly generated categories that preserves compact objects; i.e. F =
Ind(F c) for a DG functor

F c : Cc
1 → Cc

2.

Then the dual F∨ of F identifies with

C∨
2 ≃ Ind((Cc

2)
op)

Ind((F c)op)R−→ Ind((Cc
1)

op) ≃ C∨
1 ,

i.e., the right adjoint of the ind-extension of (F c)op : Cop
1 → Cop

2 .

4.3.3. Applying this to the category Shv(X), we see that the Verdier duality functor gives rise to
an identification

(4.9) Shv(X)∨ ≃ Shv(X).

4.3.4. Recall also that for F1,F2 ∈ Shv(X)constr, we have

H omShv(X)(F1,F2) ≃ C·(X,DX(F1)
!
⊗ F2).

This implies that the pairing

Shv(X)⊗ Shv(X)→ Vect

corresponding to (4.9) is given by

Shv(X)⊗ Shv(X)
⊠→ Shv(X ×X)

∆!
X→ Shv(X)

(pX)∗→ Shv(pt) ≃ Vect .



APPLICATIONS OF (HIGHER) CATEGORICAL TRACE I 41

4.3.5. The above formula for the pairing implies that for a map of schemes f : X1 → X2, we have
an identification of functors on the subcategories of compact objects

f ! ◦ DX2
≃ DX1

◦ f∗

and therefore with respect to the self-duality (4.9), we have

(4.10) (f !)∨ ≃ (f∗)R ≃ f∗.

4.3.6. Let Y be a prestack, and recall the category Shv(Y)co. Since the transition functors in the
colimit preserve compactness, the category Shv(Y)co is compactly generated, and hence dualizable.

From (4.10) it follows that we have a canonical identification

(4.11) (Shv(Y)co)
∨ ≃ Shv(Y).

Under this identification, for a map of prestacks f : Y1 → Y2, we have

(4.12) f ! ≃ (fco,∗)
∨,

and if f is schematic

(4.13) f∗ ≃ (f !
co)

∨.

Remark 4.3.7. Note that formulas (4.10), (4.12) and (4.13) look similar to those in Sects. 3.5.2
and 3.5.8. However, for now, these are “apples and oranges”: the former talk about duality in
DGCat and the latter about duality in AGCat. The two will be related in the next subsection, see
Corollary 4.4.3.

4.4. Duality in AGCat. We now specialize the discussion in Sects. 4.1 and 4.2 to

Shv : Corr(Sch)→ DGCat,

i.e., to the setting of Sect. 2 with B = pt.

The latter assumption is needed in order for Vect → Shv(B) to be an equivalence. As was
mentioned already, in this case we write AGCat instead of AGCat/B .

4.4.1. We claim that conditions (1)-(3) in Sect. 4.1.1 are satisfied. Indeed, condition (1) is sat-
isfied since B = pt. Condition (2) is satisfied because every object in Corr(Sch) is self-dual (see
Sect. 2.1.2). Condition (3) is satisfied by Sect. 4.3.4.

Thus, the contents of Sects. 4.1-4.2 are applicable.

4.4.2. Applying Section 4.2.4 to AGCat, we obtain:

Corollary 4.4.3. Let C ∈ AGCat be a dualizable object. Then for any scheme X,

C(X) ∈ DGCat

is dualizable, with dual C∨(X) and counit pairing

C(X)⊗C∨(X)→ (C⊗C∨)(X×X)
∆!

X→ (C⊗C∨)(X)
(pX)∗→ (C⊗C∨)(pt)→ 1AGCat(pt) ≃ Vect .

In particular, C(pt) is dualizable with counit given by

C(pt)⊗C∨(pt)→ (C⊗C∨)(pt)→ 1AGCat(pt) ≃ Vect .
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4.4.4. Let Y be an AG tame prestack. From Corollaries 4.4.3 and 3.7.10, we obtain:

Corollary 4.4.5. The category Shv(Y) is self-dual with the counit given by

(4.14) Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)
⊠→ Shv(Y× Y)

∆!
Y→ Shv(Y)

(pY)▲→ Vect .

4.4.6. Unwinding, we obtain that the self-duality

Shv(Y)∨ ≃ Shv(Y)

given by Corollary 4.4.5 equals

(4.15) Shv(Y)∨
Ω∨

Y≃ (Shv(Y)co)
∨ (4.11)
≃ Shv(Y).

We will denote the resulting equivalence

(4.16) (Shv(Y)c)op ≃ Shv(Y)c

by DY, see (4.8).

Note that by construction, when Y = X is a scheme, this is the same functor as (4.7).

Remark 4.4.7. Note that the identification (4.15) and the equivalence (4.16) take place for any
tame prestack (it does not need to be AG or universally tame).

For future reference, we note that if Y1, Y2 and Y1 × Y2 are tame, and Fi ∈ Shv(Yi)
c, we have

a canonical identification

(4.17) DY1
(F1)⊠ DY2

(F2) ≃ DY1×Y2
(F1 ⊠ F2).

4.5. Ambidexterity in AGCat.

4.5.1. Recall the adjunction

(4.18) i : DGCat
//
AGCat : eoo

of (2.8).

The counit is a natural transformation

(4.19) i ◦ e→ IdAGCat

of DGCat-module functors AGCat→ AGCat.

4.5.2. We wll prove:

Proposition 4.5.3. The counit natural transformation (4.19) admits a right adjoint in the 2-
category FunctDGCat(AGCat,AGCat).

Let us explain what Proposition 4.5.3 says in concrete terms:

First, for any C ∈ AGCat and X ∈ Sch, the functor

Shv(X)⊗C(pt)→ C(X)

admits a right adjoint.
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Second (see Proposition 2.7.2), for every F ∈ Shv(X ′ ×X ′′), the diagram

Shv(X ′)⊗C(pt) −−−−→ C(X ′)

F⊗Id

y yC(F)

Shv(X ′′)⊗C(pt) −−−−→ C(X ′′)

satisfies the right Beck-Chevalley condition.

And third (see Proposition 2.7.4), for a map α : C1 → C2 and X ∈ Sch, the diagram

Shv(X)⊗C1(pt) −−−−→ C1(X)

Id⊗α(pt)

y yα(X)

Shv(X)⊗C2(pt) −−−−→ C2(X)

satisfies the right Beck-Chevalley condition.

4.5.4. Proof of Proposition 4.5.3. The assignment

C 7→ (i(C(pt))→ C)

can be viewed as a DGCat-module functor

(4.20) AGCat→ Funct([1],AGCat).

The assertion of the proposition is equivalent to the assertion that the functor (4.20) factors
through Funct(Adj,AGCat).

By Proposition A.5.6, we have

(4.21) FunctDGCat(AGCat,Funct([1],AGCat)) ≃

≃ FunctDGCat(enh(Corr(Sch),DGCat),Funct([1],AGCat)),

and we need to show that the object corresponding to (4.20) in the right-hand side of (4.21) lies
in the 1-full subcategory

(4.22) FunctDGCat(enh(Corr(Sch),DGCat),Funct(Adj,AGCat)) ⊂

⊂ FunctDGCat(enh(Corr(Sch),DGCat),Funct([1],AGCat)).

By Section 2.7.4 and Section A.5.9, we need to show the following:

(1) For every scheme Z and another scheme X, the functor

(4.23) Shv(X)⊗ Shv(Z)
⊠→ Shv(X × Z)

admits a right adjoint.

(2) For F ∈ Shv(X ′ ×X ′′), the diagram

Shv(X ′)⊗ Shv(Z) −−−−→ Shv(X ′ × Z)

[F]⊗Id

y y[F]

Shv(X ′′)⊗ Shv(Z) −−−−→ Shv(X ′′ × Z)
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satisfies the right Beck-Chevalley condition, where the notation [−] is as in Sect. 2.4.3.

(3) For G ∈ Shv(Z1 × Z2), the diagram

Shv(X)⊗ Shv(Z1) −−−−→ Shv(X × Z1)

Id⊗[G]

y y[G]

Shv(X)⊗ Shv(Z2) −−−−→ Shv(X × Z2)

satisfies the right Beck-Chevalley condition.

Note, however, that conditions (2) and (3) amount to the same, up to swapping X and Z.

Condition (1) follows from the fact that the functor (4.23) maps compact objects to compact
objects.

To prove condition (2), we can assume that F is compact (i.e., constructible). In this case, the
functor [F] admits a left adjoint, which is explicitly given by

F′′ 7→ (p′)!(DX′×X′′(F)⊗ (p′′)∗(F′′)),

where p′, p′′ are the projections from X ′ ×X ′′ to X ′ and X ′′, respectively.

Now condition (2) follows from the fact that the rotated diagram

Shv(X ′)⊗ Shv(Z)
[F]⊗Id−−−−→ Shv(X ′′)⊗ Shv(Z)y y

Shv(X ′ × Z)
F−−−−→ Shv(X ′′ × Z)

satisfies the left Beck-Chevalley condition.
□[Proposition 4.5.3]

4.5.5. Recall from Section 4.1.5 that the adjunction (4.18) is canonically ambidexterous. A con-
sequence of Section 4.5.3 is a more precise description of the resulting (e, i)-adjunction:

Corollary 4.5.6. The unit of the (e, i)-adjunction

IdAGCat → i ◦ e

is canonically isomorphic to the right adjoint of the counit of the adjunction (4.18).

Proof. Both the unit and the counit of (4.18) admit right adjoints: the unit because it’s an iso-
morphism and the counit by Section 4.5.3. Passing to right adjoints gives an adjunction in the
other direction.

By construction, the counit of this new (e, i)-adjunction equals the counit from Section 4.1.5:
both are given by the inverse of Id→ e ◦ i.

□

4.6. The notion of Verdier compatible algebraic stack. In this subsection we let Y be an
algebraic stack with a schematic diagonal.
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4.6.1. Note that we have an inclusion:

Shv(Y)c ⊂ Shv(Y)constr.

I.e., compact objects are constructible (but, in general, not vice versa). Recall from [AGKRRV1,
Sect. F.2.6] that Y is called Verdier-compatible if the subcategory Shv(Y)c is preserved by Verdier
duality functor8

DVerdier
Y : (Shv(Y)constr)op ≃ Shv(Y)constr.

By [AGKRRV1, Theorem F.2.8], all quasi-compact stacks of finite type that are locally quotient
stacks are Verdier-compatible. According to [AGKRRV1, Conjecture F.2.7], all quasi-compact
algebraic stack with a schematic diagonal are Verdier-compatible.

4.6.2. By (4.8), we obtain that for a Verdier-compatible algebraic stack there is a canonical
equivalence

(4.24) Shv(Y)∨ ≃ Shv(Y)

4.6.3. Since Y has a schematic diagonal, we have a well-defined functor

(4.25) ΩY : Shv(Y)co → Shv(Y),

see (3.7). We claim:

Proposition 4.6.4. Let Y be an algebraic stack. Y is Verdier-compatible if and only if it is tame.

