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CARTIER DUALITY FOR GERBES OF VECTOR BUNDLES

JUAN ESTEBAN RODRIGUEZ CAMARGO

ABSTRACT. We prove a Cartier duality for gerbes of algebraic and analytic vector bundles as an anti-
equivalence of Hopf algebras in the category of kernels of analytic stacks. As an application, we prove
that the category of solid quasi-coherent sheaves on the Hodge-Tate stack of a smooth rigid variety over an
algebraically closed field C' of mixed characteristic (0, p) is equivalent to the category of weight 1 sheaves on
Bhatt-Zhang’s Simpson gerbe.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The motivation behind. This paper has two main motivations. First, it is more natural to isolate
the Cartier duality of analytic vector bundles discussed in [RC24] in a different document as these results
could be of independent interest. Moreover, from the construction of the Cartier duality in [RC24], it
is not clear in which sense Cartier duality is functorial, and whether it exchanges tensor products with
convolutions (as it should be the case). In this paper we consider these questions more seriously, and
provide a conceptual answer using the category of kernels of a six functor formalism. The first main goal of
the paper is to establish a stacky formulation of the Cartier duality for vector bundles in Theorem [3.2.35]

Second, in joint work in progress with Anschiitz, Le Bras and Scholze on the analytic prismatization
[ALBRCS], we introduce the analytic Hodge-Tate stack XHT of a smooth rigid space X, an object whose
category of perfect complexes is naturally equivalent to the category of perfect 0 'x-modules in the v-topology
of X. Almost in parallel, Bhatt and Zhang introduced the Simpson gerbe .#x, that is, a BG,,-torsor of
the (Tate-twisted) analytic cotangent complex Ty™(—1) of X. It is expected that the Hodge-Tate stack
and the Simpson gerbe are Cartier dual to each other in a concrete sense. Indeed, if X is a rigid space over
a perfectoid field K, the Hodge-Tate stack X7 is a BT)T((l)—torsor over X (when considered as analytic

stacks), with T;( C T¥" the overconvergent neighbourhood at 0, and the Cartier duality of vector bundles
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produces an equivalence of categories D(BT)T() >~ D(T%™). Thus, the Cartier duality between the Simpson
gerbe and the Hodge-Tate stack ought to be a twisted version of the Cartier duality of vector bundles,
producing in particular a natural equivalence

D(XHT) 2 D(7y)"=!

where the right hand side consists of sheaves of weight 1 on the Simpson gerbe. The final result comparing
the Hodge-Tate stack and the Simpson gerbe is Theorem [3.4.5]

It turns out that the Cartier duality for the Simpson gerbe is not special, and it holds universally for
arbitrary gerbes of (analytic or algebraic) vector bundles. The second main goal of this paper is to establish
such universal Cartier duality for gerbes in Theorem [3.3.3] For that, we need to develop some technical
tools that allow us to compute and produce Cartier dualities from six functor formalisms. This is the

content of Section [2[ which concludes with (the rather technical but useful) Theorem [2.5.13

1.2. Content of the paper. One of the most elementary instances of Cartier duality can be stated in
terms of commutative and cocommutative Hopf algebras over a field K, or equivalently, in terms of affine
commutative group schemes over K. Let Affx be the category of affine schemes over K, and let G be an
affine commutative group scheme over Spec K with underlying Hopf algebra A. The Cartier dual of G is
the functor D(G): Aff% — Mod(Z) sending an affine scheme X to the module of group homomorphisms
Homyz(Gx, Gy, k). In the case G is a finite flat group scheme, that is, A is a finite dimensional K-vector
space, the functor D(G) is corepresented by the Hopf algebra AV = Homg (A, K). In this way, Cartier
duality can be understood more algebraically as the equivalence of categories
Honf fdyop () fd

opf(Vecty)® —— Hopf(Vecty) (1.1)
between (commutative and cocommutative) Hopf algebras on finite dimensional vector spaces obtained by
passing to the K-linear dual object, and exchanging the multiplication and comultiplication maps. Both
interpretations (the geometric one as the dual Homy(—, G,,) and the algebraic as in (1.1))) are useful in
practice and lead to different properties of Cartier duality. The geometric interpretation implies that a
Z-bilinear pairing H x G — G, yields a natural map of groups H — D(G). The algebraic interpretation
implies the anti-involutive property of Cartier duality. Unfortunately, the formulation of Cartier duality of
is rather restrictive.

Experience has told us that there are many more examples of Cartier duality in many other different
contexts. For instance, still in algebraic geometry, one has a naive duality between Z and G,, in the sense
that the group algebra of Z over K is precisely the ring of functions of &(G,,). Similarly, if K is of
characteristic zero, the dual of the natural comultiplication map K|[T] — K[X,Y] induced by the additive
law T — X + Y is the multiplication map of the power series ring over K, yielding a sort of duality
between G, x and @a, k- A way to relate these examples with the Cartier duality for finite dimensional
K-algebras, is to work one categorical level up and consider (derived) categories of quasi-coherent sheaves.
In the previous examples, the Cartier duality is justified by the classical equivalences

D(BZ) 2 D(G,,) and D(BGq ) = D(G, k) (1.2)

that one can prove by hand. With some additional effort one can see that these equivalences exchange
tensor products with the convolution products arising from the group action, suggesting that they should
promote to an equivalence of (commutative and cocommutative) Hopf algebras in a precise sense. It turns
out that the categories above can be promoted to honest Hopf algebra objects in the symmetric monoidal
category Prp(z) of D(Z)-linear presentable categories, and what is even better, that they are dualizable
objects therein. The abstract framework of Cartier duality as an antiequivalence of (dualizable) Hopf
algebra objects in a symmetric monoidal category S has been carried out by Lurie in [Lurl8al. Lurie offers
not only the algebraic version of , but also explains how to think of Cartier duality in more geometric
terms by mapping to a suitable variant of G,, that is denoted GL1s. This object represents invertible
elements in commutative algebras V in S, that is, maps z: 1 — V for which there some y: 1s — V whose
multiplication xy: 1s — V is homotopic to the identity. Thus, if we write SpecV for an object in the
opposite category Affpz) of CAlg(Prp(z)), the equivalences can be stated as isomorphisms

Hom(Spec D(BZ), GL; p(z)) = Spec D(Gy,) and Hom(Spec D(B@mK), GL; p(z)) = Spec D(Gq k)
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in presheaves on Affpz) valued in connective spectra.

Consequently, working with linear presentable categories over a fixed symmetric monoidal stable category
VY produces a more general framework for Cartier duality that captures many more examples. However,
there are three main problems of working only in this setup. First, some important examples would get
excluded, most notably those arising from étale sheaves of vector bundles [Lau87| or Banach-Colmez spaces
[ALB25]H Second, it is unclear how to state an honest Cartier duality for more stacky objects, for instance,
for vector bundles on an arbitrary algebraic or analytic stack. Third, it is not clear how to obtain the
appropriate Hopf algebra structure in the category of modules only from the group structure of, say, a
commutative scheme G. It is even less clear how to describe the Cartier dual of D(G) only from the datum
of G.

In order to solve the previous problems we work in a more general setup than just linear presentable
categories, namely, we work with presentable kernel categories of six functor formalisms. Given a geometric
setup (C, E) and D a presentable six functor formalism on (C, E) (cf. [HM24]), for an object S € C one has
a 2-category of kernels Kp g whose objects are the objects in C}ES consisting on maps X — S in F, and
for Y, X € Kp g the 1-category of morphisms given by Fung(X,Y) = D(Y xg X). It turns out that Kp g
is naturally enriched in presentable categories, passing to enriched Yoneda one constructs a presentable
category of kernels Prp ¢ (e.g. as in [Sch25b, Appendix to Lecture V|). This is a symmetric monoidal 2-
category where one can apply Lurie’s theory of Cartier duality. The advantage of working in this framework
is that we have at our disposal a symmetric monoidal functor

Corr(C/ES) — Prps

from the category of correspondences to the presentable category of kernels. This will allow us to produce
Hopf algebras in Prp_g from commutative group objects in C}ES. Furthermore, since the objects of Corr(C}%)
are naturally self dual, and this duality exchanges * and !-maps, it is tautological that Cartier duality is
the identity on objects in Kp g, and that it will exchange tensor products (obtained from *-pullbacks) with
convolution products (obtained from !-pushforwards).

Remark 1.2.1. A general framework of Cartier duality capturing all existing examples has been missing
for years. In the current work in progress of Peter Scholze and Germén Stefanich on Gestalten (|Sch25al)
they found a clean Cartier duality statement that is an honest anti-equivalence of stable categories. In very
heuristic terms, the key idea is that a general notion of geometry ought to be captured not just by rings or
categories of modules as it occurs in usual algebraic and analytic geometry, but by all the higher categories
of modules. In the situation of Cartier duality, this is reflected in the fact that there are instances where
working only with algebras does not suffice to obtain a satisfactory duality, and working with categories of
modules is necessary to obtain dualizable Hopf algebras; Scholze and Stefanich’s theory takes this idea to
the very extreme and shows that to obtain a perfect Cartier duality theory one has to go all the way up.

The perspective on Cartier duality of this paper is highly inspired from their theory and it uses many of
their ideas, most notably we use the 1-étale topology on linear categories in Section [2.5] which is nothing
but a 1-categorical approximation to the natural Grothendieck topology on Gestalten. The main advantage
of this point of view is that it allows us to compute Cartier duals by descent and/or devisage, notably
reducing some complicate Cartier dualities of stacky objects to much simpler Cartier dualities of quite
concrete objects.

After developing the tools for discussing Cartier duality in six functor formalisms, we focus our attention
on Cartier duality for different incarnations of vector bundles. For concreteness, let us discuss only the
analytic variant over the ring of p-adic rational numbers with the induced solid structure Q.

Theorem 1.2.2 (Theorem . Let Vect™ / AnSpec Qo be the stack of analytic vector bundles over
AnSpec Qp o, equivalently, Vect™ = | | .y GL?L?QP where GLZ?QP is the rigid analytic group over Q, of
invertible n x n-matrices. Let V" /Vect™ be the universal vector bundle and let V**" be its dual. For an
analytic vector bundle W2 we let W C W2 denote its overconvergent neighbourhood at 0. Consider the
exponential pairing

exp(YX): V& x VT 5 G = G,y

We shall not discuss these examples of Cartier duality in this paper, so this is not a serious problem for us.
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where Gl C GZHQ,, is the overconvergent neighbourhood at 0, and exp: Gl — G, is the exponential map.

The exponential map gives rise to equivalences V2 = BV*T and BV = V*1 in the category of kernels of
Vect® exchanging the usual tensor product obtained by *-functors and the convolution product obtained by
I-functors. In particular, for any analytic stack X over AnSpec Qpn and any analytic vector bundle W /X
we have an equivalence of categories

D(Wa) = D(BW™*T) and D(BW?™) = D(W*) (1.3)

exchanging tensor products with convolution products. The equivalences (1.3)) arise via the Fourier-Mukai
kernel obtained by the pullback of the universal line bundle of BG,, along the maps W x BW*! — BG,,
and BW? x W*T — BG,, induced by taking suspensions of the exponential.

The Cartier duality for vector bundles can be extended to gerbes after working stacky enough, see
Theorem [3.3.3] for the general result we prove in this direction. As an application of the stacky Cartier
duality for gerbes we obtain the Cartier duality between the Hodge-Tate stack and the Simpson gerbe (we
refer to Section [3.4] for a brief introduction to these objects):

Theorem 1.2.3 (Theorem [3.4.5)). Let X be a smooth rigid variety over an algebraically closed complete
non-archimedean extension C' of Q,. Let XHT be its analytic Hodge-Tate stack and let /x — T)*(’an(—l)
be Bhatt and Zhang’s Simpson gerbe (where the (—1) refers to the inverse of the Tate twist). The following
holds:

(1) The category of solid quasi-coherent sheaves D(#x) admits a natural D(Ty™"(—1))-linear decom-
position
D(#x) = [[ D(#x)™="
neZ
as a product of D(.#x)-invertible categories.
(2) The decomposition of (1) is multiplicative, that is, for n,m € Z there is a natural equivalence

D(yx)wt:n ®D(T;’an(fl)) D(yX)Wt:m — D(yX>Wt=n+m

and D(Sx)V=0 = D(T™ (1)) is the full subcategory of D(#x) obtained as the essential image
of the pullback along x — Ty (—1).
(3) There is a natural D(T*"(—1))-linear equivalence of categories

D(XHT) ~ D(&”X)Wt:l,

where D(T™ (—1)) acts on the left term via Cartier duality D(Ty™(—1)) = D(BT)T((I)) and by the
I-convolution action arising from the natural BT)T((I)-torsor structure of XU — X

1.3. Overview. This paper is divided in two main sections: a Preliminary Section [2| and an Example
Section [3l

In Section we introduce the presentable category of kernels. In Section [2.2] we introduce the setup
of analytic stacks that we shall use. Next, in Section [2.3] we recall the abstract set up of Cartier duality of
[Luri8al. In Section we specialize Cartier duality to six functor formalisms and the presentable category
of kernels. In particular, we see that Cartier duality exchanges tensor product with convolution. Finally,
in Section 2.5 we restrict ourselves to study Cartier duality in presentable linear categories. Motivated
from the theory of Gestalten of Scholze and Stefanich, we introduce the 1-étale topology in presentable
commutative algebras over a presentable symmetric monoidal category V and refine Lurie’s Cartier duality
from presheaves to sheaves for that topology. We conclude with a technical but very useful result that
simplifies some computations in Cartier duality, see Theorem [2.5.13

We continue with Section [3.I] where we state a Cartier duality between tori and finite free Z-modules,
see Theorem [3.1.4] In Section [3:2] we discuss several examples of Cartier dualities for vector bundles. The
strategy is always the same; first to prove a basic Cartier duality for the trivial rank 1-case (Theorems|3.2.6
[3.2.11] [3.2.20] [3.2.26] and [3.2.31)) where we heavily use Theorem [2.5.13] Then, using descent techniques of
the category of kernels, we easily deduce the general stacky version of Cartier duality as in Theorem [3.2.35
In Section [3.3] we discuss a formal consequence of Cartier duality for tori and vector bundles obtaining
Cartier duality for gerbes, see Theorem and Theorem Finally, in Section [3.4] we specialize the
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Cartier duality for gerbes to the Hodge-Tate stack obtaining the comparison with the Simpson gerbe in
Theorem [.4.5

1.4. Conventions. This paper uses the language of higher category theory and higher algebra as developed
in [Lur09, Lurl?7, [Lurl8bl Lur25]. Our main working tool is the theory of abstract six functor formalisms
as in [HM24], see also [Sch25b|. We will work with a presentable variant of the category of kernels of a six
functor formalism as discussed in [Sch25bl Appendix to lecture V|, for that, we will use the theory of higher
presentable categories of [Aok25|. In particular, we let Pr be the big category of presentable categories with
colimit preserving linear functors, and given k a regular cardinal we let Pr" the (presentable) category of
k-presentable categories, that is the (non-full) subcategory Pr™ C Pr of k-compactly generated presentable
categories with maps given by functors of presentable categories that preserve x-compact objects. Given a
presentable category C, we let C,, denote the full subcategory of k-compact objects.

Occasionally we will need to work with enriched categories, for this we refer to [GH15]|, [Hin20|, [Hin23|
and [Hei23|. We also refer to [HM24, Appendix C| for a great summary of the theory of enriched categories.
In particular, given V a presentable monoidal category, we let Cat” be the category of essentially small
V-enriched categories, if V is symmetric monoidal then Cat” is naturally symmetric monoidal by [Hin20].

In some of the applications we will work in the category of analytic stacks of Clausen and Scholze as
introduced in [CS24], see also [RC25] and |[ABB™25| for written references. In particular, we will always
work in the light set up of condensed mathematics.

Acknowledgements. [ would like to thank Johannes Anschiitz, Arthur-César Le Bras and Peter Scholze
for several discussions in our project in progress on the analytic prismatization that lead to the question
of how to concretely state the Cartier duality between the Hodge-Tate stack and Bhatt-Zhang’s Simpson
gerbe. I also like to thank Arthur-César Le Bras for helpful comments in a draft. I heartily thank Ko
Aoki, Shay Ben-Moshe, and German Stefanich for many technical discussions regarding category theory
and six functor formalisms. Special thanks to Peter Scholze and German Stefanich for explaining their new
beautiful theory of Cartier duality in Gestalten, this paper is highly inspired in their theory and actually
uses a very rough version of it in Section [2.5] I thank the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics for the
excellent working conditions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall the construction of the presentable category of kernels of a six functor formalism
[Sch25b, Appendix to lecture V|, and the general framework of Cartier duality on symmetric monoidal
categories of [Lurl8al Section 3]. Then, we discuss in some more detail the Cartier duality in the category
of kernels of a six functor formalism and analytic stacks.

2.1. Presentable category of kernels. In this section we introduce the key character that will notably
simplify the theory of Cartier duality over stacks, that is, the presentable category of kernels.

Let (C,FE) be a small geometric set up with C admitting finite limits, let C¥ be the wide non-full
subcategory of C spanned by the arrows in E. We let Corr(C, E) denote the category of correspondences
of (C,E) (cf. [HM24l Definition 2.2.3]), if E = all consists of all morphisms we simply write Corr(C) :=
Corr(C,all). Let D be a presentable six functor formalism on (C, E) (cf. [HM24, Definition 3.1.1]), by
definition D is a lax symmetric monoidal functor D: Corr(C, E) — Pr.

Since C is small, there is some regular cardinal x such that D factors through the (non-full) subcategory
Pr® of Pr of k-presentable categories. We say that D is a k-presentable siz functor formalism if this holds.
From now on we shall fix an uncountable regular cardinal s unless otherwise specified (in practice K = ¥
will suffice).

We recall the definition of the category of kernels [HM24, Definition 4.1.3].

Definition 2.1.1. Let (C, E) be a geometric set up with finite limits and D a k-presentable six functor
formalism on (C, E'). Given S € C, consider the restriction Dg to a six functor formalism on the geometric
setup (C/ES, all). The category of kernels of S, denoted by Kp g, is the Pr®-enriched category obtained by

transfer of enrichement of Corr(C /ES) along the lax symmetric monoidal functor Dg: Corr(C/ES) — Pr®. Given

two objects Y, X € Kp g, we let Funp g(Y, X) = D(X xgY') be the s-presentable category of morphisms
from Y — X. If D is clear from the context we also denote Fung instead of Funp s.
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Remark 2.1.2. Keep the notation of Theorem By construction, the objects of Kp g are the same as
objects of C/b:g. We have a diagram of symmetric monoidal maps

(C}Es)c}p’u

(CEy)*

We call the upper and lower diagonal maps the % and !-realization of C/ES respectively. By construction,

both the % and !-realization are the identity on objects. Given f: Y — X a map in C}E ,welet f*: X - Y
and fi: Y — X be the image along the * and !-realization respectively. This name is justified because after
taking global sections, i.e. maps from the unit S € Kp g, the map f*: X — Y gives rise to the *-pullback
map

f*: D(X) = Fung(S, X) — Fung(S,Y) = D(Y).

Similarly, the map f;: Y — X gives rise the !-pushforward fi: D(Y) — D(X). The self duality in the
category of correspondences [HM24] Corollary 2.4.2] swaps the two diagonal arrows, hence f*: X — Y is
the dual of fi: Y — X in Kp_g.

In order to construct the (k-)presentable category of kernels of D, we recall the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1.3 (J[HM24, Theorem 4.2.4]). Let (C,E) be an small geometric set up with finite limits, x
an uncountable regular cardinal and D a k-presentable siz functor formalism on (C,E). The formation
X — Kp,x promotes to a lax symmetric monoidal functor

Kp,_: Corr(C, E) — Cat™ (2.1)
where Cat™™ is the symmetric monoidal 2-category of Pr®-enriched small categories.

To pass from the category of kernels to its presentable version we need to recall the enriched Yoneda
embeddin we follow [BM24]. Let V be a presentable monoidal category, and let Cat” be the (big) category
of V-enriched small categories. Let Pryy = LMody (Pr) be the category of presentable left V-linear categories
and let (Pry)” be the (non-full) subcategory spanned by left adjoint functors in Pry. Given M € Cat” one
constructs a presentable category of V-enriched presheaves PY (M) := Fun”"" (M°P, V") together with a
V-enriched Yoneda embedding M — PY(M) (see [Hin20]). The formation M ~ PY(M) is natural in M
and extends to a functor

PY: CatY — Pry.
By [BM24, Theorem 5.20] the functor PY factors through (Pry)¥ and one has an adjunction of categories
PY: CatY = (Pry)F: (—)™*

where (—)2' is the functor that sends a presentable V-linear category M to its full subcategory M2 of
atomic objectsﬂ In particular, the category of V-enriched presheaves of M is the free V-linear category
making the objects of M V-atomic. If in addition V is symmetric monoidal, both Cat” and Pry are
symmetric monoidal, and the functor PY: Cat¥ — Pry is symmetric monoidal [RZ25, Corollary EJ.

Lemma 2.1.4. Let k be an uncountable reqular cardinal and let V be a k-presentable monoidal category.
Then the functor PY: Cat¥ — Pry factors through Pr}, := LMody(Pr").

2We thank Ben-Moshe for the reference to his paper.
3An object in M is called atomic if the induced pullback map V — M lies in (Pry)”, i.e. it is a left adjoint map in V-linear
categories.
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Proof. Let us recall the definition of an enriched category and of the enriched category of sheaves from
[Hin20, Proposition 4.5.3].

Let M be a small V-enriched category with anima of objects X = M~. By definition M is an algebra
¢ € Alg(Fun(X x X,V)) where Fun(X x X,V) is the endomorphism category of the V-linear category
Fun(X,V) € Pr};. We have that

FunY (M, V) = LMody (Fun(X, V))
seen as a right V-linear module, or equivalently, as an object in Pryop. The V-enriched presheaf category is
by definition
PY(M) := Fun”"" (M°P, V™)
which is endowed with a right V™V-linear structure, or equivalently, with a left V-linear structure, i.e. an
object in Pry. Thus, to prove s-presentability of PY (M), by passing to the opposite category we can argue

with the functor category seen as a V'*V-linear module.
By |Lurl7, Theorem 4.8.4.6], we have that

Fun” (M, V) = LModg (Fun(X x X,V)) ®@pyn(xx x,v) Fun(X, V) (2.2)

as right V-module. Hence, to show that FunV(M , V) € Priie it suffices to prove the following facts:
(1) Fun(X x X,V) is a k-presentable monoidal category.
(2) Fun(X,V) is a k-presentable (Fun(X x X,V),V)-bimodule.
Indeed, if that is the case then LMod¢ (Fun(X x X,V)) is a s-presentable right Fun(X x X, V)-module by
[Aok25 Lemma 2.1] and hence so is the tensor product as a right V-module.
We now prove the previous two claims. First suppose that X is itself a k-small anima. Then the category
of k-compact objects of Fun(X,V) is given by
Fun(X,V), = Fun(X, Vx).

Similarly, the k-compact objects of the endormorphism category Fun(X x X,V) is Fun(X x X, V). Given
F,G € Fun(X x X,V) their composition F o G: X x X — V is the functor
FoGy,z) = lim F(y, 2) @y G(z,2).
zeX
As X is k-small, we see that the composition o leaves Fun(X x X, V) stable, proving that Fun(X x X, V)
is a k-presentable monoidal category. The same argument also shows that Fun(X,V) is a k-presentable
(Fun(X x X,V),V)-bimodule.
For a general anima X, note that by taking left Kan extensions one has that
Fun(X,V) = lim Fun(X’, V)

X'cX
where X’ runs over x-small anima mapping to X. By passing to the endomorphism category, and since
colimits are 2-functors, we get that

Fun(X x X,V) = lim Fun(X’ x X', V)

X'—=X
as monoidal category. From the discussion when X is x-small, the previous shows that Fun(X x X,V) is
a k-presentable monoidal category, and that Fun(X,V) is a s-presentable (Fun(X x X,V),V)-bimodule as
wanted.

Let f: N — M be a functor of V-enriched small categories. We want to see that fi: PY(N) — PY(M)
preserves k-compact objects (as fi is already V-linear, and N and M are s-presentable left V-modules, this
automatically implies that the morphism f lands in LMody(Pr®)). By [BM24, Theorem B] we know that
the map f is an internal left adjoint in V-linear categories and its right adjoint f® also preserves colimits.
This formally implies that fi preserves x-compact objects, proving what we wanted. (]

Corollary 2.1.5. Let k be an uncountable reqular cardinal. The enriched presheaf functor PP : Cat™™ —
LModp~(Pr) factors through a functor

PP CatP” — 2Pr®
where 2Pr" := LModp,~ (Pr®) (see |[Aok25, Remark 2.8]).
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After the previous discussion, we can define the k-presentable category of kernels.

Definition 2.1.6. Let (C, E') be a small geometric set up with finite limits, let D be a k-presentable six
functor formalism on (C, F) and S € C. The presentable category of kernels over S is the Pr"-enriched
presheaf category

Priy g := PP (Kp,s).
More functorially, we define the lax symmetric monoidal functor Prfy _ from Corr(C, E) to 2Pr" to be the
composite of the kernel category functor and the enriched presheaves functor

o Kp - prs PP K K
Prp _: Corr(C, E) —— Cat™" —— LModp,~(Pr") = 2Pr". (2.3)

Given f: Y — X a map in C we let fi': Prjy x — Prp y be the corresponding pullback functor. If f € £
we let fi1: Prfy — Prf x be the lower -functor’} We refer to [IM24, Theorem 4.2.4] for a more explicit
description of such maps when restricted to the category of kernels Kp _.

Remark 2.1.7. The functor (2.3) has a significant enhancement if £ = all consists of all !-able arrows.
Namely, if D: Corr(C) — Pr" is a six functor formalism in the full span category of C, Stefanich proved in
[Ste25] that D promotes to a lax symmetric monoidal functor of symmetric monoidal 2-categories

Prp _: 2Corr(C) — 2Pr"

from the 2-category of spans of C (he even proved all the higher categorical analogues of this statement).
A special consequence of this is the ambidexterity of the six functors at the 2-categorical level, namely, if
f+Y — X is a morphism in C then the induced functor fi: Prpyy — Prp x is naturally both left and right
adjoint to the pullback functor f*: Prp x — Prpyy, and this adjunction is natural and preserved under
pullbacks along X, see [HM24] Lemma 4.2.7].

The presentable category of kernels has a simple description in case the six functor formalism satisfies
the categorical Kiinneth formula. We borrow some definitions from [Kes25|.

Definition 2.1.8. Let (C, E) be a geometric set up with finite limits and D a k-small presentable six
functor formalism. Let f: X — S be a map in E, we say that f is Kinneth if for all Y — S in C the

natural map
D(Y) ®p(s) D(X) = D(Y x5 X)
is an equivalence. We say that D is Kiinneth over S if any map f: X — S in F is Kiinneth.

Proposition 2.1.9. Let (C, E) be a small geometric set up and let D be a k-presentable siz functor formal-
ism. Let S € C and suppose that all objects in C}% are Kiinneth over S. Then the natural map

Fung (S, —): Kp,s = Prp g (2.4)
18 2-fully faithful. Moreover, the natural map
Prp s = Procs) (2.5)
obtained by the adjunction of [Hin23, Theorem 6.4.4| is an equivalence of Pr™-linear categories.
Proof. To see that the map ({2.4]) is 2-fully faithful, it suffices to see that for X, Y € Cfg, the natural map
Fung(X,Y) — Funp(s)(D(X),D(Y))

is an equivalence. Since X is naturally self dual in Kp g, it suffices to show that Fung(S, —) is a symmetric
monoidal functor, this is precisely the condition that D is Kiinneth over S.