Proof. The transition functors in the colimit

Shv(Y)co = colim
S∈Schaff

/Y

Shv(S)

preserve compact objects. In particular, the compact objects in the colimit are generated by
objects of the form

insf (F) ∈ colim
S∈Schaff

/Y

Shv(S),

for a map f : S → Y, F ∈ Shv(S)constr, and where

insf : Shv(S)→ colim
S∈Schaff

/Y

Shv(S)

is the tautological functor.

By definition, Y is Verdier-compatible if the Verdier dual of every compact object of Shv(Y) is
compact. The compact objects in Shv(Y) are generated by objects of the form f!(F) for a map
f : S → Y and F ∈ Shv(S)constr. The Verdier dual of f!(F) is given by

f∗(DS(F)) ≃ ΩY

(
insf (DY(F))

)
.

In particular, if (3.7) is an equivalence, the objects f∗(D(F)) are compact and hence Y is Verdier-
compatible.

8We are insert the superscript Verdier in the notation in order to avoid conflating it with the functor DY in

(4.16). See Remark 4.6.5 for the relation between the two functors.
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Now, suppose that Y is Verdier-compatible. In order to show that (3.7) is an equivalence,
it suffices to show that its dual functor is an equivalence. However, it is easy to see that the
composition

Shv(Y)
(4.24)
≃ Shv(Y)∨

Ω∨
Y→ Shv(Y)∨co

(4.11)
≃ Shv(Y)

is the identity functor.
□

Remark 4.6.5. Note that in the process of proof of Proposition 4.6.4, we have shown that for a
Verider-compatible algebaric stack, the equivalence (4.24) equals

(4.26) Shv(Y)∨
(4.11)
≃ Shv(Y)co

ΩY→ Shv(Y).

In particular, the equivalence

(Shv(Y)c)op ≃ Shv(Y)c.

induced by DVerdier
Y equals DY from (4.16).

Remark 4.6.6. Let f : Y1 → Y2 be a map between Verdier-compatible algebraic stacks. Recall the
functor

f▲ : Shv(Y1)→ Shv(Y2),

see Sect. 3.7.3.

It is not difficult to show that f▲ is the ind-extension of the functor

Shv(Y1)
c → Shv(Y2)

c,

obtained by restriction from the usual f∗, defined to be the (a priori, non-colimit preserving) right
adjoint of the functor f∗, see Remark 3.1.2.

Thus, f▲ has the same meaning as in [GaVa, Sect. 1.2] and [AGKRRV2, Sect. A.2.3].

Remark 4.6.7. We note also that for a map f : Y1 → Y2 between Verdier-compatible algebraic
stacks, we have a natural transformation

(4.27) f▲ → f∗.

Namely, (4.27) is obtained by adjunction from the natural transformation

(4.28) f∗ ◦ f▲ → Id,

which in its turn described as follows:

For any (X, g) ∈ Sch/Y1
, the precomposition of (4.28) with g∗ is the natural transformation

f∗ ◦ f▲ ◦ g∗
g is schematic

≃ f∗ ◦ f▲ ◦ g▲ ≃ f∗ ◦ (f ◦ g)▲
f◦g is schematic

≃ f∗ ◦ (f ◦ g)∗
unit→

→ g∗ ◦ g∗ ◦ f∗ ◦ (f ◦ g)∗ ≃ g∗ ◦ (f ◦ g)∗ ◦ (f ◦ g)∗
counit→ g∗.
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4.6.8. We give the following definitions:

• Y is universally Verdier-compatible if Y×
B
X is Verdier-compatible for every scheme X;

• Y is AG Verdier-compatible if both Y and Y×
B
Y are universally Verdier-compatible.

From Proposition 4.6.4 we obtain:

Corollary 4.6.9.

(a) Y is universally Verdier-compatible if and only if it is universally tame.

(b) Y is AG Verdier-compatible if and only if it is AG tame.

From Section 3.6.11, we obtain:

Corollary 4.6.10. If Y1 and Y2 are AG Verdier compatible, then so is Y1 ×
B
Y2.

Remark 4.6.11. Let Y be AG Verdier-compatible. It follows from Remark 4.6.5 and Corollary 4.4.5
that the counit of the self-duality (4.24) is given by formula (4.14).

However, one can show that this formula for the counit is valid for any Verdier compatible
prestack, see [DrGa, Sect. 9].

5. Computing trace in AGCat

In this subsection we perform the trace calculation, deriving formula (0.7), and relate it to
Grothendieck’s sheaves-functions correspondence.

5.1. The Grothendieck sheaves-functions correspondence. In this subsection we let Y be a
Verdier-compatible algebraic stack over Fq, defined over Fq.

5.1.1. Let

FrobY : Y→ Y

denote the geometric Frobenius morphism. (We will simply write Frob if no confusion is likely to
occur.)

Suppose that F ∈ Shv(Y)c ⊂ Shv(Y)constr is an object equipped with a (weak) Weil structure,
i.e. a map

Frob∗(F)→ F,

or, equivalently, a map

α : F → Frob∗(F).

Given this data, the sheaves-functions correspondence associates to F a function

funct(F, α) ∈ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ)

on the set of Fq-points of Y.

Given a point

y ∈ Y(Fq),

the value of funct(F, α) at y is the trace of Frobenius acting on the *-stalk Fy.
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5.1.2. Let us rewrite the above construction in a more categorical language. First, we note:

Lemma 5.1.3. There is a canonical isomorphism

Frob∗ ≃ Frob▲;

in particular, the functor Frob∗ is a map in DGCat.

Proof. Recall that for a map between (Verdier-compatible) algebraic stacks we have a natural
transformation

(−)▲ → (−)∗,

see (4.27). We claim that this map is an isomorphism for the geometric Frobenius map.

Recall that the two functors coincide on compact objects, while (−)▲ preserves colimits. Hence,
the natural transformation between them is an isomorphism if and only if (−)∗ also preserves
colimits.

We claim that this is the case for the Frobenius map. In fact, we claim that Frob∗ is an
equivalence. Since Frob∗ is by definition the right adjoint of Frob∗, it suffices to show that the
latter is an equivalence.9

To prove this, it suffices to show that for any scheme X mapping to Y, pullback with respect to
the map

FrobY/X : X ×
Y,FrobY

Y→ X

induces an equivalence on Shv(−).

Note that the map FrobX : X → X factors as

X → X ×
Y,Frob

Y
FrobY/X→ X,

with the first arrow being radicial, and hence pullback with respect to it is an equivalence.

This implies that Frob∗Y/X is an equivalence by the 2-out-3 property, since Frob∗X is an equiva-
lence.

□

5.1.4. Thanks to Lemma 5.1.3, it makes sense to consider the object

Tr(Frob∗, Shv(Y)) ∈ Vect .

Furthermore, the pair (F, α) defines a class

cl(F, α) ∈ Tr(Frob∗, Shv(Y)),

see [GKRV, Sect. 3.4.3].

9Here is an alternative argument: we can write Shv(Y) as the limit of Shv(X) under *-pullbacks for schemes X

mapping to Y. Since for each Frob∗X is an equivalence, so is Frob∗Y.
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5.1.5. We claim that there is a natural map, called “naive local term”

(5.1) LTnaive : Tr(Frob∗, Shv(Y))→ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ)

that can be described as follows:

For every y ∈ Y(Fq), let

iy : pt→ Y

denote the inclusion of y. Consider the functor

i∗y : Shv(Y)→ Shv(pt) = Vect .

If y ∈ Y(Fq), we have

(iy)
∗ ◦ Frob∗ ≃ (iy)

∗.

Hence, by the functoriality of the categorical trace (see [GKRV, Sect. 3.4.1]), we obtain a map

Tr(Frob, i∗y) : Tr(Frob∗, Shv(Y))→ Tr(Id,Vect) ≃ Qℓ.

The map LTnaive is defined so that the composition

Tr(Frob∗, Shv(Y))→ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ)
evy→ Qℓ

is the above map Tr(Frob, i∗y).

Note, however, that the local term map (5.1) is typically not an isomorphism.

5.1.6. Unwinding, we obtain that

(5.2) funct(F, α) = LTnaive(cl(F, α)).

5.1.7. In this section we will show that the Grothendieck sheaves-functions correspondence and
the local term map have natural interpretations via AGCat.

Specifically, we will show that

(5.3) Tr(Frob∗, Shv(Y)) ≃ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ),

where the trace in the left-hand side is taking place in the symmetric monoidal 2-category AGCat
and so is an object of

MapsAGCat(1AGCat, 1AGCat) ≃ Vect .

The isomorphism (5.3), which we will denote by LTAG, “corrects” the failure of LTnaive to be

an isomorphism. That said, the map LTnaive also has a natural interpretation via AGCat, see
Theorem 5.5.5.

5.2. Traces in AGCat. In this subsection, we let Y be an AG tame prestack.

5.2.1. Let F be an object of Shv(Y× Y). We can think of F as a map

1AGCat → Shv(Y× Y)
Corollary 3.5.10

≃ HomAGCat(Shv(Y), Shv(Y)),

i.e., an object in MapsAGCat(Shv(Y), Shv(Y)), which we will denote by [F].

Since Shv(Y) is dualizable, it makes sense to consider

(5.4) Tr([F], Shv(Y)) ∈ MapsAGCat(1AGCat, 1AGCat) ≃ Vect .
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5.2.2. We claim:

Proposition 5.2.3. The object (5.4) identifies canonically with

C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F)).

In the above formula and elsewhere,

C·
▲(Y,−) := (pY)▲.

Proof of Proposition 5.2.3. By definition, Tr([F], Shv(Y)) is the composition

1AGCat
unit→ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)

id⊗[F]
−→ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)

counit→ 1AGCat.

Using Corollary 3.4.10, we identify

(5.5) Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y) ≃ Shv(Y× Y),

and by definition, under this identification, the composition

1AGCat
unit→ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)

id⊗[F]
−→ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y) ≃ Shv(Y× Y),

viewed as an object of

Maps(1AGCat, Shv(Y× Y)) ≃ Shv(Y× Y)(pt) ≃ Shv(Y× Y),

equals F.

Thus, it suffices to show that the map

Shv(Y× Y)
(5.5)
≃ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)

counit→ 1AGCat,

evaluated on pt equals the map

Shv(Y× Y)
∆!

Y→ Shv(Y)
C·

▲(Y,−)−→ Vect .

However, this is implied by Corollary 3.7.10.
□

5.2.4. We will denote the isomorphism established in the above proposition by

LTAG : Tr([F], Shv(Y)) ≃ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F)).

5.2.5. We now consider a particular case of the above situation:

Let

(5.6) Y Z
cloo cr // Y

be a correspondence, where both Z and

Fix(Z) := Z ×
Y×Y

Y

are also AG tame.