Next, we show that is an equivalence of Pr-enriched categories. Let BD(S) be the Pr*-enriched
category with one object * and endomorphism category D(S). We have a fully faithful map BD(S) — Kp g,
and passing to Pr"-enriched categories we get a functor

Priys) = PP (BD(S)) — Prjy (2.6)

whose composite with (2.5) is the identity. It is left to show that the composite Prp ¢ — Pr’f)( g) Prp g is
equivalent to the identity, by passing to enriched presheaves it suffices to show that it induces the identity

4The lower-index “1” refers to the categorical level where the *-pullback and the !-pushforward are defined.
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on Kp g, but this follows from the fully faithful embedding Fung(S,—): Kp g — Pr’B( 9) and the fact that
Prisy = Prb,s = Prp(g) is the identity. O

Convention 2.1.10. From now on we shall fix an uncountable cardinal x and assume that all our six
functor formalisms are k-presentable. Given D a six functor formalism in a small geometric set up (C, E)
and S € C, we write Prp g for the s-presentable category of kernels over S (making s implicit in the
notation).

2.2. Analytic stacks. In this paper we will study Cartier duality of certain analytic stacks, this requires
to set up the theory. We will work with the category of analytic stacks as in [RC25 Section 6.3]. Given
a condensed ring R we let R be the trivial analytic ring structure on R. We let C° be a small full
subcategory of affinoid analytic stacks such that C%°P C AnRing contains at least Z°"4, Zg, Z[T]y, is stable
under countable colimits, and is stable under taking countably presented algebras with induced analytic
ring structure. We let C C AnStk be the full subcategory generated under countable colimits by C°. In
particular, C is also stable under finite limits. We let D denote the six functor formalism of quasi-coherent
sheaves on C, and let E be the class of l-able arrows as in [RC25, Definition 6.3.24]. We fix x a regular
cardinal such that D: Corr(C, E) — Pr factors through Pr”. In the next sections we will omit x from the
notation following Theorem

By [Kes25, Corollary 1.5.1| the category C}ES of l-able analytic stacks over a base stack S satisfies the

categorical Kiinneth formula under the following condition: there is an affinoid analytic stackE] Sy, and a
l-cover Sy — S in E whose Cech nerve consists of affinoid analytic stacks. In this paper we will need a
slightly more general version of this statement.

Definition 2.2.1. A morphism of analytic stacks f: Y — X is an open immersion if it is an immersion
and suave. We say that f is a closed immersion if it is an immersion and prim.

An analytic stack Y is said quasi-affine if there is an open immersion Y — Y where Y is an affinoid
analytic stack.

Lemma 2.2.2. Let f: Y — X be a map of analytic stacks.
(1) Suppose that f is an open immersion. Then f is cohomologically étale, Kinneth and the pullback
map
f*:D(X) = D(Y)
is an open localization of symmetric monoidal categories in the sense of [RC25, Definition 5.1.3]. In
particular, there is a unique coidempotent coalgebra C' in D(X) such that D(Y') = cLMod¢(D(X)).
(2) Suppose that f is a closed immersion. Then f is cohomologically proper, Kiinneth and the pullback
map
f*:D(X) = D(Y)
is an closed localization of symmetric monoidal categories in the sense of [RC25) Definition 5.1.3].
In particular, there is an idempotent algebra A € D(X) such that D(Y') = LMod s (D(X)).

Proof. As f is an immersion, the diagonal is an isomorphism, and to check whether it is cohomologically
étale or proper it suffices to check whether f is suave or prim respectively (JHM24, Definition 6.4.1]).

The proof that f is Kiinneth and that the pullback is an open immersion of symmetric monoidal categories
follows from [Kes25l Proposition 3.12] (where the hypothesis that f is suave and an immersion are missing).
The same argument works for f a closed immersion. O

Proposition 2.2.3. Let S € C and suppose that there is a quasi-affine analytic stack So, and a !-cover
So — S in E whose Cech nerve consists of quasi-affine analytic stacks. Then all the objects in C/ES are
Kiinneth over S.

Proof. By |Kes25l, Proposition 1.2], it suffices to prove the statement when S is itself quasi-affine. Let
j: S — S be an open immersion with S an affine analytic stack. Since j is -able and an immersion, we
have a fully faithful embedding C;5 < C /3 preserving fiber products. Furthermore, given Y, X — S two
maps over S with X — S in E, we have an equivalence

X xXgY =X xgY.

5That is, corepresented by an analytic ring.
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By [Kes25|, Corollary 1.5.1] the natural map
D(X) ®p5 DY) = D(X x5Y) = D(X x5 )

is an equivalence. Since j*: D(S) — D(S) is an idempotent map of symmetric monoidal categories, being
an open map, we have that

D(X) &pg DY) = D(X) @ps) DY),
proving that X — S is Kiinneth as wanted. O

We end this section with a technical lemma in representation theory that will be helpful later to study
classifying stacks of affinoid groups in analytic stacks.

Lemma 2.2.4. Let A be a static analytic ring, that is, an analytic ring with A[S] static for all S light
profinite set. Let G — AnSpec A be an analytic group stack that is corepresented by an A-algebra R with
nduced analytic ring structure. Suppose that that R is flat with respect to ® 4, and that the counit map
R — A is of finite tor amplitude. Let BG = AnSpec A/G be the classifying stack of G over AnSpec A and
let s: AnSpec A — BG be the quotient map. Then D(BG) has a natural t-structure making e* a t-exact
functor. Furthermore, the following hold:
(1) D(BG)? is naturally equivalent to the category of R-comodules in D(A)Y. Similarly, D(BG) is
equivalent to the category of right R-comodules in D(A).
(2) The full subcategory D_(BG) C D(BGQ) of eventually coconnective objects is the left bounded derived
category of the heart.
(3) D(BG) is the left completion of D_(BG).

Proof. Let e: AnSpec A — BG, the map e is prim being locally represented by an affinoid analytic stack
with the induced analytic ring structure. In particular, both functors e* and e, are D(A)-linear. The
functor e* is conservative as e is an epimorphism of analytic stacks. Hence, by the (co)monadicity theorem,
we have that

D(BG) = cLMody;(4)(D(A))
is the category of left comodules, where U is the comonad e*e,. We have that G = (AnSpec A) Xpg
(AnSpec A), so proper base change identifies U(A) = R as A-modules. In particular, the comonad U(A)
is flat over D(A), which produces a natural ¢-structure on D(BG) such that e* is a t-exact functor. To
compute the co-algebra U(A), it suffices to determine the abelian category D(BG)Y. This abelian category
is given by the category of descent data

D(BG)” = lim D(G*)”
Aoy

with non-derived x-pullbacks as transition maps. A standard computation yields that U(A) = R°P as
coalgebras (the reverse coalgebra of R), proving (1). For completeness, let us give the computation. We
follow the convention that the classifying stack BG is the colimit of the simplicial diagram of [HM24]
Definition B.3.3]. The category D(BG)? is the limit of the diagram

3
H*.
D(A)Y — 7 D(G)Y 2= D(G x G)V.
i

Thus, an object in the category of descent data is given by a tuple (M, ) where M € D(A)Y and a: M ®4
R — M ®4 R is an isomorphism of R-modules (the orbit map) satisfying the following properties:

(i) The pullback of « along the counit map p: R — A is the identity.

(i) « satisfies a cocycle condition, that is, 7ja o mha = m*a (see [HM24, Lemma A.4.23]).
A morphism of descent data (M,a) — (N,5) is a map M — N of A-modules that intertwines the
isomorphisms « and [ respectively. Given (M, «) as above, its associated right R-comodule is given by the

pair (M, p) where p: M RN s ®a RS M ®a R We need to see that (M, p) satisfies the following

axioms:
(a) The composite of p with the counit y is the identity of M.
(b) One has (p®idg) o p = (idys ®A) o p where A: R — R ® R is the comultiplication map.
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The axiom (a) follows immediately from the property (i). For the axiom (b), by (ii) we have the following
commutative diagram

Meslosl —2 5 M@a104 R

LT

MOiROAR 25 M4 RO4R 2 M4 R4 R

On the other hand, we have a commutative diagram

M®al
|

M@y R —%— M®aR
J,idM ®RA lidM ®RA

M®1R®4R ™% M@, R®s R

Combining both we see that (ii) yields the axiom (b).

Conversely, given a right R-comodule (M, p), the R-linearization of the comodule action p yields a map
of R-modules ao: M ®4 R — M ®4 R. It is immediate to see that the R-linearization of the axiom
(a) yields the axiom (i), and that the R ®4 R-linearization of (b) yields (ii). It is left to see that «
is an isomorphism. Let C € cRModgr(D(A)Y) be the full subcategory of right R-comodules (M, p) for
which the linearization a: M ® 4 R — M ®4 R is an isomorphism, we want to see that the inclusion is
an equivalence. Note that, since R is flat, C is stable under finite limits, colimits, extensions and tensor
products by objects in A. By the Bar construction, the right R-comodule M is equivalent to the totalization
(in the abelian category) of (M ®4 R®A™ 1) 1A _,, where the right comodule structure on M ©4 R®A™H1
arises from the last copy of R on the right. Therefore, to show that C = cRModg(D(A)") it suffices to
show that R € C, but this is obvious since the map a: R®4 R — R ®4 R arises from the isomorphism
of stacks G x G = G x G sending (h,g) ~ (hg,g). The previous discussion produces an equivalence
of categories D(BG)Y = ¢cRModg(D(A)Y) = cLModger(D(A)Y) compatible with the forgetful functor
towards A-modules, proving that U(A) = R°P as wanted.

For (2), since R is A-flat and the augmentation map R — A has finite tor amplitude, the diagram

D(BG) = Tot(D(G*))

restricts to an equivalence

D_(BG) = Tot(D_(G*)) (2.7)
on the left-bounded full subcategories (i.e. on eventually coconnective objects). Part (2) then follows from
the argument of [Man22, Proposition A.1.2]. Part (3) is clear from (2.7)) after passing to left completions,
and since the categories D(G*) are left complete. O

Remark 2.2.5. In Theorem we have identified D(BG) with right R-comodules on D(A). The inverse
map produces an isomorphism of groups G = G°P between G and its reversed group structure where
multiplication is switched. This produces an equivalence of Hopf algebras ¢: R = R°P, which yields an
isomorphism between left and right R-comodules.

2.3. Cartier duality in symmetric monoidal categories. In this section we briefly recall the ab-
stract Cartier duality of [Lurl8al Section 3|. Let C be a small symmetric monoidal category, let CAlg(C)
be the category of commutative algebra objects in C, and let Affe := CAlg(C)°P be its opposite cat-
egory, given A € CAlg(C) we write Spec® A € Affe for its spectrum. We work with the category
CMon(PShv(Aff¢)) = PShv(Affe, CMon) of presheaves on Affe valued in commutative monoids in an-
ima. We let PShv(Aff¢, Spsy) C PShv(Affe, CMon) be the full subcategory of presheaves in connective
spectra, equivalently, the full-subcategory of commutative grouplike objects [Luri8al, Definition 1.3.8]. We
see PShv(Affe, CMon) endowed with the smashing symmetric monoidal tensor product.

Definition 2.3.1. We let A}, be the functor in PShv(Aff¢, CMon) sending an object Spec® A to the monoid
Mape(1, A). We let GL1 ¢ C A} be the full sub-presheaf of invertible elements in Mape(1, 4).
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The main result in the abstract Cartier duality set up of [Lurl8al is the following theorem.
Theorem 2.3.2. Define the Cartier duality functor D: PShv(Affec, CMon) — PShv(Affe, CMon) to be
D(H) = Hom(H, Ab)
where the internal Hom is taking place in PShv(Affe, CMon). The following holds:
(1) Suppose that H is grouplike, then the natural map

Hom(H, GL ¢) — Hom(H,A})

is an equivalence and D(H) is grouplike.

(2) Let C1® C C be the full subcategory of dualizable objects in C. Let A € bCAlg(CY) be a commuta-
tive and cocommutative bialgebra in C1" (|LuriSa), Definition 3.3.1]) with spectrum H := Spec® A €
CMon(Affc). Then the presheaf D(H) is corepresented by the algebra AV, and the Cartier duality
functor restricts to the natural equivalence of categories

bCAlg(cdual) = hCAlg(cdualor) (2.8)

induced by the symmetric monoidal equivalence C®! 2 Cdualor given by mapping A — AV.

(8) We say that an object A € cBAlg(C) is Hopf if SpecC A is grouplike. Suppose that the underlying
object A is dualizable. Then A is Hopf if and only if AV is Hopf.

(4) Let A, B € bCAlg(C) with A dualizable in C. Let H := Spec® A and G = Spec’ B, and suppose that
we are given with a linear pairing ¥V: G ® H — Aé. Consider the natural map G — D(H) induced
by U, and let ¥*: AV — B be its associated map of bialgebras. Let 0: 1 — A ® B be the map that
corresponds to the composition

GxH—G®H— AL

Then W* is the adjoint of 6 under the natural equivalence A ® B = Hom(AY, B). In particular,
G — D(H) is an equivalence if and only if 0 is the unit of a duality in C.

Proof. Part (1) is clear since GLj ¢ is the largest submonoid of A} which is grouplike. Part (2) is [Lurl8a,
Propositions 3.8.1 and 3.8.5|. Part (3) is [Lurl8a, Proposition 3.9.9]. Finally, part (4) is [Lurl8a, Remark
3.8.4 and Proposition 3.8.5 (3)], but we give the details in the next paragraph.