Consider the object
(cl, cr)▲(ωZ) ∈ Shv(X× X).

defines a morphism. Denote by
[Z] := [(cl, cr)▲(ωZ)]

the corresponding object in MapsAGCat(Shv(Y), Shv(Y)).
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5.2.6. As a special case of Proposition 5.2.3, and using Lemma 3.7.4, we obtain:

Corollary 5.2.7. The object

Tr([Z], Shv(Y)) ∈ MapsAGCat(1AGCat, 1AGCat) ≃ Vect

identifies canonically with
C·

▲(Fix(C), ωFix(C)).

5.3. Functoriality properties.

5.3.1. Let Yi, i = 1, 2 be AG tame prestacks and Fi ∈ Shv(Yi × Yi).

Let now H be an object in Shv(Y1 × Y2). Consider the corresponding map

[H] : Shv(Y1)→ Shv(Y2).

Let us be given a map
α : F1 ⋆H→ H ⋆ F2

in Shv(Y1 × Y2), where (−) ⋆ (−) denote the usual convolution operation:

F1,2 ∈ Shv(Y1 × Y2), F2,3 ∈ Shv(Y2 × Y3) 7→

F1,2 ⋆ F2,3 := (p1 × p3)▲(id×∆Y2
× id)!(F1,2 ⊠ F2,3).

5.3.2. Assume now that the 1-morphism [H] admits a right adjoint in AGCat. I.e., there exists

HR ∈ Shv(Y2 × Y1), equipped with the maps

∆∗(ωY1
)

u−→ H ⋆HR and HR ⋆H
co-u−→ ∆∗(ωY2

),

satisfying the usual adjunction axioms.

In this case, by [GKRV, Sect. 3.3.4], the map α induces a map

(5.7) Tr([F1], Shv(Y1))→ Tr([F2], Shv(Y2)).

5.3.3. On the other hand, we claim that the morphisms α, u and co-u define a map

(5.8) C·
▲(Y1,∆

!
Y1
(F1))→ C·

▲(Y2,∆
!
Y2
(F2)).

Namely, (5.8) is the composition the following three morphisms:

(1) The map

C·
▲(Y1,∆

!
Y1
(F1))→ C·

▲(Y1 × Y1 × Y2,
′∆!(F1 ⊠H ⊠HR)),

induced by u, where ′∆ is the morphism

Y1 × Y1 × Y2 → Y1 × Y1 × Y1 × Y2 × Y2 × Y1, (y′1, y
′′
1 , y2) 7→ (y′1, y

′′
1 , y

′′
1 , y2, y2, y

′
1);

(2) The map

C·
▲(Y1 × Y1 × Y2,

′∆!(F1 ⊠H ⊠HR))→ C·
▲(Y1 × Y2 × Y2,

′′∆!(H ⊠ F2 ⊠HR)),

induced by α, where ′′∆ is the morphism

Y1 × Y2 × Y2 → Y1 × Y2 × Y2 × Y2 × Y2 × Y1, (y1, y
′
2, y

′′
2 ) 7→ (y1, y

′
2, y

′
2, y

′′
2 , y

′′
2 , y1);

(3) The map

C·
▲(Y1 × Y2 × Y2,

′′∆!(H ⊠ F2 ⊠HR))→ C·
▲(Y2,∆

!
Y2
(F2)),

induced by co-u.
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5.3.4. Unwinding, we obtain:

Lemma 5.3.5. The following diagram commutes:

Tr([F1], Shv(Y1))
(5.7)−−−−→ Tr([F2], Shv(Y2))

Proposition 5.2.3

y∼ ∼
yProposition 5.2.3

C·
▲(Y1,∆

!
Y1
(F1))

(5.8)−−−−→ C·
▲(Y2,∆

!
Y2
(F2)).

5.3.6. Here is a particular case of how Lemma 5.3.5 can be applied:

Let h : Y1 → Y2 be a proper schematic map. Note that by Proposition 2.7.2, the corresponding
1-morphism

h∗ : Shv(Y1)→ Shv(Y2)

admits a right adjoint, given by h!.

Let us be given a map
α : (id×f)∗(F1)→ (f × id)!(F2).

Note that we have a canonical map

(5.9) C·
▲(Y1,∆

!
Y1
(F1))→ C·

▲(Y1,∆
!
Y2
(F2))

defined as follows:

C·
▲(Y1,∆

!
Y1
(F1))→ C·

▲(Y1,∆
!
Y1
◦ (id×f)! ◦ (id×f)∗(F1)) =

= C·
▲(Y1,Graph!f ◦(id×f)∗(F1))

α→ C·
▲(Y1,Graph!f ◦(f × id)!(F2)) ≃

≃ C·
▲(Y1, f

! ◦∆!
Y2
(F2)) ≃ C·

▲(Y2, f∗ ◦ f ! ◦∆!
Y2
(F2))→ C·

▲(Y2,∆
!
Y2
(F2)).

We obtain:

Corollary 5.3.7. Under the identification of Proposition 5.2.3, the morphism

Tr([F1], Shv(Y1))→ Tr([F2], Shv(Y2))

induced by f∗ and α corresponds to the map (5.9).

5.3.8. We now consider another case of Lemma 5.3.5. Namely, given F ∈ Shv(Y × Y), we will
explain a geometric procedure that produces elements in

Tr([F], Shv(Y)) ≃ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F)).

5.3.9. Let G ∈ Shv(Y) be a compact object. We claim that the resulting 1-morphism

[G] : 1AGCat → Shv(Y)

admits a right adjoint, given by [DY(G)], where DY is an in (4.16).

Indeed, this follows from Proposition 2.7.2, using the fact that for

X ∈ Sch, G′ ∈ Shv(Y×X) and GX ∈ Shv(X),

we have

H omShv(Y×X)(G⊠ GX ,G′) ≃ H omShv(X)

(
GX , (p2)▲(p

!
1(DY(G))

!
⊗ G′)

)
,
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where p1 and p2 are the two projections from Y×X to Y and X, respectively.

Indeed, we can assume that GX is compact, and both sides in the above formula identify with

C·
▲

(
Y×X, (DY(G)⊠ DX(GX))

!
⊗ G′

)
(4.17)
≃ C·

▲

(
Y×X,DY×X(G⊠ GX)

!
⊗ G′

)
.

5.3.10. Let us now be given a map

α : G→ [F](G) ≃ G ⋆ F.

By Sect. 5.3.2, to this data, we associate a map

Qℓ → Tr([F], Shv(Y)),

i.e., an element of Tr([F], Shv(Y)), which we will denote by

cl([G], α) ∈ Tr([F], Shv(Y)).

5.3.11. Let us compute this element in terms of the identification of Proposition 5.2.3. From
Lemma 5.3.5, we obtain that this element is the image of the canonical element

u ∈ C·
▲(Y,G

!
⊗ DY(G))

(the unit of the adjunction) under the map

C·
▲(Y,G

!
⊗ DY(G)) ≃ C·

▲(Y,∆
!
Y(G⊠ DY(G)))→ C·

▲(Y,∆
!
Y(F)),

induced by a map

G⊠ DY(G)→ F,

obtained in the following three steps:

(1) We start with the counit of the adjunction, i.e., a map

co-u : G⊠ DY(G)→ ∆∗(ωY);

(2) We apply to it [F] along the first factor and thus obtain a map

[F](G)⊠ DY(G)→ F;

(3) We precompose the latter map with

G⊠ DY(G)
α⊠id−→ [F](G)⊠ DY(G).

5.4. Comparing traces in AGCat and DGCat. In this subsection we continue to assume that
Y be an AG tame prestack, and we let F be an object in Shv(Y× Y).

5.4.1. We now consider the induced action of [F] on e(Shv(Y)) ≃ Shv(Y); denote the corresponding

endofunctor [F]. Explicitly, it is given by

[F](F1) := F1 7→ (p2)▲(p
!
1(F1)

!
⊗ F).

We will now recall, following [GaVa], the construction of a map

(5.10) LTtrue : Tr([F], Shv(Y))→ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F)).
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5.4.2. Consider the object

([F]⊗ Id)(unitY) ∈ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y),

where unitY ∈ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y) is the unit of the self-duality.

We claim:

Lemma 5.4.3. There is a canonical isomorphism

([F]⊗ Id)(unitY) ≃ (⊠R)(F),

where ⊠R is the right adjoint to

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)
⊠→ Shv(Y× Y).

Proof. The assertion of the lemma can be reformulated as follows: for F ∈ Shv(Y× Y), the object

[F] ∈ Funct(Shv(Y), Shv(Y)) ≃ Shv(Y)∨ ⊗ Shv(Y) ≃ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y)

is given by ⊠R(F).

In fact, this is true for F ∈ Shv(Y1 × Y2) and [F] ∈ Funct(Shv(Y1), Shv(Y2)). This is [GaVa,
Lemma 4.5 and footnote 4], which we reproduce here for completeness.

It suffices to show that for F1 ∈ Shv(Y1)
c and F2 ∈ Shv(Y2)

c,

(5.11) H omShv(Y1)⊗Shv(Y2)(F1 ⊗ F2, [F]) ≃ H omShv(Y1×Y2)(F1 ⊠ F2,F).

Unwinding, we obtain that the left-hand side in (5.11) is

H omShv(Y1)(F1, [F](DY2
(F2))) ≃ H omShv(Y1)

(
F1, (p1)▲(F

!
⊗ p!2(DY2

(F2)))

)
≃

≃ C·
▲

(
Y1,DY1

(F1)
!
⊗ (p1)▲(F

!
⊗ p!2(DY2

(F2)))

)
≃ C·

▲

(
Y1 × Y2,F

!
⊗ (DY1

(F1)⊠ DY2
(F2))

)
≃

(4.17)
≃ C·

▲

(
Y1 × Y2,F

!
⊗ DY1×Y2(F1 ⊠ F2)

)
,

which identifies with the right-hand side of (5.11), as desired.
□

5.4.4. From Lemma 5.4.3 we obtain a canonical map

(5.12) ⊠(([F]⊗ Id)(unitY)) ≃ ⊠(⊠R(F))→ F

By definition,

Tr([F],Shv(Y)) = counitY(([F]⊗ Id)(unitY)).

By Remark 4.6.11, we obtain that

Tr([F],Shv(Y)) ≃ C·
▲

(
Y,∆!

Y (⊠(([F]⊗ Id)(unitY)))
)
.

Composing with (5.12) we obtain the desired map LTtrue in (5.10).
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5.4.5. Let C ∈ AGCat be a dualizable object; in particular, by Corollary 4.4.3, e(C) ∈ DGCat is
also dualizable. Since the functor

i : DGCat→ AGCat

is symmetric monoidal, we have a map of dualizable objects

i ◦ e(C)→ C.

By Section 4.5.3, this 1-morphism admits a right adjoint. Hence, by [GKRV, Sect. 3.4.3] for an
endomorphism α of C, we obtain a map

(5.13) Tr(i ◦ e(α), i ◦ e(C))→ Tr(α,C)

in the category MapsAGCat(1AGCat, 1AGCat).

5.4.6. In addition, since i is symmetric monoidal, we have

Tr(i ◦ e(α), i ◦ e(C)) ≃ i(Tr(e(α), e(C))),

where:

• Tr(e(α), e(C)) ∈ MapsDGCat(1DGCat, 1DGCat) ≃ Vect;

• The symbol i in the right-hand side indicates the functor

Vect ≃ MapsDGCat(1DGCat, 1DGCat)→ MapsAGCat(1AGCat, 1AGCat) ≃ Vect,

induced by i, which is (homotopic to) the identity.

5.4.7. Summarizing, we obtain a map

(5.14) Tr(e(α), e(C))→ Tr(α,C)

in Vect.

5.4.8. We apply the above discussion to C = Shv(Y) and α = [F], so that e(α) = [F]. Thus,

(5.14) yields a map

(5.15) Tr([F],Shv(Y))→ Tr([F], Shv(Y)).

5.4.9. Let G be a compact object of Shv(Y) equipped with a map

α : G→ [F](G).

By Sect. 5.3.10, to this data we assign an element

cl([G], α) ∈ Tr([F], Shv(Y)).

In addition, we can consider

cl([G], α) ∈ Tr(F, Shv(Y)).

From the functoriality of the natural transformation (5.14), we obtain:

Lemma 5.4.10. The image image of cl([G], α) under (5.15) equals cl([G], α).
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5.4.11. We are going to prove:

Theorem 5.4.12. The map

Tr([F],Shv(Y))
(5.15)→ Tr([F], Shv(Y))

LTAG

≃ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F))

equals the above map LTtrue.

Proof. We first consider the case when F belongs to the full subcategory

Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y) ⊂ Shv(Y× Y).

In this case, the assertion of the theorem is obtained by unraveling the definitions (and the
maps LTtrue and (5.15) are isomorphisms).

Next we note that for a morphism α : F′ → F′′ in Shv(Y×Y), we have the commutative diagrams

Tr([F′], Shv(Y))
LTtrue

−−−−→ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F

′))

α

y yα

Tr([F′′], Shv(Y))
LTtrue

−−−−→ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F

′′))

and

Tr([F′], Shv(Y))
(5.15)−−−−→ Tr([F′], Shv(Y))

LTAG

−−−−→ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F

′))

α

y α

y yα

Tr([F′′], Shv(Y))
(5.15)−−−−→ Tr([F′′], Shv(Y))

LTAG

−−−−→ C·
▲(Y,∆

!
Y(F

′′)).

Hence, if the assertion of the theorem holds for F′ and the map

Tr([F′], Shv(Y))
α→ Tr([F′′], Shv(Y))

is an isomorphism, then it also holds for F′′.

Finally, we note that for F′′ := F and F′ := ⊠(⊠R(F)), we have

F′ ∈ Shv(Y)⊗ Shv(Y) ⊂ Shv(Y× Y),

and by Lemma 5.4.3, the counit map

⊠(⊠R(F))→ F

induces an isomorphism
[⊠(⊠R(F))]→ [F]

(as endofunctors of Shv(Y)), and hence also an isomorphism of traces.
□

5.5. The Frobenius correspondence. In this subsection we let Y be an algebraic stack over Fq,
defined over Fq. We will assume that Y is AG Verdier compatible (and hence AG tame).

5.5.1. Note that since Y was assumed to be an algebraic stack, the stack YFrob is algebro-
geometrically discrete, i.e., it is isomorphic to the groupoid Y(Fq) with the trivial algebro-geometric
structure (see [GaVa, Lemma 6.4]).

In particular,
C▲(Y

Frob, ωYFrob) ≃ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ).
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5.5.2. Taking (5.6) to be

Y Y
idoo Frob // Y,

from Corollary 5.2.7, we obtain:

Corollary 5.5.3. Let Y be an AG Verdier-compatible algebraic stack defined over Fq. Then

Tr(Frob▲; Shv(Y)) ≃ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ).

5.5.4. Consider the composition

(5.16) Tr(Frob∗, Shv(Y))
Lemma 5.1.3≃ Tr(Frob▲, Shv(Y))

(5.15)−→

→ Tr(Frob▲, Shv(Y))
Corollary 5.5.3

≃ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ).

We claim:

Theorem 5.5.5. The map (5.16) equals the map LTnaive of (5.1).

Proof. By Theorem 5.4.12, the composition (5.16) equals LTtrue. Now, in the particular case of
the Frobenius correspondence,

LTtrue = LTnaive,

by one of the main results of [GaVa], see Theorem 0.8 in loc. cit.
□

5.5.6. Let now F be an object in Shv(Y). We can view F as a morphism

[F] : 1AGCat → Shv(Y)

in AGCat. Note that if F is compact, then [F] admits a right adjoint, see Sect. 5.3.9.

Moreover, let F be equipped with a weak Weil structure, i.e., a morphism

α : F → Frob∗(F) ≃ Frob▲(F).

Then by Sect. 5.3.10, to this data we attach an element

cl([F], α) ∈ Tr(Frob▲, Shv(Y)).

From Theorem 5.5.5, Lemma 5.4.10 and (5.2), we obtain:

Corollary 5.5.7. The image of cl([F], α) under

Tr(Frob▲, Shv(Y))
Corollary 5.5.3

≃ Funct(Y(Fq),Qℓ)

equals funct(F, α).

Appendix A. Recollections on enriched categories

This is a summary of the relevant parts of the theory of enriched ∞-categories developed in
[GeHa, He, Hi1, Hi2].

A.1. The basics.
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A.1.1. Recall that one of the (most convenient) frameworks for talking about ∞-categories is via
Segal spaces (see [GR1, Chapter 10, Sect. 1] for a review). In this approach, an ∞-category C is
encoded by a space Cgrpd of objects of C and a functor

Cgrpd × Cgrpd → Spc, (c1, c2) 7→ MapsC(c1, c2),

equipped with a multiplicative structure.

By contrast, when discussing enriched categories, it is often convenient to parameterize its
objects by another space.

A.1.2. Let A be a monoidal category and S a space. To this pair, one associates the notion of
S-flagged A-enriched category, see [GeHa, Sect. 2.4].

An S-flagged A-enriched category C consists of a functor

(A.1) S× S→ A, (s1, s2) 7→ HomA
S,C(s1, s2), s1, s2 ∈ S,

endowed with a multiplicative structure

HomA
S,C(s2, s3)⊗HomA

S,C(s1, s2)→ HomA
S,C(s1, s3),

equipped with a homotopy-coherent data of associativity.

A.1.3. Example. One can take S = {∗} and HomA({∗}, {∗}) to be any algebra object A ∈ A.

A.1.4. The totality of S-flagged A-enriched categories forms a category, denoted CatA(S). Fur-

thermore, we can form the “total space” CatA(Spc), equipped with a Cartesian fibration

(A.2) CatA(Spc)→ Spc.

A.1.5. Let F : A1 → A2 be a right-lax monoidal functor. Given (S1,C1) ∈ CatA1(Spc) and

(S2,C2) ∈ CatA2(Spc), there is a natural notion of functor

(S1,C1)→ (S2,C2)

compatible with F . The collections of such functors forms a functor

(A.3) (CatA1(Spc))op × CatA2(Spc)→ Spc.

Keeping (S1,C1) fixed and making (S2,C2) variable, the functor (A.3) is corepresentable by an
object, denoted

indA2

A1
(S1,C1) ∈ CatA2(Spc).

The assignment

(S1,C1) 7→ indA2

A1

is a functor

(A.4) indA2

A1
: CatA1(Spc)→ CatA2(Spc).

The object indA2

A1
(S1,C1) =: (S2,C2) can be described as follows: S2 = S1 =: S and for s′, s′′ ∈ S,

HomA2

S,C2
(s′, s′′) := F (HomA1

S,C1
(s′, s′′)).

The composition rule is induced by one on C1 using the right-lax monoidal structure on F .
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A.1.6. Take A = Spc equipped with the Cartesian monoidal structure. We have a fully faithful
functor

t : Cat→ CatSpc(Spc)

that sends a category C to the space S := Cgrpd and

HomSpc
S,C(c1, c2) := MapsC(c1, c2).

The functor t admits a left adjoint, to be denoted tL. Thus, we can view Cat as a localization
of tL.

Remark A.1.7. One can give an explicit description of the arrows in CatSpc(Spc) that get sent to
isomorphisms by tL:

Note that to an object (S,C) one can naturally attach the set π0(S,C): the quotient of π0(S) by
the equivalence relation generated by π0(C).

A morphism (S1,C1)→ (S2,C2) becomes an isomorphism under tL if and only if:

• It is Cartesian with respect to CatSpc(Spc)→ Spc;

• The induced map π0(S1,C1)→ π0(S2,C2) is a surjection.

A.1.8. Consider the (right-lax) monoidal functor

A→ Spc, a 7→ MapsA(1A, a).

Applying the corresponding functor indSpc
A , we obtain a functor

CatA(Spc)→ CatSpc(Spc),

which we denote by oblvA -Enr (or simply oblvEnr if the choice of A is clear).

A.1.9. A morphism in CatA(Spc) is called an enriched equivalence if:

• It is Cartesian with respect to (A.2);

• Its image under

CatA(Spc)
oblvA -Enr−→ CatSpc(Spc)

tL→ Cat

is an isomorphism.

We define CatA to be the localization of CatA(Spc) obtained by inverting enriched equivalences.

Note that by definition

CatSpc ≃ Cat .

A.1.10. Let us be in the setting of Sect. A.1.5. One shows that the functor (A.4) induces a functor
on the corresponding localizations:

(A.5) CatA1 → CatA2 ,

which we denote by the same character indA2

A1
.



60 DENNIS GAITSGORY, NICK ROZENBLYUM, AND YAKOV VARSHAVSKY

A.1.11. The underlying category. In particular, applying this to the situation in Sect. A.1.8, we
obtain a functor

CatA → CatSpc ≃ Cat,

which we denote by oblvA -Enr (or simply oblvEnr if the choice of A is clear).

For C ∈ CatA, we will refer to oblvA -Enr(C) as the underlying category.

A.1.12. Let C be an object of CatA(S). Unwinding, we obtain that there is a naturally defined
map

(A.6) S→ (oblvEnr(C))
grpd.

Note, however, that this map is not necessarily an equivalence. For example, in the example of
Sect. A.1.3,

(oblvEnr(C))
grpd = B(MapsA(1A, A)×),

where:

• MapsA(1A, A) is viewed as a monoid in Spc;

• (−)× denotes the group of invertible points in a given monoid;

• B(−) denotes the classifying space of a given group.

Note also that the functor indA2

A1
changes the underlying groupoid of the underlying category,

which is one of the reasons to consider flaggings.

A.1.13. That said, there is a canonical fully faithful embedding

(A.7) CatA → CatA(Spc),

whose essential image consists of those pairs (S,C) for which the map (A.6) is an isomorphism.

In other words, the functor (A.7) sends C ∈ CatA to its canonical flagging by (oblvEnr(C))
grpd.

Thus, in particular, we have a well-defined functor

HomA
C : Cgrpd × Cgrpd → A, (c1, c2) 7→ HomA

C (c1, c2) ∈ A.