By enlarging C via Yoneda and the Day convolution if necessary, we can assume that C admits countable
colimits and that the symmetric monoidal structure commutes with countable colimits in each variable.
Consider the prestack [H, A}] on Affc sending X to A}(X x H). If X = Spec® C one has that

Ap(X x H) = Mape(1,C ® A) = Mape(AY, C) = Mapgagc) (SymeA, C).
Then, [H,A}] is corepresented by the algebra SymeA"Y and the composition
G — D(H) — [H, Af]
arises from morphism of algebras
SymgAY — AY 5 B

By definition, the composite AY — Sym,AY — B is dual to the map 6. Since the composite AV —
SymgAY — AV is the identity, we deduce that U* is adjoint to 6 as wanted. O

2.4. Cartier duality in a six functor formalism. We now specialize the discussion of Cartier duality
from Section 23] to a six functor formalism. We fix a regular cardinal £ and assume that the six functor
formalisms are k-presentable as in Section [2.1], see Theorem [2.1.10]

Let (C, E) be a small geometric set up with finite limits and let D be a six functor formalism on (C, E).

Construction 2.4.1. Let S € C, recall from Theorem [2.1.2] that we have a symmetric monoidal functor
(—)*: (C%)H’OP — COI“I'(C/S) — KD,S — PrD’S.
Composing with the natural map (C/%)Op — CAlg((C/%)Op’u) one gets a coproduct-preserving functor

[=]": (CJ5)° — CAlg(Kp,s) — CAlg(Prps). (2.9)
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In other words, for X € C/ES, we also write X € Prp g when considered only as an object in the presentable
category of kernels, and [X|* when considered with its natural commutative algebra structure arising from
the map . More explicitly, let f: X — S be the structural map and Ax: X — X xg¢ X be the diagonal.
The unit S — [X]* is given by the x-pullback map f*: S — X, and the multiplication [X|* ® [X]* — [X]*
is given by *-pullback A% : X xg X — X.

Since Prp g is symmetric monoidal, the evaluation at the unit

Fung(S,—): Prp g — Pr”®

is lax symmetric monoidal. In particular, for &/ € CAlg(Prps) a commutative algebra, the category
D(«7) := Fung(S, &) is naturally endowed with a symmetric monoidal structure. In case o/ = [X]* arises
from an object X € C}ES via , this is nothing but the natural symmetric monoidal structure of the
category D(X) arising from the six functor formalism.

Passing to duals in the kernel category (cf. Theorem and using its self duality ([HM24) Proposition
4.1.4]), we get a functor

[—]r: Cfs — cCAlg(Kp,s). (2.10)

Informally, [X]; is the cocommutative coalgebra with co-unit [X]; — S given by the -pushforward fi: X —
S, and with multiplication [X]; — [X]i ® [X] given by A;: X — X xg X.

Passing to cocommutative algebra objects in and we obtain functors

[-]"+ (CMon(C/5))*” — bCAlg(Kp,s),

and

[—]1: CMon(C/g) — bCAlg(Kp,s).
If f: X — S is a commutative algebra object with multiplication m: X xg X — X and unit e: S — X,
the coalgebra structure of [X]* arises from the #-functors e*: X — S and m*: X — X xg X. Similarly,
the algebra structure of [X]; arises from the !-functors e;: S — X and my: X xg X — X. In particular,
the algebra structure of D([X]) arises from convolution along the !-pushforward of m: X xg¢ X — X.

Remark 2.4.2. The essential image of lands in the full subcategory of commutative algebras in du-
alizable objects in Prp . As Prp g is k-presentable by design, the functor lands in the small full
subcategory of commutative algebras of k-compact objects Prp g .. Therefore, for the sake of applying the
Cartier duality formalism of Section , it will suffice to work with Prp g .

We denote Afff) ¢ := CAlg(Prp s,)°. Given &/ € CAlg(Prp s,) we write Spec® (&) € Affp g for its
spectrum. In particular, if X € C}Es, we write Spec®[X]* € Aﬂ"ﬁs.ﬁ Let AJID,S € PShv(Afff g, CMon) be the
presheaf on commutative monoids sending an object Spec® &7 to the commutative monoid

D(#); € D()x
consisting on the largest anima contained in the symmetric monoidal category D(&7), of k-compact objects.
We let GL1p s C All),s be the group-like submonoid representing those elements . € D(&/) which are
invertible (note that since the six functor formalism is k-presentable, any invertible object in D(«7) is

automatically r-compact).
The following lemma describes the Cartier dual of a commutative grouplike object in C/E?g.

Proposition 2.4.3. Let D(—): PShv(Afff g, CMon) — PShv(Afff, g, CMon) be the Cartier duality functor
of Theorem . Let Kp g C Prp g be the category of kernels given by the essential image of the functor
Corr(C/ES) — Prpg. Let Affx 5 := CAlg(Kp s)°® C Al 5. Then the Cartier duality functor D preserves
the full subcategory CMon(Affk 5) C PShv(Afff; 5, CMon) and its restriction is given by the (opposite of
the) natural functor

bCAlg(Kp,5)™ = bCAlg(KP) = bCAlg(Kps) (2.11)

given by passing to the dual in the kernel category (and where in the second equality we use the natural
self-duality of [HM24], Proposition 4.1.4]).

60ne could just denote this object by X, but we prefer to make explicit the distinction in order to keep track in which
category the object lands.
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In particular, the composite
E yop Spec® ([-]7) op D
CMOH(C/S) E— CMOH(AffKﬁ) — CMOD(AffK,S)

(where the left arrow is induced from (2.9) after taking Specs) is given by the map
Spec’ ([—])): CMO]&(C}ES)Op — CMon(Affk s)

arising from ([2.10)) after taking Spec®.

Proof. By Theorem m (2) Cartier duality leaves stable bialgebras in dualizable objects of Prp g . Since
Kp,s is stable under passing to the dual, then Cartier duality also leaves stable bialgebras in Kp g which
yields (2.11)). The second claim that Cartier duality exchanges [X]|* and [X]; follows from Theorem [2.4.1|
and Theorem 2.3.21 O

Let X € CMOH(C}%) be a commutative monoid object. Theorem tells us that the Cartier dual

of [X]* in the category of kernels is given by [X]; (in other words, it is the identity in the underlying
object but exchanges * and ! (co)multiplications). In many examples, at least those discussed in this paper,
the Cartier dual of X already exists in Cfs. Using Theorem (4), the standard way to witness this

is by constructing a pairing with values in All)’ g (or GLyps if X is grouplike). We finish this section
by explaining how such pairing can be constructed from PShv(Cfg, CMon), the category of commutative
monoid prestacks on C/ES.

The natural functor F := Spec® ([—]*): Cfs — A ¢ arising from (2.9)) preserves finite products (as [—]*

is symmetric monoidal). Passing to left Kan extensions we obtain a colimit preserving and finite product
preserving functor of presheaves categories

Fy: PShv(CJg) — PShv(Afff o).

The right adjoint is the restriction functor F**: PShv(Afff o) — PShV(C/ES), which also preserves limits and
colimits. In particular, both Fi and F* are symmetric monoidal with respect to the cartesian symmetric
monoidal structure, and passing to commutative monoid objects (or equivalently, taking — ®an; CMon in
Pr) we obtain an adjunction

F: PShv(CJ5, CMon) = PShv(Afff) 5, CMon): F*

where both functors are symmetric monoidal with respect to the smashing tensor product of CMon.
The pullback F *A]B’S is the presheaf on C}ES sending an element X to the anima D(X), of k-compact

objects endowed with the monoidal structure given by the tensor product of D(X). Similarly, F*GL; p s
sends X to the commutative monoid of invertible elements in D(X) with respect to the natural tensor
product.

Suppose that XY € CMon(C/%) are commutative monoid objects and that we are given with a map

of commutative monoids h: X @ Y — F*A%)’S in PShv(C/ES, CMon) (or a pairing h: X ® Y — F*GL1p g

in case X and Y are grouplike). Taking F}, and using its symmetric monoidal structure for the smashing
tensor product, we get a map of commutative monoids in PShv(Afff; ¢, CMon)

Fih: Spec®[X]* @ Spec®[Y]* = (X ® Y) — FF*A}, g — Ay g

(and a map Spec”[X]* @ Spec®[Y]* — GL;p s in case X and Y are grouplike). Applying Theorem m
the map Fih induces a natural map of commutative monoids in Affﬁ} g

Spec([X]") — Spec([Y'],),
or equivalently, a natural map of commutative bialgebras in Kp g
FMp: [Y] — [X]" (2.12)
that we call the Fourier-Mukai transform of h: X ® Y — F*Allls. We have the following proposition.
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Proposition 2.4.4. Keep the previous notation, let X,Y € CMon(C}Es) be commutative monoid objects,

and h: X ® Y — F*A]ID’S a morphism of commutative monoids. Let FMp: [Y]) — [X]* be the Fourier-
Mukai transform of commutative bialgebras in Kp g. Then the sheaf F), € D(Y xg X) associated
to the underlying morphism of FMy, in Kp g is given by the natural sheaf associated to the composite
VXX 5V ®X = FrAp .

Proof. Let f: Y — S and g: X — S be the structural maps of ¥ and X. The evaluation map evy: Y xg
Y — S in Kp g is given by the composite fiAj, associated to the correspondence ¥ xg Y Ay i> S.
Let .7/ € D(Y xg X) be the sheaf associated to the map Y x X -+ Y ® X — F*Al .. By Theoremm

(4) the map FMy: Y — X of (2.12) is given as the composite
id®.7/
Y S Y g Y xg X Y S xg X = X.

Since evy = Ay, f*, a simple computations shows that this composite is nothing but the map ¥ — X
associated to .#] € D(Y xg X) =D(X xgY) = Fung(Y, X), proving what we wanted. O

Remark 2.4.5. Let X,Y € CMOH(C/ES) be commutative monoid objects and h: X ® Y — F"‘AllD g a pairing
giving rise to a Fourier-Mukai transform

FMp: [Y] —: [X]* (2.13)

given by the kernel .#;, € D(X xgY'). Then the dual of F M, gives rise to another morphism of commutative
bialgebras
FM: [ X) — [Y]*
whose underlying morphism is given by the same kernel .%;, € D(Y x g X) but exchanging the ! and *-maps.
In particular, passing to underlying categories, the Fourier-Mukai transform gives rise to a morphism of
commutative algebras
FMp: D([Y]) — D([X]")

(resp. FM) : D([X];) — D([Y]*)), where D([Y],) is endowed with the convolution product and D([X]*)
with the usual tensor product. In other words, the Fourier-Mukai transform sends the convolution tensor
product to the usual tensor product. Similarly, if f: X — S is the structural map and e: S — Y is the
unit map, then the Fourier Mukai transform preserves units, i.e. it makes the following diagram commute

D(S)
D(Y) 55> D

Remark 2.4.6. We keep the notation of Theorem Let g: S — S be a map in C, then the pullback
map ¢i: Kps — Kp g is symmetric monoidal, and it sends the Fourier-Mukai transform (2.12)) to a
Fourier-Mukai transform

(X).

gf]:/\/lh: [Y XS Sl]! — [X XS Sl]*
In particular, if F My, is an isomorphism then so is g7 FMy,.
Conversely, if h: S" — S satisfies universal *-descent, then the functor gf: Kp ¢ — Kp g is conservative
by [HM24] Proposition 4.3.1]. Thus, if g*F My, is an equivalence then so is FMj,.

Definition 2.4.7. Let X, Y € CMon(C/%) be commutative monoid objects and h: X ® Y — F*Al .. We

say that h induces a 1-categorical Cartier duality if the Fourier-Mukai transform of (2.12) is an isomorphism.
If that is the case, we say that Y is a 1-categorical Cartier dual of X.

Remark 2.4.8. In Theorem [2.4.7] we intentionally do not say that Y is the Cartier dual of X as this statement
does not make sense in the present discussion of Cartier duality; Cartier duality ought to be (at least) an
antiequivalence of dualizable commutative bialgebras, and neither X or Y are dualizable in C. When
passing to the kernel category, the objects [X]* and [Y]* acquire the structure of dualizable commutative
bialgebras, and only there it makes sense to discuss the notion of Cartier duality as in Theorem [2.3.2] Of

course, unless one has strong Tannaka duality properties, it is too naive to expect that the object X € C/ES

*

can be recovered from its incarnation [X]* in the category of kernels.
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A far more satisfying and general Cartier duality that solves the aforementioned problems is the one
in Gestalten discovered by Scholze and Stefanich where one not only encodes the Cartier duality at a 1-
categorical level as in Theorem but at all higher categorical levels, we refer to [Sch25a] and to their
future work for this theory.

2.5. Descent and Cartier duality. We finish this section with a discussion of how the passage to sheaves
for a suitable analogue of the !-topology can be used to simplify some computations in Cartier duality. We
will apply this discussion to the presentable category of kernels of a six functor formalism satisfying the
categorical Kiinneth formula, and hence by Theorem to a 2-category of linear categories. The following
ideas are entirely motivated by the theory of Gestalten of Scholze and Stefanich, in particular we will borrow
some of their terminology.

2.5.1. Descent in Pry. Let V be a k-presentable symmetric monoidal stable category and let Pry :=
Mody (Pr®) be the category of k-presentable symmetric monoidal V-linear categories. Consider CAlg(V)
the category of commutative algebras in V and let 0Affy, be its opposite category, similarly, we let 1Affy,
be the opposite category of CAlg(Pry). One has a fully faithful embedding CAlg(V) — CAlg(Pry) given
by A — Mod (V) [Lurl?, Corollary 4.8.5.21|. The categories 0Affy and 0Affy, admit small limits, and the
inclusion 0Affy, C 1Affy, preserves them.

Given A € CAlg(Pry) we let Spec” A € 1Affy, be its associated object in the opposite category. Similarly,
if A € CAlg(V) we denote Spec” A € 0Affy, for its corresponding object. Notice that we have a natural
identification Spec” A = Spec” (Mod 4(V)) via the fully faithful inclusion 0Affy, < 1Affy,. Conversely, given
X € 1Affy we shall write D(X) for its corresponding object in CAlg(Pry), and let (X)) = End]];(x)(l)
denote the commutative algebra in V given by endomorphisms of the unit in D(X). Finally, given X € 1Affy,
we denote Pry := Modpx)(Pry) = Modpx)(Pr®).

To define the analogue of the !-topology in 1Affy, one needs the following key definitions (see [Sch25al,
Lecture VIJ):

Definition 2.5.1. Consider amap f: Y — X in 1Affy such that D(X) — D(Y") is a k-presented morphism.
(1) We say that f is 1-suave if the pullback functor

fik: PI’X — Pry

admits a Prx-linear left adjoint fi4: Pry — Prx.

(2) We say that f is I-étale if any diagonal Y — YS"/X (with S™ the n-th sphere) is 1-suave.

(3) We say that f is O-suave if it is 1-étale and the natural map fi: f13D(Y) — D(X) in Prx admits a
right adjoint in Prx. If this holds for all diagonals of f, we say that it is 0-étale.

(4) We say that f is O-prim if the pullback map f*: D(X) — D(Y) admits a right adjoint f, in Prx.
If this holds for all diagonals of f we say that it is O-proper.

Remark 2.5.2. (1) In Theorem [2.5.1] (3), the natural map fi: f14D(Y) — D(X) arises as follows. Since
[ is 1-étale, the pullback fi': Prx — Pry has a linear left adjoint f; ;. Thus, f1,f{ is a comonad
and fi is the counit map f1;D(Y) = fi,ffD(X) = D(X). The D(X)-dual of f is nothing but the
pullback map f*: D(X) — D(Y). In particular, if f is O-suave then f* also admits a linear left
adjoint fy which is nothing but the dual of the right adjoint f Yof fi.

(2) The definition of 0 and 1-suave map of Theorem [2.5.1]is compatible with those of [Sch25a), Definition
6.16]. Indeed, using the language of loc. cit., we are working with 1-affine Gestalten over V which by
[Sch25al, Proposition 6.10 (i)] are 1-proper over V. By [Sch25a, Proposition 6.21] any k-presented
morphism in 1Affy is 2-étale. In particular, the pullback map f5: 2Prx — 2Pry of presentable
2-categories satisfies ambidexterity so that the functor fz.: 2Pry — 2Prx is both a left and right
adjoint of f5, and fo.lopr, = Pry € 2Prx is dualizable. Thus, thanks to the discussion after
[Sch25al, Definition 6.16], the requirement of f being 1l-suave is equivalent to f;: Prx — Pry
admitting a linear left adjoint. The condition of being 0-suave is then identical to that of loc. cit.

(3) Following Theorem any k-presented map f: Y — X in 1Affy is 1-prim. More precisely, the
pullback f{: Prx — Pry has a linear right adjoint f; . given by the forgetful functor as Pry =
Modpy)(Prx). Since this holds for all diagonals of f, we say that f is 1-proper. On the other
hand, by Theorem down below any k-presented map f: Y — X in OAffy is 1-étale, and the
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pullback f*: D(X) — D(Y) has a linear right adjoint f. as D(Y) = Modgx)D(X) (this right
adjoint preserves k-compact objects so it is a right adjoint in Prx). Hence, f is 0-prim, and since
this holds after passing to diagonals it is O-proper.

For more examples of properties of morphisms of Gestalten we refer to [Sch25a), Lectures 6-9].

The following lemma gives some formal properties of the maps introduced in Theorem [2.5.1]

Lemma 2.5.3. The following hold:

(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)
(5)

Proof.

Let f: Y — X be a map in 0Affy such that O(X) — O(Y) is k-presented, then f is 1-étale.
Moreover, let f{: Prx — Pry be the pullback map, then there is a natural identification of functors
fi14 = f1,« between the left and right adjoint of f7.

Let (C,E) be a small geometric set up with finite limits, and let D be a k-presentable six functor

formalism on (C,E) with values in Pry. Let X € C and suppose that Dx: C/E)’(Op — Prpx) s

Kiinneth, i,e, preserves finite coproducts. Then for all !-able map Y — X, the map Spec” DY) —
Spec” D(X) is 1-suave in Pry. If in addition any diagonal of Y — X is Kiinneth,

Spec” D(Y) — Spec” D(X)

1s 1-étale.
Let f: Y — X be a 1-suave (resp. 1-étale or 0-suave, prim, étale and proper maps) in 1Affy,. Then
the same holds for any base change f': Y — X' with g: X — X' a map in 1Affy,.

Consider a diagram Z 4y i) X in 1Affy, if f and g are 1-suave (resp. 0-suave or 0-prim) then
sois fog.

Consider a diagram Z Sy i> X in 1Affy. Suppose that f is 1-étale (resp. 0-proper or 0-étale).
Then g is 1-étale (resp. 0-proper or 0-étale) if and only if fog is 1-étale (resp. O-proper or 0-étale).

(1) Consider the functor D: 0Aff}” — CAlg(Pry) mapping X to D(X). Note that for any f: ¥ —
X in 0Affy such that 0(X) — O(Y) is k-compactly presented, the pullback map f*: D(X) — D(Y)
has a linear right adjoint f, in Pr®, and this satisfies base change. Letting ¥ = P be k-presented
maps, and letting I be equivalences, by [HM24] Proposition 3.3.3] we can promote D to a six functor
formalism on 0Affy, with all k-presented maps being !-able. It is obvious that D is Kiinneth, hence
part (1) follows from part (2). The identification of fiy and fi . follows from Theorem [2.1.7]
For (2), since Dy is Kiinneth, the functor

FunX(X,—): KD,X — PrD(X)

is symmetric monoidal by Theorem Since all the objects of Kp x are self dual, the same holds
for D(Y') € Prp(x) and Y — X a l-able map. Hence, the base change

fiki PrD(X) — PI’D(y)
is naturally identified with the functor Funpx)(D(Y'), —), proving that it admits a linear left adjoint
f1,4 as wanted. Note that by the ambidexterity of theorem one can even identify f; y with fi ..
Now, if in addition all diagonal of ¥ — X is Kiinneth, then for f: Y — X and any n € N, one has
that

Spec” D(YS"/X) = Spec(D(Y))Sn/Specv D(X)

where S™ is the n-th sphere. By the previous discussion we know that Spec” D(Y') — Spec? D(X5"/X)
is 1-suave, this proves that Spec” D(Y) — Spec” D(X) is 1-étale as wanted.
Suppose that f: Y — X is l-suave, and let g: X’ — X with base change. Then one has that

Pry: = Pry ®pr, Prx
in 2Pr®. Thus, if f{': Prx — Pry has a linear left adjoint then so does its base change to Prx,
proving the stability of 1-suave maps under base change. The same argument holds for 1-étale maps
since the base change commutes with diagonals, and similarly for O-proper and 0-prim maps. For
0-suave maps, the left adjoint f5: Pry — Prx base changes to the left adjoint f] g: Pryr — Prxo.
In particular, evaluating the counit at 1, one has that the map f/: f] hD(Y’) — D(X’) is the base
change along D(X) — D(X’) of the map fi: f1,D(Y) — D(X), in particular f] admits a right
adjoint if f, does so.
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(4) To see that 1-suave maps are stable under composition, consider the induced pullback maps

Py s Pry % pry. 214)

By hypothesis both f; and g7 admit a linear left adjoint, and then so does the composite. By (5)
down below, we know that 1-étale maps are stable under composition (this only uses the stability
of 1-suave maps under pullbacks and composition which have already been proved). The case of
0-prim maps is proven in the same way.
Suppose now that f and g are 1-suave, then they are 1-étale and then so is its composite. Passing
to left adjoints in we find that the map (f o g)i: (fog)14D(Z) — D(X) is the composite
(/ 0 9)1aD(2) 4% f1,D(v) &5 D(X).

Thus, if both functors g and fi admit right adjoints, then so do the functor fi4(gr) (as fi4 is a
2-functor and therefore it preserves adjoints) and fio fi4(g1) = (f o 9).

(5) We first see that if g and f are 1-étale, then so is f o g. For that, let n € N, we have a cartesian
square in 1Affy,

Z8" Y 75"/ X

| |

Yy — 5 yo'/X,

Since f is 1-étale, the map Y — Y5"/X is 1-suave and then so is Z°"/Y — Z5"/X by base change
and part (3). Since g is 1-étale the map Z — Z5"/Y is 1-suave, proving that Z — Z5"/Y — z5"/X
is 1-suave by stability of 1-suave maps under composition (4). The same argument shows that
0-proper and 0-étale maps are stable under composition.

Conversely, suppose that f o g is 1-étale, we want to show that g is 1-étale. First note that by
definition 1-étale maps are stable under taking diagonals. Note that the map Y x x Z — Y is 1-étale
being the base change of Z — X along Y — X. We also have a cartesian square

J —— Y xx Z

! |

Y — Y xxY

;id .

making the map Z M Y Xx Z a 1-étale map as Y — Y xx Y is 1-étale. It follows that the

composite Z — Y Xx Z — Y is 1-étale, proving what we wanted. The same argument holds for
0-étale and proper maps as they are stable under taking diagonals.

O

We can now define the analogue of the -topology for the objects in 1Affy,. Following Scholze and Ste-
fanich, this is the natural Grothendieck topology of Gestalten [Sch25a] when restricted to 1-affine Gestalten.

Definition 2.5.4. A k-small family of 1-étale maps {f;: Y; — X} in 1Affy is called a 1-étale cover if the
natural map

Prx = lim  Pryg,,,
(In],re)€ATP
is an equivalence, where Ay is as in [HM24 Definition A.4.5], and {Y¥{f;;,)}acr is the Cech nerve of
v = X},
Lemma 2.5.5. Let {f;: Y; — X}ier be a k-small family of 1-étale maps in 1Affy, then the following are
equivalent:
(1) The natural map
PrX — im Pl’y([n
([n]vb0)eAc])p

l.ie)

s an equivalence.
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(2) The natural map
PrX — m Pl’y([n
([n]vb0)eAc])p

l.ie)

if 2-fully faithful.
(3) Let fi1: Prx — Pry, be the pullback map and let fi14: Pry, — Prx be its linear left adjoint. For
([n],ie) € Ar let fin)ia): Yin)ie) — X be the structural map. Then the natural map

hgf(.[n],i,),LﬁD(Y([n],i.)) — D(X)
AP
s an equivalence in Pry
Proof. 1t is clear that (1) implies (2). For (2) if and only if (3), let G: Prx — @([n] 1) A% Pry, be the
ste I

natural map, since each composite Prxy — Pry( .., has a linear left adjoint f((,)4,),1,4, then so does the

[n]ie)

functor F' (by [HM24, Lemma D.4.7 (i)]) and it is given by
F=mfn s m Pryg,,, = Prx.
AP ([n],ce)eAT?

Thus, G is fully faithful if and only if F'G — idp,, is an equivalence. Since both G and F' are Prx-linear,
this holds if and only if it does after evaluating at the unit, i.e. if and only if FG(D(X)) — D(X) is an
equivalence.

For (2) implies (1), let (M, ,))a; be a cocartesian section of li%mA?p f(.[n],i.),1,ﬁD(Y([n],i-))' We want to

see that the natural map GF((M([n)4,))a;) = (M(n),4.))a; 1S an equivalence. This boils down to proving
that for all ([n],7s) € As one has that

(B0 fo ..M ) ©6) Do) = Moo (2.15)
A7

is an equivalence. But

(H03 £l i), 1,6M 1), 0)) ®D) DViong0)) = B0 f (et 1) 7awja) Mt 1]iasce)

A% AP
(with ie x jo = (0, %n; Jo, - - -5 Jm)) since M) ;,) is cocartesian. This last diagram is split with colimit
M((m) j.)» Proving that (2.15) is an equivalence as wanted. O

Remark 2.5.6. Let AnRing be the category of analytic rings. The functor of quasi-coherent sheaves
D: AnR|ng — PrD(Zcond)

preserves finite colimits by [RC25, Proposition 4.1.14]. Hence, if f: A — B is a !-able map of analytic
rings, Theorem (2) implies that D(A) — D(B) is a 1-étale map in Prp(geonay (up to restricting to
k-presentable six functors). Furthermore, Theorem together with [HM24, Lemma 4.2.7] imply that f
is a l-cover of analytic rings if and only if D(A) — D(B) induces a 1-étale cover in 1Affpconay.

Definition 2.5.7. We define the 1-étale topology on 1Affy, to be the Grothendieck topology where the
covering sieves of an object X € Affy, are those that contain a 1-étale cover as in Theorem

Remark 2.5.8. The 1-étale topology is a well defined Grothendieck topology thanks to the stability of 1-étale
maps under composition and base change of Theorem [2.5.3]

Lemma 2.5.9. Let {f;: Y; = X} be a 1-étale cover in 1Affy,. Then the following holds:
(1) The cover {f;} is subcanonical. More precisely, the natural map D(X) — Y&HAI D(Y([n),ia)) with

transition maps giwen by x-pullbacks is an equivalence of presentable categories.
(2) The natural map of k-compact objects

D(X)n = l.ﬁlD(Y([n},i.))m
Aj

s an equivalence.
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(3) Let D(X)dal © D(X) be the full subcategory of dualizable objects. Then the natural map

X )dual @ D(Y([n) ,i.))dual

s an equivalence.
Proof. By definition, we have an equivalence of presentable 2-categories

G: PI’X l} @ Pry([n]’i.).
(In],ce)€AT”

In particular, looking at the right adjoint H of G, we have the equivalence D(X) = HG(D(X)) which
translates precisely to (1). For part (2), since Pry = Mody (Pr”), pullback maps preserve x-compact objects
by definition, and therefore (1) restricts to an equivalence as in (2). Finally, for (3), we clearly have a fully
faithful map

D(X)dual N h&lD(n[nLi.))dual.
Ar

It is left to see that if M € D(X) is such that its pullback to J[; D(Y;) is dualizable, then M is so.
Let finlia): Y(jnli) — X be the structural map of the Cech nerve of {Y; — X}, and let M(p,;,) =
f([n} i )M Then the objects M((,);,) are dualizable, and their duals MY ([n]sie) form a cocartesian section of
L A, D(Y([n,i0) y4ual this cocartesian section descends to an object N € D(M). Furthermore, the unit and
counit w1tness1ng the duality of M (Insie) and M((,)4,) are cocartesian and descent in a unit and counit map
1> N®M —1in D(X). It is clear that these yield the unit and counit of a duality by descent. O

When restricted to morphisms in 0Affy,, a 1-étale cover is the same as a descendable cover, provided the
unit in V is compact.