A.1.14. The above procedure defines CatA as an (∞, 1)-category, in particular, for C1,C2 ∈ CatA

we obtain the space

MapsCatA(C1,C2)

of A-enriched functors C1 → C2.

Now, there is also a naturally defined notion of natural transformation between A-enriched
functors, which upgrades MapsCatA(C1,C2) to an (∞, 1)-category

FunctA(C1,C2), MapsCatA(C1,C2) ≃
(
FunctA(C1,C2)

)grpd

.

Furthermore, the assignment

C1,C2 7→ FunctA(C1,C2)

extends to a structure of (∞, 2)-category on CatA, in the sense of [GR1, Chapter 10, Sect. 2].

In addition, for F : A1 → A2, the functor indA2

A1
extends to a functor of (∞, 2)-categories

CatA1 → CatA2 .
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A.2. A set-theoretic digression. In this subsection, we explain the approach adopted in this
paper for dealing with set-theoretic issues.

A.2.1. Given a cardinal µ, we shall say that a category is of size < µ if in Joyal’s model of
quasi-categories, it can be represented by a simplicial set of cardinality < µ, see [Lu1, Sect. 5.4.1].

We let Cat<µ the category of categories of size < µ.

A.2.2. We fix a sequence of inaccessible cardinals

λ0 < λ1 < λ2.

In particular, for i = 0, 1, categories generated under λi-small colimits by subcategories of size
< λi are of size < λi+1.

A.2.3. By the definition of inaccessibility, we have:

• The category Sch of schemes of finite type over the ground field k is of size < λ0;

• For X ∈ Sch, the category Shv(X)constr (of constructible ℓ-adic sheaves on X) is of size
< λ0.

We will refer to categories of size < λ0 (resp., < λ1, < λ2) as small (resp., large, huge).

Note that the category Catsmall of small categories is itself large, while the category Catlarge of
large categories is huge.

A.2.4. Recall, following [Lu1, Sect. 5.5] (see also [Lu2, Sect. 5.3.2]), that given a regular cardinal
κ < λ0, a category is said to be κ-presentable if it contains small colimits, and is generated under
small κ-filtered colimits by a small subcategory of κ-compact objects.

Note that a κ-presentable category is automatically (not more than) large.

A.2.5. We let Catpresκ denote the category, whose objets are κ-presentable categories, and whose
morphisms are functors that commute with all colimits and preserve κ-compact objects.

Note that Catpresκ itself is κ-presentable; in particular, it is (not more than) large.

We will regard Catpresκ as a symmetric monoidal category with respect to the Lurie tensor
product.

A.2.6. Note that for κ < κ′, the inclusion

Catpresκ → Catpresκ′

is symmetric monoidal and preserves all small colimits and limits of size < κ.

A.2.7. We let Catpres denote the category, whose objects are κ-presentable categories for some
κ < λ0, and whose morphisms are functors that preserve λ0-small colimits.

We have

Catpres ≃ colim
κ<λ0

Catpresκ ,

where the colimit is taken in Catlarge.

We will regard Catpres as a symmetric monoidal category with respect to the Lurie tensor
product.
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A.2.8. Repeating the contents of Sects. A.2.4-A.2.7, we obtain:

• The notion of κ-presentable DG category;

• The category DGCatκ of κ-presentable DG categories, equipped with a symmetric monoidal
structure;

• The large category

DGCat ≃ colim
κ<λ0

DGCatκ,

where the colimit is taken in Catlarge.

A.2.9. The category DGCat is the natural category of DG categories with which one works.

A.3. Module categories–a recap.

A.3.1. For S ∈ Spc and C ∈ Catpres, set

S⊗C := colim
S

C.

For a point s ∈ S, we have a natural insertion functor

inss : C→ S⊗C,

which admits a colimit-preserving right adjoint, to be denoted evs.

The functors evs assemble to a colimit-preserving functor

(A.8) S⊗C→ lim
Sop

C ≃ lim
S

C ≃ Funct(S,C).

The following is a particular case of [GR1, Chapter 1, Proposition 2.5.7]:

Lemma A.3.2. The functor (A.8) is an equivalence.

Corollary A.3.3. For an object Φ ∈ S⊗C, we have a canonical isomorphism

Φ ≃ colim
s∈S

inss ◦ evs(Φ).

A.3.4. Let A be an algebra object in Catpres (see Sect. A.2.7). We let A-mod denote the category
of A-modules in Catpres.

Given M,N ∈ A-mod, we denote by

FunctA(M,N)

the category of A-linear functors.

A.3.5. Applying Sect. A.3.1 to C = A, we obtain the object

S⊗A ∈ A-mod,

and an isomorphism

(A.9) S⊗A ≃ Funct(S,A)

in A-mod.
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A.3.6. For s ∈ S denote δs ∈ S⊗A ≃ Funct(S,A) the object

inss(1A).

From Corollary A.3.3, we obtain a canonical isomorphism

(A.10) Φ ≃ colim
s∈S

Φ(s)⊗ δs, Φ ∈ Funct(S,A),

where (−)⊗ (−) stands for the action of A on Funct(S,A).

A.3.7. Recall that given an object M ∈ A-mod, its dual (if it exists) is an object M∨ ∈ Arev-mod
such that

FunctA(M,N) ≃M∨ ⊗
A
N, N ∈ A-mod.

In this case we shall say that M is dualizable10.

We claim that the object S ⊗ A ∈ A-mod is dualizable with dual S ⊗ Arev. Indeed, for any
N ∈ A-mod we have

FunctA(S⊗A,N) = FunctA(colim
S

A,N) ≃ lim
S

FunctA(A,N) ≃

≃ lim
S

N
Lemma A.3.2≃ colim

S
N ≃ colim

S
(A⊗

A
N) ≃ (colim

S
A)⊗

A
N = (S⊗Arev)⊗

A
N,

as required.

In particular, we obtain that for S1, S2 we have a canonical equivalence of categories.

(A.11) FunctA(S1 ⊗A, S2 ⊗A) ≃ FunctArev(S2 ⊗Arev, S1 ⊗Arev).

Remark A.3.8. Note, however, that when S1 = S2 = S, both sides of (A.11) have natural monoidal
structures, while (A.11) reverses them.

A.4. Enriched vs tensored.

A.4.1. In this subsection we let A be as in Sect. A.3.4. We will distinguish two classes of A-
enriched categories.

We will keep the notation CatA for the category of A-enriched categories that can be flagged
by a small space. We will denote by CatAlarge the category of A-enriched categories that can be
flagged by a large space.

We have the obvious inclusion

CatA ⊂ CatAlarge .

10Here and elsewhere, for an algebra A in a symmetric monoidal category, Arev denotes the algebra obtained by

reversing the multiplication.
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A.4.2. Since A was assumed presentable, for M ∈ A-mod and a pair of objects m1,m2 ∈M, we
have a well-defined internal-relative to A Hom

HomM,A(m1,m2) ∈ A, MapsA(v,HomM,A(m1,m2)) := MapsM(v ⊗m1,m2).

This allows us to view M as enriched over A:

HomA
M(m1,m2) := HomM,A(m1,m2),

see [GeHa, Corollary 7.4.9].

This way we obtain a functor

(A.12) Mod-to-Enr : A-mod→ CatAlarge .

A.4.3. In particular, for C ∈ CatAlarge and M ∈ A-mod, it makes sense to talk about the category

FunctA(C,M) := FunctA(C,Mod-to-Enr(M))

of A-functors.

By definition, the datum of an object Φ ∈ FunctA(C,M) consist of a functor

Φ : oblvA -Enr(C)→M,

equipped with a compatible family of morphisms

HomA
C (c1, c2)⊗ Φ(c1)→ Φ(c2),

where (−)⊗ (−) refers to the action of A on M.

Remark A.4.4. In Sect. A.8 we will explain a different point of view on FunctA(C,M), developed
in [Hi1, Hi2].

A.5. Enriched presheaves.

A.5.1. We now claim that the functor Mod-to-Enr admits a (partially defined) left adjoint, defined

on CatA ⊂ CatAlarge, to be denoted

(A.13) C 7→ PA(C).

Explicitly,

PA(C) = FunctA
rev

(Cop,Arev),

where:

• Arev denotes the monoidal category obtained from A by reversing the monoidal operation;

• Cop is regarded as enriched over Arev;

• FunctA
rev

(Cop,Arev) is regarded as an A-module category, via the A-action on Arev “on
the right” (which commutes with the natural left action of Arev on itself).

Remark A.5.2. The assumption that C ∈ CatA is needed in order to make PA(C) a large (as
opposed to huge) category.
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A.5.3. Concretely, an object of PA(C) is a functor

Φ : Cop → A,

equipped with a compatible data of maps

Φ(c2)⊗HomA
C (c1, c2)→ Φ(c1), c1, c2 ∈ C.

A.5.4. The unit of the (PA(−),Mod-to-Enr)-adjunction is the A-functor

(A.14) C→ FunctA
rev

(Cop,Arev),

that sends
c 7→ HomA

C (−, c).
We will refer to (A.14) as the A-enriched Yoneda functor, and denote it by

YonAC ∈ FunctA(C,PA(C)).

A.5.5. In Sect. A.8 we will give a slightly different description of the category PA(C), from which
we will deduce (see Sect. A.8.8):

Proposition A.5.6. For C ∈ CatA and M ∈ A-mod, precomposition with YonAC gives rise to an
equivalence

FunctA(P
A(C),M)→ FunctA(C,M).

Note that the assertion of Proposition A.5.6 is equivalent to the statement that YonAC indeed

makes PA(−) a left adjoint of Mod-to-Enr on CatA.

A.5.7. Let A→ A′ be a monoidal functor. From Proposition A.5.6 we obtain a canonical identi-
fication:

PA′
(indA′

A (C)) ≃ A′ ⊗
A
PA(C).

A.5.8. Recall that a functor Φ : M → N between ∞-categories is said to be 1-full if for every
m1,m2 ∈ C, the map

(A.15) MapsM(m1,m2)→ MapsN(Φ(m1),Φ(m2))

is fully faithful (i.e., is an embedding of a union of connected components).

From Proposition A.5.6 we deduce the following fact, which we will use later on:

Proposition A.5.9. Let C be a A-enriched category, and let M → N be a 1-full functor of A-
module categories. Then:

(a) The induced functor

FunctA(C,M)→ FunctA(C,N)

is 1-full and the essential image consists of objects Φ ∈ FunctA(C,N) such that:

(i) Φ(x) ∈M for all x ∈ C;

(ii) For every c1, c2 ∈ C, the morphism

HomA
C (c1, c2)⊗ Φ(c1)→ Φ(c2)

given by (A.15) lies in M.

(b) A map Φ′ → Φ′′ between two such functors lies in FunctA(C,M) iff Φ′(c) → Φ′′(c) lies in M

for all c ∈ C.
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A.6. The enriched Yoneda lemma. Given C ∈ CatA, we continue to study the A-functor

YonAC : C→ PA(C).

A.6.1. Note that for any c, c′ ∈ C, we have a tautoloigical identification

(A.16) HomA
C (c

′, c) ≃ YonAC (c)(c
′),

where:

• YonAC (c) ∈ PA(C) is viewed as an A-functor Cop → A;

• YonAC (c)(c
′) denotes the value of the above functor on c′.

In particular, we obtain a canonical map

(A.17) 1A → YonAC (c)(c),

A.6.2. Note also that for any c ∈ C, evaluation on c gives rise to an A-linear functor

PA(C) := FunctA
rev

(Cop,Arev)→ A,

to be denoted evc.

As with the usual Yoneda embedding, the functor YonAC has the following property:

Lemma A.6.3. For c ∈ C and Φ ∈ PA(C) := FunctA
rev

(Cop,Arev), the map

HomPA(C),A(Yon
A
C (c),Φ)

evc−→ HomA(Yon
A
C (c)(c),Φ(c))

(A.17)−→ Φ(c)

is an isomorphism.

The proof is the same as for the usual Yoneda lemma: one constructs explicitly the inverse map.

A.6.4. As a particular case of Lemma A.6.3, we obtain:

Corollary A.6.5. For c, c′ ∈ C, the map

HomPA(C),A(Yon
A
C (c),Yon

A
C (c

′))
evc−→

→ HomA(Yon
A
C (c)(c),Yon

A
C (c

′)(c))
(A.17)−→ YonAC (c

′)(c) ≃ HomA
C (c, c

′)

is an isomorphism.

A.7. More on the (PA(−),Mod-to-Enr)-adjunction. This subsection is optional in that its
contents are not used elsewhere in the paper.

A.7.1. Fix a regular cardinal κ < λ0, set

A-modκ := A-mod ×
Catpres

Catpresκ .

We define the functor
Mod-to-Enrκ : A-modκ → CatA

by sending M ∈ A-modκ to the (automatically small) category of κ-compact objects Mc
κ ⊂ M,

equipped with the A-enrichment inherited from that on Mod-to-Enr(M).

A.7.2. Note that the functor PA(−) sends CatA to A-modκ for any κ such that A ∈ Catpresκ .

We claim that we have an adjunction

PA(−) : CatA ⇄ A-modκ : Mod-to-Enrκ .
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A.7.3. The unit of the adjunction is given by the enriched Yoneda functor

(A.18) C→ PA(C),

whose image is easily seen to lie in the subcategory of κ-compact objects.

Let us describe the counit of the adjunction, which is by definition a map

PA(Mod-to-Enr(M)κ)→M.

A.7.4. For a given M, we start with the enriched Yoneda functor

YonAMc
κ
: Mc

κ → PA(Mod-to-Enr(M)κ),

and we let
′YonAM : M→ PA(Mod-to-Enr(M)κ)

be its extension to a colimit-preserving functor.

In Sect. A.9.6 we will show that the functor ′ YonAM admits a left adjoint:

(′YonAM)L : PA(Mod-to-Enr(M)κ)→M.

The functor ′YonAM is naturally right-lax compatible with the action of A. Hence, the functor

(′YonAM)L acquires a structure of left-lax compatibility with the action of A. However, in Sect.

A.9.6, we will see that this left-lax compatibility is actually strict, i.e., (′YonAM)L is a morphism in
A-modκ.

A.7.5. We claim the above natural transformations indeed provide a unit and counit of the ad-
junction. Moreover, for C ∈ CatA and M ∈ A-modκ, the resulting isomorphism

FunctA(C,Mod-to-Enr(M)κ) ≃ FunctA-modκ
(PA(C),M)

fits into the commutative diagram

(A.19)

FunctA-modκ
(PA(C),M)

∼−−−−→ FunctA(C,Mod-to-Enr(M)κ)y y
FunctA(P

A(C),M)
Proposition A.5.6−−−−−−−−−−−→

∼
FunctA(C,Mod-to-Enr(M)).

A.7.6. First, we claim that the composition

FunctA-modκ
(PA(C),M)

(−)◦(A.18)−→ FunctA(C,Mod-to-Enr(M)κ) ↪→

→ FunctA(C,Mod-to-Enr(M))

equals

FunctA-modκ
(PA(C),M) ↪→ FunctA(P

A(C),M)
Proposition A.5.6−→ FunctA(C,Mod-to-Enr(M)).

To check this, it is sufficient to consider the universal case, i.e., when we take M := PA(C), and
we start with the identity functor. However, in this case, the assertion becomes tautological.
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A.7.7. It remains to show that for C ∈ CatA and an A-functor C → Mc
κ, i.e., an A-enriched

functor Φ : C→ Mod-to-Enr(M)κ, the composition

PA(C)
PA(Φ)→ PA(Mod-to-Enr(M)κ)

(′YonA
M)L→ M

corresponds under the isomorphism of Proposition A.5.6 to the initial functor Φ, followed by the
embedding Mc

κ ↪→M.

I.e., we have to show that the composite

C
YonA

C→ PA(C)
PA(Φ)→ PA(Mod-to-Enr(M)κ)

(′YonA
M)L→ M,

viewed as an A-functor, is isomorphic to Φ, followed by the embedding Mc
κ ↪→M.

By the functoriality of YonA−, the above composition identifies with

C
Φ→ Mod-to-Enr(M)κ

YonA
Mc

κ→ PA(Mod-to-Enr(M)κ)
(′YonA

M)L→ M.

Thus, it suffices to show that the composition

Mc
κ = Mod-to-Enr(M)κ

YonA
Mc

κ→ PA(Mod-to-Enr(M)κ)
(′YonA

M)L→ M,

viewed as an A-functor, is isomorphic to the embedding Mc
κ ↪→M.

However, this follows from the fully faithfulness of YonAM, see Corollary A.6.5.

A.8. Enriched categories via quivers. In this subsection we will outline an approach to en-
riched categories developed in [Hi1, Hi2]. It gives a complementary point of view on many notions
discussed earlier in this section.

A comparison between the two approaches can be found in [He].

A.8.1. Let A be an associative algebra in Catpres. Let S be an object of Spc. Consider the object

S⊗A ∈ A-mod

and the monoidal category

QuivS(A) := FunctA(S⊗A, S⊗A)rev.

By Sect. A.3.7, we can identify QuivS(A) as a plain category with

Funct(S× S,A).

In terms of this description, the monoidal structure on QuivS(A) corresponds to the convolution
monoidal structure on QuivS(A), i.e., the monoidal operation is pull-push along

(S× S)× (S× S)← S× S× S→ S× S,

where “push” means left Kan extension.

We will regard S ⊗ A as a right module over QuivS(A). This (right) action of QuivS(A) on
S⊗A commutes with the natural (left) action of A on S⊗A.
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A.8.2. Note that there is a canonical isomorphism

(QuivS(A))rev
τ≃ QuivS(A

rev),

namely

FunctA(S⊗A, S⊗A)rev ≃ FunctArev((S⊗A)∨, (S⊗A)∨)
(A.11)
≃
≃ FunctArev(S⊗Arev, S⊗Arev).

In terms of the identifications

QuivS(A) ≃ (Funct(S× S,A))rev and QuivS(A
rev) ≃ Funct(S× S,Arev)rev,

it corresponds to the swap of the factors in S× S, followed by the identity functor

Funct(S× S,A) ≃ Funct(S× S,Arev).

For an algebra object R ∈ QuivS(A), we let τ(Rrev) denote the corresponding algebra object in
QuivS(A

rev).

A.8.3. Let C be an S-flagged category enriched over A.

To this data we associate an algebra object

RC ∈ QuivS(A)

by letting the value of the corresponding functor S× S→ A on (s1, s2) ∈ S× S be

HomA
S,C(s1, s2) ∈ A.

A.8.4. Note that for the opposite category

Cop ∈ CatA
rev

,

we have

RCop ≃ τ(Rrev
C ) ∈ Alg(QuivS(A

rev)).

A.8.5. Let M be an A-module category. Unwinding the definitions, we obtain that the category
FunctA(C,M) identifies with

(A.20) RC -mod(FunctA(S⊗A,M)),

where we consider FunctA(S⊗A,M) as acted on the left by QuivS(A) via its right action on the
source.

A.8.6. We obtain that

PA(C) = τ(Rrev
C ) -mod(FunctArev(S⊗Arev,Arev)).

By (A.11), we identify

FunctArev(S⊗Arev,Arev) ≃ S⊗A.

Under this identification, the left action of QuivS(A
rev) on FunctArev(S⊗Arev,Arev) corresponds

to the right action of QuivS(A) on S⊗A via τ .

In particular, we obtain an identification

(A.21) PA(C) ≃ Rrev
C -mod(S⊗A).
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A.8.7. Unwinding, we obtain that in terms of the identification (A.21), the Yoneda functor

YonAC : C→ PA(C)

corresponds to the tautological object in

RC -mod(Funct(S⊗A, Rrev
C -mod(S⊗A)),

whose underlying object of Funct(S⊗A, Rrev
C -mod(S⊗A) is the induction functor

indRrev
C

: S⊗A→ Rrev
C -mod(S⊗A).

A.8.8. The latter observation makes the assertion of Proposition A.5.6 manifest: for any M ∈
A-mod, the map

FunctA(R
rev
C -mod(S⊗A),M)→ RC -mod(FunctA(S⊗A,M))

given by precomposition with indRrev
C

is an isomorphism: indeed, both sides are monadic over
FunctA(S⊗A,M), and the above functor induces an isomorphism of monads.

A.8.9. Note that the interpretation of FunctA(C,M) given by (A.20) implies that the canonical
functor

(A.22) FunctA(C,A)⊗
A
M→ FunctA(C,M)

is an equivalence.

Indeed, the above functor identifies with

RC -mod(FunctA(S⊗A,A))⊗
A
M→ RC -mod(FunctA(S⊗A,A)⊗

A
M)→

→ RC -mod(FunctA(S⊗A,M)),

and both above arrows are equivalences.

A.8.10. In the sequel, we will make use of the following fact.

Proposition A.8.11. The A-module category PA(C) is dualizable (as an A-module category) with
dual given by PArev

(Cop).

Proof. It suffices to establish an equivalence

FunctA(P
A(C),M) ≃ PArev

(Cop)⊗
A
M, M ∈ A-mod.

We have

FunctA(P
A(C),M) ≃ FunctA(C,M)

(A.22)
≃ FunctA(C,A)⊗

A
M ≃ PArev

(Cop)⊗
A
M,

as required.
□

A.9. Bousfield-Kan formula for enriched presheaves. In this subsection we continue to ex-
plore the point of view on enriched categories via quivers. We use it to derive information about
the category PA(C).
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A.9.1. Our point of departure is formula (A.21). Hence, we obtain a monadic adjunction of
A-module categories

(A.23) Funct(S,A) ≃ S⊗A⇄ Rrev
C -mod(S⊗A) ≃ PA(C).