Lemma 2.5.10. Let {f;: Y; — X}ier be a family of maps in OAffy such that O(X) — O(Y;) is k-

presented. Suppose that the unit inV is compact. Then {f;} is a 1-étale cover if and only if there is a finite

subfamily Yi,,...,Y;, — X that forms a descendable cover of X, that is, such that the map of algebras
0X)— 1, ( Zk) is descendable in V.

Proof. By theorem m (1), given g: Z — W a k-presentable map in 0Affy, the left and right adjoints g; 4
and g1 « of g7 : Priy — Prz are naturally identified. Therefore, by Theorem (3), {fi} is a 1-étale cover
if and only if the natural map

@D( ([n]ie)) — D(X)

is an equivalence in Pr®, where the transition maps are given by forgetful functors. Passing to right adjoints,
this is equivalent for the natural functor

) — &_ m D (Y{(n] 4,) (2.16)

to be an equivalence, where transition maps are upper !-functors (which by definition are nothing but the
right adjoints to the forgetful functors, see the six functor formalism constructed in the proof of (1) of
Theorem . Suppose that (2.16]) holds, then (X)) = hﬂAI Hom s x)(O(Y{(n),ia))s €(X)), and since the
unit of V' is compact, then so is the unit of D(X) = Modg(x)(V), and there exists a finite subset I C I
and an index m such that €(X) is a retract of li IEAI Hom g x)(0(Y([n) i) €(X)). In particular, 0(X)
is in the thick tensor ideal in D(X) generated by the algebra [Licy ©(Yi), proving that {Yy — X} is a
descendable cover. Conversely, if there is a finite subset I’ C I such that {Y; — X};cp is a descendable
cover of X, then by [Matl6, Corollary 3.42] the natural functor of Theorem [2.5.5] (2) is an equivalence for
I’ instead of I, and then so is for I being a subcover. O
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2.5.2. Cartier duality in Pry. We finish our discussion of Cartier duality with a general theorem that will
be helpful in identifying Cartier duals of quasi-affine analytic group stacks from a pairing under some suave
or prim conditions. Consider the small full subcategory 1Aff}; C 1Affy, spanned by those algebras in Pry
which are k-compact, equivalently, we let Aff}; be the opposite of the category of commutative algebras in
the full subcategory Pry . of k-compact objects in V.

Let Shv(1Aff};) be the category of sheaves with respect to the 1-étale topology of Theorem we let
Shv (1Aff;, Sp~q) C Shv(1Aff;, CMon) be the categories of connective spectra and commutative monoids
on Shv(1Aff%).

Lemma 2.5.11. Let A\l, be the presheaf on 1Aff}, given by X — D(X)., and let GL;y C A]l) be the
subsheaf of invertible objects, see Theorem|2.5.1. Then A]l/ and GL1y are sheaves for the 1-étale topology.
In particular, if G € PShv(Aff},, CMon) is a presheaf on a commutative monoid, then its Cartier dual

D(G) = Hom(G, A3,)
1s a 1-étale sheaf.

Proof. The case of A}, follows from Theorem m (2). The case of invertible objects follows from Theo-
rem [2.5.9] (3) and the fact that a dualizable object M is invertible if and only if the unit map 1 — MY ® M
is an equivalence (which can be checked by descent).

Finally, the claim about the Cartier duals is formal from the fact that A‘l, is a sheaf for the 1-étale
topology. O

Proposition 2.5.12. Let G € Shv(1Aff;, Sps) be a connective spectra object in Shv(1Afff;), and consider
its Cartier dual

D(G) := Hom(G, GLy ) = Hom(G, A},),

in Shv(1Aff};, Spsg). Let e: x — G be the unit map, and let QG = * X * be the loops of G. The following
holds:

(1) Suppose that G is represented by an object in AffY;, and therefore it is also the case for the loops
QG = * xg *. Suppose that the categories D(G),D(QG) € Pry are dualizable, and that x — G is a
1-étale cover. Then D(G) and D(QG) are also represented in AffY, and we have a fiber sequence in
Shv (1Aff};, Spg)

D(G) — * — D(QG).

(2) Keep the same hypothesis of (1). Suppose that there exists an object H € Shv(1Afff;, Sps) repre-
sented in Aff}, such that D(H) € Pry is dualizable. Suppose that the unit map e: * — H is a 1-étale
cover and that we have a fiber sequence

D(G) — « — H.
Then one has a natural equivalence of sheaves of connective spectra
D(H) = QG,

and hence, after taking duals again, a natural equivalence D(QQG) = H. In particular, Cartier duality
sends the fiber/cofiber sequence QG — x — G to the fiber cofiber sequence QH — x — H.

Proof. (1) Note that Pry , contains all the dualizable objects since V is k-presentable. Since the cate-
gories D(G) and D(QG) € Pry are dualizable, the Cartier duals D(G) and D(QG) are represented
in Afff, by Theorem [2.3.2] (2).
Now, by assumption the map * — G is a 1-étale cover. This produces a fiber/cofiber sequence of
connective spectrum objects

QG -« —= G

in Shv(1Aff};, Sps), since D is a right adjoint, one obtains a fiber sequence of connective spectra
D(G) — x — D(QG)
proving part (1).
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Suppose that there is H € Shv(1Aff};, Spy() as in (2). Applying (1) to the fiber/cofiber sequence
D(G) — x — H, one has a fiber sequence of connective spectrum objects

D(H) — * — D(D(G)).

Since Cartier duality is an anti-involution for objects corepresented by dualizable categories thanks
to Theorem [2.3.2] (2), we have that D(D(G)) = G. We deduce that D(H) = QG, and by applying
the anti-equivalence again that D(2G) = H. This proves (2).

O

Let us specialize Theorem to the case of quasi-affine commutative monoids in analytic stacks.
Consider the small subcategory C C AnStk of analytic stacks as in Section[2.2] and let S = AnSpec A € C be
an affinoid analytic stack. In the following we identify the objects X € Prp ¢ with D(X') via the equivalence
Prp,s = Prp(g) of Theorem . In particular, if X € C/ES, the commutative algebra [X]* of Theorem
is identified with the symmetric monoidal category D(X). Following the notation of Section , we let
Spec®[X]* € Affp(s) be the object corepresented by the algebra [X]*. Note that Spec®[S]* is nothing but
the final object in Affp(g) that we are denoting by *.

Theorem 2.5.13. Keep the previous notation. The following holds:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Let f: G — AnSpec A be a!-able quasi-affinoid grouplike commutative monoid. Suppose thate: S —
BG satisfies universal D'-descent, so that BG is !-able over S. Then the induced map e: * —
Spec®[BG]* in Affp(s) is a 1-étale !-cover with Cech nerve given by {Spec’[G®]*} pop where G* is
the Cech nerve ofe: S — BG inC.

Suppose that f: G — S is a suave quasi-affinoid grouplike commutative monoid. Then the Cartier
dual D(Spec® ([BG]*)) = Spec®([BG):) is represented by an object in OAffB(S), i.e. it is 0-affine and
k-presentable. The underlying commutative algebra of [BG], is given by the endormorphisms of the
unit eyl € D(BG), that is by Hompg(eil,e11) € D(A). By suaveness of e and proper base change,
the underlying module of this algebra is equivalent to fif'1 € D(A).

Keep the assumptions of (2). Let H be an affinoid grouplike commutative monoid over S with
induced analytic ring structure. Let p: H x BG — GLy ¢ be a pairing of commutative monoids,
where GLq ¢ is the sheaf on C representing invertible elements in the underlying category of quasi-
coherent sheaves. Then the underlying map

Spec®([H]*) = Spec®([BG])
induced by the Fourier-Mukai transform (2.12) arises from a unique map of commutative algebras
mV
fif1— O(H). (2.17)
Furthermore, the map (2.17) as A-modules corresponds to the element in

Hom, (fif'1, 0(H)) =T(H x G) (2.18)

given by the preimage of the universal invertible element in QGLq ¢ via the pairing H x G —
QGLq c.
Keep the assumptions in (2), let H be an affinoid grouplike commutative monoid over S with induced
analytic ring structure. Suppose we are given with a pairing v: H @ BG — GLy ¢ such that the
Cartier duality map

Spec®([H]*) = Spec” ([BG):)

s an equivalence. Suppose that h: S — BH is descendable. Then the pairing BH®G = H® BG —
GLy ¢ wnduces an isomorphism

Spec® ([G]*) = Spec® ([BH))).

In other words, v induces a 1-categorical Cartier duality as in Theorem [2.4.7 between G and BH,
and BG and H respectively.
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Remark 2.5.14. (1) In Theorem [2.5.13] the identification (2.18)) holds by proper base change and pro-

(2)

jection formula along the cartesian square

Hx G 2o,

G
erl lf
H—2 45
together with the fact that f: G — S is suave and g: H — x is prim, which produces an equivalence
of functors ff' = fof*, with fy the left adjoint of f*. Indeed, we have that
Homg (fif'1g, g«1#) = Homs(filg, guln) =
Homg(1g, f*g«lu) = fuf 9«1l = [ Pra « pry 1y =T(H x G).
Let GLq ¢ be as in theorem [2.5.13[ (3). Then QGL;j ¢ is the sheaf on C sending an analytic ring
A to the commutative monoid of units in A (x), equivalently, to the commutative monoid of auto-
morphisms of 1 € D(A).

Proof of Theorem[2.5.13 (1) By Theorem the map * — BG is Kiinneth. In particular, the Cech

nerve of Spec®[S]* — Spec®[BG]* is given by Spec®[G*]*, equivalently, we have that D(x) ®p(BG)
D(x) = D(G). Furthermore, the diagonal map BG — BG x BG can be also written as G\G/G —
B(G x G), and so it is represented in quasi-affine schemes. It follows by an inductive argument
that the n-th diagonal of BG is given by BG — G\Gsn_l/G (and S™ is the n-th sphere). In
particular, G > G\GSR?1 /G is a l-cover representable in quasi-affine analytic stacks, and by
Theorem the map BG — G\GS" ' /G is Kiinneth. It follows by Theorem (2) that the
map Spec”[S]* — Spec®[G]* is a 1-étale map. Since S — BG is a !-cover, we have a natural
equivalence

D(BG) = lim D(G*)

AO°P|

where the transition maps are given by lower l-maps. It follows from Theorem [2.5.5 (3) that
Spec®[S]* — Spec®[G]* is a 1-étale cover in 1Affp(s)-
Suppose that f: G — S is suave and let e: S — BG. The Cartier dual D([BG]*) = [BG], has unit
er: D(A) — D(BG). Thus, to see that [BG]; is O-affine it suffices to show that D(BG) is isomorphic
to the module category of endormophisms of e;1 which are given by Hompg(eil, e11) = e'el € D(A).
Since e: S — BG is suave as G is so, the functor €' is D(A)-lineal and by the monadicity theorem
we have an equivalence of categories

D(BG) = Mod,,,;(D(A)).

Since the six functor formalism is k-presentable, and €' is the right adjoint of e; in the kernel category,
one has that e'e)l € D(A), is k-compact. The final statement relating e'e;1 with fif'l € D(A)
follows from suaveness of f, and proper base change on the cartesian square

G—S

]

S —— BG.

Let f: G — S be as in (2), and let H be an affinoid grouplike commutative monoid over S with the
induced analytic ring structure. Let ¢: H ® BG' — GLj ¢ be a pairing of commutative monoids.
By Cartier duality and the 0-affiness of (2) we have an induced map

Spec® ([H]*) — Spec® ([BG);) (2.19)

in OAffy. The underlying algebra of [H]* is given by &(H), and the underlying module of the
algebra of [BG], is given by e'e;1 = fif'1. The map (2.19) gives rise to a morphism of A-modules

fif1— O(H)

that we want to determine.
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Since * — Spec”[BG]* is a 1-étale cover in 1Affp(g), we have that
Spec®[BG]* = B(Spec®[G]*)
as connective spectral sheaves on 1Aff1>5( $)- Hence, we have that

SpecS[BGh = ID)(SpeCS[BG]*) = Hom(SpecS[BG]*, GL; p(g)) = Hom(SpecS[G]*, QIGLLD(S)).
Now, the pairing v gives rise to a map
Spec[H]" — Hom(Spec®[G]*, ' GLy p(s))

which by construction is induced by the adjoint to the loops of the map v, that is the map H QG —
QAGLj ¢. Since G is suave, part (2) implies that Hom(Spec®[G]*, QlGLLD(S)) is corepresented by
the algebra fif'l € D(A). Let € be the sheaf on 1Affp(4) sending Y to &(Y). Then we have
a natural inclusion QlGLl,D(S) — O with essential image given by the units of the sheaf &. To
determine the underlying map of modules fif'1 — ¢(H) it suffices to describe the composition

Spec®[H]* — Hom(SpeCS[G]*,QlGLLD(A)) — Map(Spec®[G]*, €) (2.20)

seen as sheaves on 0-affine objects 0Affp(4). Indeed, if X is a 0-affine object with algebra ¢'(X) €
D(A), then

Map(Spec”[G]*, 0)(X) = T(G, [*€(X)) = 7>Homa(f1f'1, 0(X)) = Mapcaign(ay) (Symafif 1, 0(X)),

where in the second equivalence we have used the identification of Theorem (2). In other
words, Map(Spec®[G]*, €) is corepresented by the algebra Sym 4 fif'1. Thus, the composite (2.20)
corresponds to the map of A-modules fif'1 — ¢(H) associated to the global section T' € T'(H x G)
that comes from the universal unit of QGL; ¢ via the pairing H x G — Q0GLq ¢, proving what we
wanted.

(4) Finally we prove (4). Since G is suave, the map S — BG is a !-cover of analytic stacks. Similarly,
since S — BH is prim and descendable, it is a !-cover of analytic stacks. Part (1) implies that
the associated maps in Affp;y are 1-étale covers. Thus, the 1-categorical Cartier duality between
H and BG and Theorem (2) yields the 1-categorical Cartier duality between BH and G as
wanted.

O

3. EXAMPLES

In this section we produce different examples of Cartier duality in algebraic/analytic stackﬂ The strategy
is always the same: one starts with a concrete easy-to-prove Cartier duality between two concrete quasi-
affine abelian group stacks where Theorem can be directly applied. Then, using descent techniques
in the category of kernels, one deduces a Cartier duality for more stacky objects.

We let C C AnStk denote the small full subcategory of analytic stacks of Section 2.2} it consists of a
sufficiently large full subcategory of analytic stacks stable under finite limits and countable colimits, and
containing all the analytic rings that we are interested in. We recall the following definition from the
previous section.

Definition 3.0.1. We let GL; ¢: C — CMon be the functor sending an analytic stack X to its commutative
monoid of invertible objects GL1 ¢(X) := D(X)*.

Remark 3.0.2. Since invertible objects satisfy *-descent, GL; ¢ is a sheaf for the Grothendieck topology of
analytic stacks. Let S € C and consider the functor

F: =Spec®([-]%): Cfg — Affp g
of Section By definition we have that GLl,C‘cfS = F*GLps.

"Some of the Cartier duality results of this paper are already mentioned in [RC24]. The proofs in loc. cit. have some
missing details that we correct here.
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By the assumptions on our category C of analytic stacks, we have that G,, € C, and since C is stable
under finite limits and countable colimits, we have BG,, := AnSpec(Z®"!)/G,, € C. In the examples of
this paper, Cartier duality will arise from a pairing with values in BG,,, this is justified thanks to the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.0.3. The analytic stack BG,, € AnStk represents the functor sending an analytic ring A to the
full subanima of objects of GL1¢(A) C D(A) consisting on those invertible sheaves L € D(A) such that
after taking pullbacks along a '-cover A — B, Lp is a line bundle isomorphic to B. In particular, BG,,
defines a commutative monoid in C and there is a natural map of commutative monoids

BGm — GLI,C-

Proof. Consider the stack Pic of line bundles on analytic rings, that is, the stack given by the !-sheafification
of the functor sending an analytic ring A to the commutative monoid of trivial line bundles on D(A). The
trivial line bundle gives rise to a map e: AnSpec(Z°"!) — Pic which is surjective by definition. The
group of isomorphisms of the map e is precisely the group sending an analytic ring A to the units in
End4(A”) = A" (%), that is, the group G,,. This gives rise to the presentation BG,, = Pic. By construction,
Pic C GLq ¢ as commutative monoid, giving rise to the desired map BG,, — GL1 ¢ as wanted. (]

Remark 3.0.4. Since G, is naturally a Z-module, BG,, also has an additional structure of Z-module refining
its commutative monoid structure. Therefore, if G and H are Z-module objects in C, in order to produce a
bilinear pairing G x H — GL1 ¢ of commutative group objects, it suffices to produce a Z-bilinear pairing
H x G — BG,, and compose with the natural map of commutative group objects BG,, — GL1c.

3.1. Cartier duality for tori. We start with the most basic Cartier duality between Z and G,,. Let us
first discuss the suave side of the duality, that is, Zpett;. For any discrete set X, Xpetti is cohomologically
étale ([HM24, Definition 4.6.1]) over * = AnSpec(Z°"!) being a disjoint union of points. This makes
BZpetti the quotient of * by an étale group in C, and so it is a !-able stack that is cohomologically étale
(JHM24, Lemma 4.6.3 (ii)]).

Lemma 3.1.1. Let g: Zpetti — AnSpec Z be the structural map. Then there is an equivalence gl =
931 = @, cnZ of condensed abelian groups.

Proof. This follows by writing Zpett; as an union of points. O
Next, we discuss the prim side of the Cartier duality, that is G,,. We need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1.2. The map e: AnSpec(Z<"Y) — BG,, is prim and descendable. In particular BG,, is !-able
over 7.4,

Proof. The map e is prim being representable in affinoid analytic stacks with the induced structure. Since
Z[T*'] is a flat condensed abelian group, Theorem implies that D(BG,,)" is the abelian category
of Z[T*'-comodules in condensed abelian groups. Then, e,1 lies in D(BG,,)" and is isomorphic to the
regular representation Z[T*!]. The descendability follows from the fact that the trivial representation of
Gy, is a direct summand of the regular representation. O

We let @: Zpetti X Gy, — Gy, be the natural multiplication map arising form the Z-module structure of
Gy, We have the following Cartier duality:

Proposition 3.1.3. The pairing ®: Zpett; X G — Gy, gives 1ise to 1-categorical Cartier dualities
[BGm]' = [ZBetti]>|< and [Gm]' = [BZBetti]>|<
in Kp anspeczeond as in Theorem [2.4.7

Proof. Thanks to Theorem [2.5.13} since f: Zpetti — AnSpec Z¢" is suave and AnSpec Z<*! — BG,, is
descendable, it suffices to show that the induced global section of W gives rise to an isomorphism

fil = Z[T*Y.
We have that
T(Zpeti X Gm) = [ [ ZIT*]
Z
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and the global section given by W is the tuple (T™),en. This produces the map
fil=z— z[T*

nel

sending the n-th term basis the dirct sum to 7™, proving that it is an isomorphism as wanted. U

It is now easy to improve Theorem to a stacky statement, this will imply in particular a Cartier
duality for arbitrary tori. In the following, we let GL,, be the general linear group of degree n (note that
GL; = Gy, which is different from what we are denoting GL; ¢).

Theorem 3.1.4. Let Latt be the algebraic stack of finite free Zpetsi-lattices, that is, the algebraic stack whose
values in an analytic ring A consists on Zpetti-modules M over AnSpec(A) that, locally in the !-topology,
are isomorphic to Zg.; for some n € N. The following hold:

(1) Consider the map f: | |, ey BGLn(Z)Betti — Latt where the lattices in the left terms are induced by
the standard represetations. Then f is an equivalence of analytic stacks.

(2) Let V be the universal Zpetti-lattice over Latt and let V* be its Zpewi-linear dual. We let Ty« :=
Gm @zgey; V- Then the Z-linear pairing V: V x Ty« — Gy, gives rise to a 1-categorical Cartier
duality in the kernel category Kp Latt

[BTy-) = [V]* and [Ty-] = [BV]*. (3.1)

Proof. Part (1) follows essentially by definition of Latt. Indeed, given A an analytic ring, a lattice M —
AnSpec A is, locally in the !-topology, isomorphic as Zpegi-module to Zg ; for some n € N. This implies
that the map | |, . * — Latt where the n-th map corresponds to the constant lattice Zg,; is an epimorphism

of analytic stacks. Now, the automorphisms of * ZB%W Latt is nothing but Autzg,,,,(Z%eti) = GLn(Z)Betti,
proving that f in (1) is an equivalence.

For (2), to show that the pairings produce a Cartier duality, by Theorem it suffices to prove this
locally in the !-topology of Latt. Thus, by (1) we can assume without loss of generality that V' = Z" as a
Z-lattice over S = AnSpec(Z©"Y). Then the pairing ¥ is a direct products of the component-wise pairings,
this reduces the problem to case of V = Z and hence to Theorem [3.1.3] O

3.2. Cartier duality for vector bundles. In this section we prove Cartier duality for different incarna-
tions of vector bundles. The strategy is the same as in Theorem and the only difference consists in
the analogue of Theorem [3.1.3] Thus, to avoid repetition in the argument, we will state a general theorem
involving all the cases of interest in the paper, and only prove the key Cartier duality in the basic cases
following Theorem [2.5.13]

3.2.1. Algebraic vector bundles. The first and most fundamental example for us is the case of algebraic
vector bundles. This discussion can take place in the six functor formalism of quasi-coherent sheaves on
algebraic stacks. However, in order to keep a similar framework for all the cases of the paper, we will state
it in the six functor formalism of analytic stacks.

Let us first discuss the case of the trivial vector bundle. Consider the algebraic affine G, = AnSpec Z[T]
as a ring stack in analytic stacks. Let Z[T|PY = @, Z% be the divided power envelope of Z[T| at T = 0,

and let G = AnSpec(Z[T|PP-cond),

cond

Lemma 3.2.1. The analytic stack Gﬁa has a natural structure of Gg-module.

Proof. This follows formally from the theory of animated PD pairs of [Mao24|. Let us give a more elementary

proof. Since the analytic stacks Gg and G, are represented by static analytic rings that are flat over Z%nd,
it suffices to endow G with a G,-module when restricted to static analytic rings. Indeed, if Dy C AnStk®®

is the full subcategory of condensed rings which are static and flat over Z¢" the left Kan extension
Ey: PShv(Dy) — AnStk

of the inclusion F': Dy — AnStk preserves colimits and finite products, and in particular it is symmetric
monoidal for the Cartesian symmetric monoidal structure. Thus, after passing to spectral objects, the
functor F; is symmetric monoidal and it preserves algebras and modules over algebras.
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Now, as both G, and Gg are O-truncated in Dy, to endow GEL with a G,-module structure, it suffices
to do it at abelian level. That is, we need to construct the addition map Ad: G(ﬁl X G?I — Gg and the
multiplication map m: G, X Gﬁ — Gg, and prove the standard axioms for a module structure in abelian
groups. The maps Ad and m correspond to the following maps of algebras

Ad: Z[T)PY - 2]y, X]PP, T—Y +X
and
m: Z|T|PY = Z]Y] 7 Z[X|PY = Z[X]PP[Y], T~ YX.
The verification that they endow G, with a G,-module structure are routine verifications that we leave to

the reader. 0

Next, we construct the pairing that witness the Cartier duality for algebraic vector bundles. We let
Gq = lim AnSpec Z[T)°"d /T™ be the formal completion at 0 of G, it is the G,-ideal corepresenting the
nilpotent elements of the underlying discrete ring A”(x) of an analytic ring A.

Construction 3.2.2. We define the exponential map
exp(zy): G, x G} = Gy,
to be the map of analytic stacks induced by the power series map
ynxm

Z[r=) = ZYPPIX], T ep(YX) = Y

neN

where the right-hand-side ring is endowed with the X-adic topology, and the left term with the trivial
topology.

Lemma 3.2.3. The exponential map Theorem 1 a Z-bilinear pairing of analytic stacks.

Proof. By applying the same argument as in Theorem [3.2.§8] it suffices to show that the exponential is
Z-bilinear as a pairing when restricted to static analytic rings. In this case, the lemma reduces to proving
that the finitely many diagrams witnessing the Z-bilinearity are commutative, which then reduces to the
standard identity of the exponential power series, that is, exp((X1 + X2)Y) = exp(X1Y) exp(X2Y) in the
ring Z[YPP[[X1, Xo]] and exp(X (Vi + Y2)) = exp(X Y1) exp(XV2) in Z[V1, Ya]PP[[X]]. 0

Remark 3.2.4. Notice that the exponential map exp(XY) x @a x Gh — Gy, is compatible with the action
of G, on both terms. Then it actually factors as the composite

Go x G = G, ®g, Gt — G,
where the second map is a Z-linear map that we can safely denote exp.
The analytic stack @a is suave over AnSpec Z" by [RC25, Lemma 6.4.15], it is also quasi-affine being

an open immersion (in the sense of analytic stacks) of the algebraic affine line G,. We need to establish
the l-ability of the stack BGY.

Lemma 3.2.5. The map s: AnSpecZcd — BGEL is descendable, in particular BGﬁa is !-able over
AnSpec Zond,

Proof. The algebra @(G) = Z[T]PP is flat over Z, thus by Theorem we know that D(BGE) has

a natural t-structure whose heart is the category of Z[T]PF-comodules. The comodule s,1 € D(B(G?l) is
the regular comodule Z[T]P? induced by comultiplication. By the Poincaré lemma we have a short exact
sequence

0 — Z — Z[T]P? 25 Z[T]PP 0
where Or is the derivation with respect to the variable T'. It is a classical computation that this is an exact

sequence of Z[T|PP-comodules. This proves that the unit of D(BGg) is in the thick tensor ideal of s,1 and
therefore that s is descendable. O

We deduce the Cartier duality for the divided-power affine line:
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Proposition 3.2.6. The pairing ¥: @a X Gg — Gy, of Theorem gives rise to 1-categorical Cartier
dualities in KD,AnSpec 7,cond

[BG), = [Gal* and [Gf], = [BG.]"
as in Theorem [2.].7

Proof. Let us denote S’ AnSpec Z©d. We apply Theorem m 3| knowing that S — BG and S — B(Gjj

are !-covers. Let g: G — S be the structural map, and let gig'l = gl € D(Z°*d) be its homology. A
classical computation shows that gy1 is the continuous dual of g1 = Z[[X]] for the X-adic topology, that
is g41 = @,y ZX™V. It suffices to see that the morphism

P zxmY — z[T]P" (3.2)
neN
arising from the pairing V¥ is an isomorphism. The pairing ¥ is given by the exponential power series
exp(XT) € Z[T|°?[[X]] = Homz (P ZX™", Z[T]°T),
neN

and it is a standard computation that this map sends X™V to W? proving that (3.2) is an isomorphism as

wanted. O

Note that G x AnSpec Zeond AnSpec Qeond = G, g is the affine line. One has the following specialization
of Theorem [3.2.6] by taking base change to characteristic zero.