The left adjoint in (A.23) is the A-linear extension of the enriched Yoneda embedding YonAC .
For the duration of this subsection, we denote it by i.

In terms of the identification

S⊗A ≃ Funct(S,A),

the right adjoint in (A.23) is given by restriction along YonAC . For the duration of this subsection,
we denote it by e.

A.9.2. From (A.10) we obtain that for Φ ∈ Funct(S,A),

(A.24) i(Φ) ≃ colim
s∈S

Φ(s)⊗YonAC (s).

A.9.3. Let now Ψ be an object PA(C). From (A.23), we obtain that Ψ can be canonically written
as a geometric realization of a simplicial object BK•(Ψ) where

(A.25) BKn(Ψ) = i((Rrev
C )⊗n ⊗ e(Ψ)).

Combining with (A.24), we obtain:

Corollary A.9.4. Every object Ψ ∈ PA(C) is canonically a colimit of objects of the form

a⊗YonAC (c) ∈ PA(C),

for a ∈ A and c ∈ C.

Remark A.9.5. The formula for BKn(−) can be made even more explicit. Namely, for any Φ ∈
Funct(S,A) ≃ S⊗A we have

(Rrev
C )⊗n ⊗ Φ ≃ colim

(s0,...,sn)∈(S)n+1
HomA

C (s0, s1)⊗ ...⊗HomA
C (sn−1, sn)⊗ Φ(sn)⊗ δs0 .

Hence,

BKn(Ψ) ≃ colim
(s0,...,sn)∈(S)n+1

HomA
C (s0, s1)⊗ ...⊗HomA

C (sn−1, sn)⊗Ψ(sn)⊗YonAC (s0).

A.9.6. We now return to the left adjoint of the functor ′ YonAM from Sect. A.7.1. We will now

show that the left-lax compatibility structure (′ YonAM)L with the action of A is actually strict.

By Corollary A.9.4, in order to show both facts, it suffices to show that (′ YonAM)L is defined

and commutes with the action of A on objects of the form a⊗YonAM(m), a ∈ A, m ∈M.

However, Corollary A.6.5 implies that

(′ YonAM)L(a⊗YonAM(m)) ≃ a⊗m.

A.10. Compatibility with the symmetric monoidal structure(s). In this subsection we let
A be a symmetric monoidal category.
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A.10.1. When A is symmetric monoidal (which is the case of interest in the present paper), the
operation of Cartesian product of the underlying plain categories extends to a symmetric monoidal
structure on CatA:

For C′,C′′ ∈ CatA, c′1, c
′
2 ∈ C′ and c′′1 , c

′′
2 ∈ C′′, we have

HomA
C′×C′′((c′1, c

′′
1), (c

′
2, c

′′
2)) := HomA

C′(c′1, c
′
2)⊗HomA

C′′(c′′1 , c
′′
2).

Note, however, that this symmetric monoidal structure on CatA is not Cartesian.

Thus, we can talk about (symmetric) monoidal A-enriched categories.

A.10.2. let F : A1 → A2 be a symmetric monoidal functor. Note that the functor indA2

A1
is

(strictly) symmetric monoidal.

In particular, it sends (symmetric) monoidal A1-enriched categories to (symmetric) monoidal
A2-enriched categories.

Explicitly, if we lift C1 ∈ CatA1 to a (commutative) algebra object in (S1,C1) ∈ CatA1(Spc),

the corresponding (commutative) algebra object (S2,C2) := indA2

A1
(S1,C1) has the property that

S2 = S1 = S with the structure of (commutative) monoidal coming from the (commutative) algebra
structure on (S1,C1).

A.10.3. Assume now that A is presentable. Note that in this case the functor Mod-to-Enr has a
natural right-lax symmetric monoidal structure.

By adjunction, we obtain that the functor

C 7→ PA(C)

acquires a left-lax symmetric monoidal structure.

However, from (A.21), we obtain that the above left-lax symmetric monoidal structure is strict.

A.10.4. Concretely, this means that for C1,C2 there is a naturally defined A-bilinear functor

PA(C1)×PA(C2)→ PA(C1 × C2),

such that the induced morphism in A-mod:

PA(C1)⊗
A
PA(C2)→ PA(C1 × C2)

is an equivalence.

A.10.5. In particular, we obtain that if C is a symmetric monoidal A-enriched category, then
PA(C) acquires a natural symmetric monoidal structure as an object of A-mod.

The Yoneda functor, viewed as a natural transformation

Id→ Mod-to-Enr ◦PA(−)

between right-lax symmetric monoidal functors, itself has a natural symmetric monoidal structure.
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A.10.6. In particular, if C is a symmetric monoidal A-enriched category, the Yoneda functor

YonAC : C→ PA(C)

has a natural symmetric monoidal structure (as a functor between symmetric monoidal A-enriched
categories).

In particular, the plain functor underlying YonAC has a natural symmetric monoidal structure.

Appendix B. Weighted limits and colimits

In this section, we let

A, CatA, A-mod

be as in Sect. A.4.

B.1. Weighted limits. The usual notion of limits and colimits in not sufficient in the setting of
enriched categories. For this, we need the notion of weighted limits and colimits. We consider
several variants of these.

B.1.1. For C ∈ CatA let

W : C→ A

be an A-functor. Given M ∈ A-mod and an A-functor

Φ : C→M,

we define the weighted limit of F with weight W

lim
C

W Φ ∈M

as follows.

B.1.2. Using the functor W, we define the functor

W⊗ (−) : M→ FunctA(C,M)

informally given by

m 7→ (c 7→W(c)⊗m).

Formally, W⊗ (−) is defined as the composite

(B.1) M
W⊗id−→ FunctA(C,A)⊗

A
M

∼→ FunctA(C,M).

Now given Φ ∈ FunctA(C,M), the weighted limit lim
C

W is defined as the value of the right

adjoint to (B.1), which exists by the Adjoint Functor Theorem ([Lu1, Corollary 5.5.2.9]) (indeed,
(B.1) is a colimit-preserving functor between presentable categories).

B.1.3. Explicitly, for m ∈M

(B.2) MapsM(m, lim
C

W Φ) ≃ MapsFunctA(C,M)(W(−)⊗m,Φ).
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B.1.4. It is clear that the formation of weighted limits is functorial in F . Moreover, from (B.2),
we obtain that the formation of weighted colimits is contravariantly functorial in W. Moreover,
we have:

Lemma B.1.5. Let

WI : I → FunctA(C,A), i 7→Wi

be a (small) diagram of weights, and let W = colim
i∈I

Wi. Then for an A-functor Φ : C → M there

is a canonical isomorphism

lim
C

W Φ ≃ lim
i∈Iop

lim
C

Wi Φ.

B.1.6. Suppose that C = ∗ (i.e. it only has one object and the object of morphisms is 1A). In
this case, W is given by an object a ∈ A and Φ is given by an object m ∈ M. In this case, the
weighted limit

lim
C

W Φ ≃ ma

is the cotensor of m by a; i.e.

MapsM(m′,ma) ≃ Maps(a⊗m′,m).

In particular, if M = A and m = a′, we have

lim
C

W Φ ≃ HomA(a, a
′)

is the internal hom object.

B.1.7. As in Lemma B.1.5 we have

(B.3) (lim
C

W Φ)a ≃ lim
C

a⊗W Φ, a ∈ A,

where a⊗W is obtained from W be tensoring with a on the target.

B.1.8. Another key example of a weighted limit is when the weight is representable. Namely, let

W ∈ FunctA(C,A)

be of the form YonA
rev

Cop (c) for c ∈ C.

Proposition B.1.9. In the above situation,

lim
C

W Φ ≃ Φ(c)

for any Φ ∈ FunctA(C,M).

Proof. By Sect. A.9.1, we have an adjunction of A-module categories

(−)⊗YonA
rev

Cop (c) : A
//
FunctA(C,A) : ec,oo

where ec is the functor of evaluation at c ∈ C functor, i.e., ec(Φ) ≃ Φ(c). The desired result is
obtained by applying the functor (−)⊗

A
M to this adjunction and using (A.22). □
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B.1.10. Unenriched weighted limits. A useful class of examples of weighted limits is when the
indexing category C is of the form C = EnrA(I) for I ∈ Cat.

In this case, we have

FunctA(C,M) ≃ Funct(I,M)

for any A-module category M. We will sometimes refer to weighted limits with such indexing
category as unenriched weighted limits.

There are two important classes of unenriched weighted limits. When I = {pt}, this gives the
cotensor as in Sect. B.1.6.

Another example is when the weight W : I → A is the constant functor 1A. In this case, the
weighted limit of a functor Φ : I →M is the ordinary limit

lim
C

W Φ ≃ lim
I

Φ

in the category M.

B.2. Further properties of weighted limits.

B.2.1. An important aspect of weighted limits is that they are preserved by right adjoints.
Namely, suppose we have an A-module functor

F : M1 →M2.

Then for any A-enriched category C, weight W : C→ A, and an A-functor

Φ : C→M1,

from the definition, we have a natural map

(B.4) F (lim
C

W Φ)→ lim
C

W (F ◦ Φ)

Lemma B.2.2. Suppose that in the above situation, the functor F admits a left adjoint which is a
strict11 A-module functor. Then F preserves weighted limits; i.e. the map (B.4) is an isomorphism.

Proof. The existence of an A-module left adjoint FL gives rise to the following commutative
diagram

M2
FL

//

W⊗idM2

��

M1

W⊗idM1

��
FunctA(C,A)⊗

A
M2

id⊗FL

// FunctA(C,A)⊗
A
M1

of A-module categories. Evaluating the corresponding commutative diagram obtained by passing
to right adjoints on

Φ ∈ FunctA(C,A)⊗
A
M1 ≃ FunctA(C,M1)

gives the desired result. □

11Recall that a left adjoint of an A-module functor is automatically A left-lax and being strict is then a condition,

see [GR1, Chapter 1, Lemma 3.2.4]
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B.2.3. We have the following basic result decomposing weighted limits into simpler ones.

Proposition B.2.4. An A-module functor F : M→M′ preserves weighted limits if and only if it
preserves all limits and cotensors.

Proof. The “only if” direction is obvious as limits and cotensors are special cases of weighted limits.

Let C be an A-enriched category, and

W ∈ FunctA(C,A) ≃ PArev

(Cop)

be a weight. By Corollary A.9.4, W is the colimit of objects in PArev

(Cop) of the form

a⊗YonA
rev

Cop (c)

for a ∈ A and c ∈ C.

Hence, by Lemma B.1.5, it suffices to consider W of this form. Further, by (B.3), it suffices to

consider W of the form YonA
rev

Cop (c).

Now the assertion follows from Proposition B.1.9.
□

B.2.5. We can make the decomposition of weighted limits into ordinary limits and cotensors
explicit using Sect. A.9.3 and and Remark A.9.5:

Let

W ∈ FunctA(C,A) ≃ PArev

(Cop)

be a weight functor. By Sect. A.9.3, W is the geometric realization of the simplicial object
BK•(W),

BKn(W) ≃ i((τ(RC))
⊗n ⊗ e(W)) ≃

≃ colim
(s0,...,sn)∈Sn+1

HomA
C (s0, s1)⊗ ...⊗HomA

C (sn−1, sn)⊗W(s0)⊗YonA
rev

Cop (sn).

Hence,

lim
C

W Φ ≃ Tot(lim
C

BK•(W) Φ),

where

lim
C

BKn(W) Φ ≃ lim
(s0,...,sn)∈Sn+1

Φ(sn)
HomA

C (s0,s1)⊗...⊗HomA
C (sn−1,sn)⊗W(s0).

B.3. Weighted colimits. The notion of a weighted colimit is dual to that of a weighted limit.
However, because our notion of A-module categories is built on the symmetric monoidal category
of presentable categories, there is some asymmetry in the discussion that follows.
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B.3.1. Let C be A-enriched category and

Φ : C→M

be an A-enriched functor, and an Arev-functor W : Cop → Arev, a “weight.” We can think of W as
an object of PA(C).

By the universal property of the Yoneda embedding, the functor Φ induces a functor of A-module
categories

Φ̃ : PA(C)→M.

Following [Hi2, Sect. 6], we define

colim
C

W Φ := Φ̃(W).

B.3.2. Let us describe the above construction more explicitly. Namely, we claim:

Proposition B.3.3. We have a canonical isomorphism

MapsM(colim
C

W Φ,m) ≃ MapsFunctArev
(Cop,Arev)(W,HomM,A(Φ(−),m)).

Proof. The statement of the proposition is equivalent to the assertion that the functor right adjoint

to Φ̃ sends m ∈M to the object

HomM,A(Φ(−),m) ∈ FunctA
rev

(Cop,Arev) = PA(C).

By the (Yoneda) Lemma A.6.3, given F ∈ PA(C), the A-functor Cop → Arev corresponding to
it is given by

c 7→ HomPA(C),A(Yon
A
C (c), F ).

Hence, for F := (Φ̃)R(m), the corresponding A-functor Cop → Arev is

HomPA(C),A(Yon
A
C (c), (Φ̃)

R(m)),

which by adjunction identifies with

HomM,A(Φ̃(Yon
A
C (c)),m).

However, by construction

Φ̃(YonAC (−)) = Φ(−),
and the assertion follows.

□

B.3.4. By definition, weighted colimits commute with colimits in the weight. Namely, if we have
a diagram

WI : I → PA(C), i 7→Wi

of weights, for any functor Φ : C→M, we have a natural isomorphism

colim
i∈I

colim
C

Wi Φ ≃ colim
C

W Φ

where W = colim
i∈I

Wi.
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B.3.5. In the case that C = ∗ with W given by a ∈ A and Φ by m ∈M, we have:

colim
C

W Φ ≃ a⊗m.

Moreover, for a general C and W = YonAC (c), c ∈ C, we have

colim
C

W Φ ≃ Φ(c).

B.3.6. As in the case of weighted limits, we can describe weighted colimits explicitly in terms of
ordinary limits and tensors using Sect. A.9.3 as a geometric realization:

colim
C

W Φ ≃ |colim
C

BK•(W) Φ|,

where colim
C

BK•(W) Φ is the simplicial object in M with terms given by

colim
(c0,...,cn)∈Sn+1

HomA
C (c0, c1)⊗ ...⊗HomA

C (cn−1, cn)⊗W(cn)⊗ Φ(c0).

B.3.7. It follows immediately from the definition of weighted colimits that all A-module functors

M1 →M2

preserve weighted colimits.

B.4. Weighted colimits and enriched presheaves.

B.4.1. An key feature of weighted colimits is that every object in PA(C) is canonically a weighted
colimit. Namely, by definition, we have that for F ∈ PA(C),

(B.5) F ≃ colim
C

F YonAC ,

where YonAC : C→ PA(C) is the enriched Yoneda embedding.

B.4.2. We will say that an object m ∈M is totally A-compact if the functor

HomM,A(m,−) : M→ A

preserves all weighted colimits.

B.4.3. We have the following evident characterization of totally A-compact objects:

Lemma B.4.4. Let M be an A-module category and m ∈M. The following are equivalent:

(i) m is totally A-compact;

(ii) The functor (−)⊗m : A→M admits an A-module right adjoint12;

(iii) HomM,A(m,−) : M→ A is an A-module functor.

B.4.5. Note that the essential image of the enriched Yoneda functor

YonAC : C→ PA(C)

consists of totally A-compact objects.

Indeed, this follows from (i) ⇔ (iii) in Lemma B.4.4 and Lemma A.6.3.

12I.e., we need that the right adjoint as a plain functor preserves colimits, and that the natural stricture on it of

right-lax compatibility with the action of A be strict.
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B.4.6. The following assertion is useful:

Proposition B.4.7. Let C be an A-enriched category and let

Φ̃ : PA(C)→M

be an A-module functor such that:

(i) Φ̃ is fully faithful in the enriched sense13 on the essential image of the enriched Yoneda functor;

(ii) For every c ∈ C, the object Φ(c) ∈M is totally compact, where Φ := Φ̃ ◦YonAC .

Then Φ̃ is fully faithful.

Proof. Since PA(C) is generated under weighted colimits by the objects YonAC (c) for c ∈ C, and Φ̃
preserves weighted colimits, by Proposition B.3.3, it suffices to show that for c ∈ C and F ∈ PA(C),
the map

(B.6) HomPA(C),A(Yon
A
C (c), F )→ HomM,A(Φ̃ ◦Yon

A
C (c), Φ̃(F ))

is an isomorphism.

Now, by (B.5), we have

F ≃ colim
c′∈C

F YonAC (c
′).

Since both sides in (B.6) preserve weighted colimits in F , we are reduced to showing that

HomPA(C),A(Yon
A
C (c),Yon

A
C (c

′))→ HomM,A(Φ̃ ◦Yon
A
C (c), Φ̃ ◦Yon

A
C (c

′))

is an isomorphism, which follows from the assumption.
□

Corollary B.4.8. Let C1 → C2 be a functor of A-enriched categories that is fully faithful in the
enriched sense14. Then the corresponding functor

PA(C1)→ PA(C2)

is fully faithful.

Corollary B.4.9. Let C be an A-enriched category. An A-module functor

Φ̃ : PA(C)→M

is an equivalence if and only if

(i) Φ̃ is fully faithful in the enriched sense on essential image of the enriched Yoneda functor;

(ii) For every c ∈ C, the object Φ(c) ∈M is totally compact, where Φ := Φ̃ ◦YonAC ;
(iii) The image of C generates M under weighted colimits.

Appendix C. Adjunctions

C.1. Adjunctions in 2-categories.

13I.e., it induces an isomorphism on Hom−,A(−,−).
14I.e., it induces an isomorphism on HomA(−,−).
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C.1.1. Let S be a 2-category. Recall that a 1-morphism f : x→ y in S admits a right (resp. left)
adjoint if there exists another 1-morphism

fR : y → x (resp. fL : y → x)

and 2-morphisms
fL ◦ f → idx (resp. f ◦ fR → idy ), and

idy → f ◦ fL (resp. idx → fR ◦ f)
satisfying the standard relations.

C.1.2. Let Adj denote the universal adjunction, i.e., this is a 2-category such that the space of
functors

Adj→ S

for any 2-category S is the space of adjunctions in S, i.e. the subspace of 1-morphisms of S that
admit a right adjoint. There are natural functors

(C.1) ρ, λ : [1]→ Adj

selecting the right and left adjoint, repectively.

For a 2-category S, we will be interested in a description of the 2-category of functors

Funct(Adj,S).

C.1.3. Recall the following notion. Suppose that

(C.2) x
f //

p

��

y

q

��
z

g // w

is a commutative square in S. We say that (C.2) satisfies the right (resp. left) Beck-Chevalley
condition if the 1-morphisms f and g admit right (resp. left) adjoints and the corresponding
2-morphism

gL ◦ q → p ◦ fL (resp. p ◦ fR → gR ◦ q)
is an isomorphism.

C.1.4. We have the following basic fact (see e.g. [AMR, Lemma B.5.9] and [AGH, Theorem D]):

Proposition C.1.5. Let S be a 2-category and let

(C.3) Funct(Adj,S)→ Funct([1],S)

denote the restriction along the right (resp. left) adjoint (C.1). The functor (C.3) is 1-full:

(a) Its essential image consists of objects x→ y that admit a right (resp. left) adjoint.

(b) A 1-morphism

(C.4) x //

��

y

��
x′ // y′

between two such objects x→ y and x′ → y′ lies in the image iff the square (C.4) satisfies the right
(resp. left) Beck-Chevalley condition.
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C.2. Adjunctions in enriched presheaves.

C.2.1. Let A be a presentable monoidal category.

We will be interested in the case when A has the structure of 2-category (e.g. A = DGCatκ)
and the resulting 2-categorical aspects of A-module categories.

Namely, suppose that A is itself tensored over Catpresκ (for some regular cardinal κ), i.e., A is
a Catpresκ -algebra in categories Catpres. In particular, this endows every A-module category with
the structure of 2-category.15

Proposition C.2.2. Let C be an A-enriched category and let M be an A-module category. A
1-morphism f : Φ1 → Φ2 in FunctA(C,M) admits a right (resp. left) adjoint if and only if the
following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) For every c ∈ C, the 1-morphism

f(c) : Φ1(c)→ Φ2(c)

in M admits a right (resp. left) adjoint;

(ii) For all c′, c′′ ∈ C, the square

HomC,A(c
′, c′′)⊗ Φ1(c

′) //

��

HomC,A(c
′, c′′)⊗ Φ2(c

′′)

��
Φ1(c

′′) // Φ2(c
′′)

satisfies the right (resp. left) Beck-Chevalley condition.

Proof. We will prove the assertion for right adjoints (the case of left adjoints is identical). The
1-morphism f is given by a functor

[1]→ FunctA(C,M) ≃ FunctA(C,A)⊗
A
M.

By Section A.8.11, such a functor is given by a functor of A-module categories

(C.5) PA(C)→ Funct([1],M).

The 1-morphism f admits a right adjoint iff the functor (C.5) factors through the functor

(C.6) Funct(Adj,M)→ Funct([1],M),

which is 1-full by Section C.1.5.

By Proposition A.5.6, we have

FunctA(P
A(C),Funct([1],M)) ≃ FunctA(C,Funct([1],M)).

Now, the 1-morphism f admits a right adjoint if and only if the corresponding object in the category
FunctA(C,Funct([1],M)) lies in the subcategory FunctA(C,Funct(Adj,M)). By Section A.5.9 and
Section C.1.5, the functor

FunctA(C,Funct(Adj,M))→ FunctA(C,Funct([1],M))

is 1-full and the essential image is as claimed.
□

15Since Catpresκ is presentable, it follows that every Catpresκ -module category in Catpres has Catpresκ -valued homs.
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