Corollary 3.2.7. Let G, g be the base change of G, to Q. Then the pairing exp( y): Ga,g % @a 0~ Gno

m,

of Theorem“ fa,ctors as the composite of the multiplication map G, g X Ga Q G and the exponential
map exp: GG,Q — G- Furthermore, the Cartier duality of Them’em 0 induces a 1-categorical Cartier
duality of analytic stacks over Q°od

[BGag) 2 [Gagl* and [Gag) = [BGaql*.

3.2.2. Solid vector bundles. Next, we prove a Cartier duality for a solid incarnation of vector bundles. This
incarnation of Cartier duality is related to work in progress with Aoki and Zavyalov [ARCZ] where we
develop the theory of (ultra)solid de Rham stacks. We shall work over the base S = AnSpecZg of solid
integers. Let G, o = AnSpecZ[T|n be the solid affine line. As it is shown in Section , the Cartier dual

of G, should be some incarnation of the divided-power envelope of G, at zero. Let Z[[T]|PF := ], .y ZL7
be the completion of Z[T ] with respect to its divided-power filtration, seen as a solid ring endowed with

the product topology. We let Gg 5 := AnSpec((Z[[T]]PF, Z5)) be the analytic spectrum of Z[[T]]°Y endowed
with the induced solid analytic ring structure.
We first construct the pairing.

Lemma 3.2.8. The analytic stack Gg’m has a natural structure of Gg n-module.

Proof. This follows formally from the theory of complete solid PD pairs of [ARCZ|. As the reference is

not yet available we give an elementary proof. Since finite products of objects G, and @fm are static, by
the same left-Kan-extension argument of Theorem (applied to the full subcategory of analytic stacks

generated by finite products of G, and @(ﬁl’m) it suffices to produce the structure of an G, p-module on
Ga,0 as presheaves on sets. For that, it suffices to construct an addition map Ad: @ﬁﬂ X G — (G:ti o and
a multiplication map m: G, n X @/G?gm — @EL satisfying the obvious module axioms. Let us dlrectly write the
maps, the verification of the module axioms are straightforward computations that we leave to the reader.
The addition map Ad corresponds to the morphism of solid algebras
ZIYNPY = Z[M))PY @z, Z[[V2]]PF = Z[V1, Ya]|PF, Y = Vi + Yo,
note that this map is well defined since the solid tensor product satisfies [[;Z ®z [[;Z = [[;;Z for
countable sets I and J. The multiplication map corresponds to the morphism of algebras
ZIY]PP - Z[X]o @ ZIV]PF = ZIX]IYIPP, Y o XY,

this map is well defined since we have the solid tensor product Z[X]n®z [[; Zo = [[; Z[X] for a countable
set I. 0
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Having constructed the G, n-module structure on @iﬂ, we can construct the exponential map that gives
rise the Cartier duality.

Construction 3.2.9. Consider the exponential map exp: @ﬁ,m — Gy, induced by the morphism of Zg-
algebras
X’n

ZIT') = Z[[Y]P?, T exp(Y) =) —

n
where Z[T*!] is considered with the induced analytic ring structure. By the usual additive law of the
exponential as power series exp(Y; + Y2) = exp(Y1) exp(Y2) in the ring Z[[Y1, Y2]|PF, the map exp above is
a morphism of Z-modules in analytic stacks. We define the Z-linear paring

U: Ggp X @E’D — @fm — G,
to be the map (X,Y) — exp(Y X).

The analytic stack G, is quasi-affine being an open localization of G, it is also suave over S by [RC25|
Proposition 7.1.11|. Next we verify the !-ability of Gg,m.

Lemma 3.2.10. The map e: AnSpecZpy — B@g’m is descendable. In particular, B@g’m is -able.

Proof. This follows by the argument of Theorem noticing that [[Z is flat in light solid abelian
groups by [RC25, Corollary 3.4.3|, and that the Poincaré lemma still holds with Z[[T]]PF. O

Proposition 3.2.11. The pairing ¥: G, X @i,u of Theorem gives rise to 1-categorical Cartier
dualities in Kp AnSpeczg

[BGE o] 2 [Gan]* and [GF o)) = [BG,o]".

Proof. Let g: G, 5 — AnSpec Zg be the structural map. The proposition follows from Theorem after
we have shown that the map g1 — & (@ig) = Z[[T]]P? induced by ¥ is an isomorphism. But gy1 is the
solid dual of Z[X], namely, [Jy ZX™", and the map [[ ZX™" — Z[[T]]P? is induced by the exponential
map exp(TX) € Z[X][[T]|PF = T(Gapn x @fm) and therefore an isomorphism. O

3.2.3. Disc bundles. Next, we prove Cartier duality for unit discs, this requires to work over a base ring
R with a pseudo-uniformizer m. We will choose as our base the ring R = Z((7)) with the induced solid
analytic ring structure. We will see classical sheafy Tate-Huber adic spaces as analytic stacks as in [And21],
namely, [And21, Theorem 4.1| and [RC24), Proposition 2.3.2] imply that rational covers of the adic spectrum
of sheafy analytic Huber rings give rise to open covers of analytic stacks, and we can glue affinoid Huber
analytic adic spaces into analytic stacks via the topology of the underlying adic space.

The ring R is a Tate Banach ring, and the base change Gu 0, r := Ga,0 X AnSpec(z) AnSpec(R) is affinoid
and corepresented by the solid R-algebra given by the Huber pair

1
R(T)o = (Z[r, TIz (], Z[r, T]7)o,
where for aring A, an element f € A, and an A-module M, we write M ]? for the (derived) f-adic completion.

In particular, this base change is nothing but the closed affinoid unit disc over R seen as an adic space,
that we also denote by Dg.

Definition 3.2.12. The analytic affine line G{"; over R is the analytic stack given as the union of open
discs

G = U AnSpec R("T')q.
neN
Equivalently, it is the analytic ring stack over AnSpec R given by

1
# = Gaourl-l.
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The analytic stack G%' admits a norm map | — |r: G — [0, 00) defined by the collection of idempotent
algebras of [ABBT 25| Definition 2.2.7| (the reference only deals with the case of @, but the exact same line
of arguments work over the base R). We normalize the norm map such that |7| = 1/2.

Let r € (0,00), the closed overconvergent disc of radius r denoted by ]D)IS%T is defined as the preimage of
[0, r]. Similarly, the open disc of radius r denoted by D3" is defined as the preimage of [0,r). By [ABBT25,
Lemma 2.2.11], the closed overconvergent unit disc ]Dlg%l has a natural structure of a ring stack, and the

discs ]D)IS%T and ]D)f{ have natural structures of Dél—modules. In order to have a more concrete description
of the algebras defining these spaces we need to introduce the following sequential spaces:

Definition 3.2.13. Consider the Banach norm |—|, on R = Z(()) so that R<! = Z][[r]], 7 is multiplicative

for the norm, and |7| = 1/2. Let r € (0,00) be a positive real number, we define the R-Banach space

of sequences of r-exponential decay (3(r) to be the subspace of [[ R of sequences (an)nen such that

|ap|-r™ — 0 as n — co. We endow ¢3(r) with the Banach norm given by |(ay)| = sup,cn (Jan|-r™).

Remark 3.2.14. (1) A Banach R-module M is solid, namely, M admits a m-complete Z[[r]]-submodule
MP such that M = MO[L], and M° = m, MO /7% with MO /7% a discrete Z[[r]]-module. The claim
follows from the fact that discrete modules are solid, and that solid modules are stable under limits
and colimits.

(2) By [Man22, Proposition 2.12.10] the solid tensor product of connective m-complete Z[[r]]-modules
is m-complete. It follows that the solid tensor product over R of £}(r) and £3}(r’) is the classical
m-complete tensor product EgXN(r, ') of sequences (@n m)nenm such that \amm\ﬂrnrlm — 0 as
(n,m) — oo.

Lemma 3.2.15. The Banach space £5(r) is a R-flat light solid module.

Proof. We have a different presentation as solid R-module

Cr(r) = lim [ [ Z[[x]]x/ ™
fe N
where . is the poset of functions f: N — Z such that f(n) + nlog;o(r) — oo. Since [y Z[[7])7f ) =
[Ix Z® 2z, Z[[x]], it is a flat Z[[7]]-module by [RC25, Corollary 3.4.3], and hence so is £33(r) as R-module. [

By construction, the algebra R(T)<, = O (]D%T) is the subalgebra of R[[T]] = [], ey RT™ given by the
colimit of Banach spaces
R(T)<, = lim BTy = {Z anT™ : |an|r™ — 0 for some 7' > r}
r'>r neN
with ordered basis {T" }en.
We can define divided power variants of these alegebras

Definition 3.2.16. Let 7 € (0,00), we define the subspace R(T)2F of R[[T]]PP = []y RL} to be the
colimit of Banach spaces ;

™ /
R<T>25 = liﬂﬂg(ﬂ) = {Z n" v lan|r™ — 0 for some r’ > r}
r'>r neN :
with ordered basis (%)nEN- Given (r1,...,7r,) we denote
R<T17 AR ’Tn>25’1,-~,7"n) = R<T1>27,1?1 ®R c ®R R<TTL>[§)7P‘)”
If ry =ry = =1, we simply write R(T, ..., T,)2) = R(T1,.... Tn)2(, .

We have the following key lemma:

Lemma 3.2.17. The following holds:
1) R(T)2P is a subalgebra of R[[T]|°Y. We define the affinoid analytic stack DS = AnSpec R(T)PP.
<r R <r

(2) The map R[[T]|°Y — R[[X,Y]|PY sending T — X +Y restricts to a map R(T)gf — R(X, Y)gf

making R(T>2f a cocommutative Hopf algebra over R, in particular ID)%ST has a natural Z-module
structure.
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(3) The map m: R[[T]|°Y — R[[X]|[[T]]°Y sending T — TX restricts to a map of R-subalgebras
m: R<T><rs — R< > 7F‘)®R R<X>Ss

<r

In particular, taking s = 1 the analytic stack ]Dﬁ];L admits a multiplication map m: ]D)J,S%1 X D%ST —

ID)%ST which endows Di,{gr with a ]D)}Szl—module structure.
(4) The short exact sequence given by the Poincaré lemma

0 — R — R[[T]P? 2 R[[T]PP — 0

restricts to a short exact sequence

0 — R — R(T)2P 25 R(T)2P 5 0, (3.3)
Furthermore, this short exact sequence is as R(T )DP-comodules
Proof. (1) This follows from a straightforward computation of power series and the ultrametric inequal-

ity: let f(T) =3, anly and g(T) =3, by be elements in R<T>2$, then

" (n ™ ™
neN k=0 neN
and |ep|r = | Y 70_o (7) arbn—r)| < supg—q, n(|ak|x|bp—r|r). Hence, if 7 > r is such that |ap| ™ —
0 and |b, |- — 0 as n — 0o, the same holds for ¢,.
(2) The stability under the map 7" — X +Y follows from a straightforward computation of power series:

X+Y Xk yn—k Xkyl!
Z“ ZZ "R K Z R TIT

n n k=0

The Hopf algebra structure on R(T ><r is then immediate from the routine verifications.
(3) The stability under the map 7"+ T'X follows from the following trivial identity

3 an(X:;!)" ~Ya an
neN n

so that if |a,|('s")" = |an|r""s"™ — 0 as n — oo for some 7/ > r and ' > s, then ) v ani(XW?!)n €

R(T)gf ®@rR(X)<s. In particular, if s = 1, the routine verifications involving the maps 7' — X +Y
and T +— TX imply that ]D)ﬁ’gr is endowed With a ]D)Ig%l—module structure.
(4) By definition, the map dp sends L= n, to (n 1), Thus, at the level of sequential spaces, it acts as a

shift functor killing the 0-th entry. The exactness of (3.3]) follows from the definition. It is a routine

power series verification that (3.3]) is a short exact sequence of R(T >DP -comodules.
O

The analytic stack G%' is an open substack of the algebraic affine line G, g = AnSpec(R[Tz,,), hence it
is quasi-affine. It is also suave over R being a an union of discs Dy along open immersions. It follows that
the open discs Dy;" are quasi-affine and suave over R. It is left to establish the descendability of DDP =

Lemma 3.2.18. The map e: AnSpec R — B(ID)R ’—T) is descendable, in particular BID)R P:STis 1-able over
R.

Proof. By Theorem [3.2.15 we know that &'(IDp DpoP <T) is a flat solid R-module. Hence, by Theorem 4f the

category B (]D)DP =" has a t-structure whose heart are O(R)-comodules on solid R-modules. The obJect exl
corresponds to the comodule ' (R) induced by comultiplication. The short exact sequence of Theorem|3.2.17

implies that e,1 1s descendable 1n '=")) proving what we wanted.
4) implies that e,1 is descendable in D(B(Dp =" ing wh d O
Construction 3.2.19. Let r € (0,00) and 7' > r, we define the exponential map

exp(TX): D" x D" = G, (3.4)
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to be the map induced by the power series
Yn
exp(YX) = Z an
neN

where Y and X are the coordinates of ]D)gfr and D;l/ v respectively. Note that by the condition 7' > r one
has that 7(1/r") < r/r =1 and so the exponential exp(Y X) is a well defined function. Furthermore, the
additive property of the exponential makes the pairing Z-bilinear. Taking colimits on r’ as ' > r we
obtain a Z-bilinear pairing

U: DA X DY = Gy
between ]D)gfr and the open disc D;l/ ". Following Theorem the pairing ¥ is compatible with the
]D)Jg%l—action in both terms, and it factors as the composite

¥: DR x DR = DR ©p0 DR - G

where the map D%ST Qp<t D;l/ " — G,, is a Z-linear map that we can safely denote by exp. Writing ]D)El/ "
R

as a filtered colimit of the invertible (for the !-topology) ]D)El—modules ]D)]%Tl (with 7 < 1/r), one can show
that ID)%ST ®D§1 D;l/ "= }D)%fl ®D§1 D3! is independent of r, though we will not need this fact.

Proposition 3.2.20. Letr € (0,00). The pairing exp(Y X): D%ST X ID)EI/T — Gy, of Theorem gives
rise to 1-categorical Cartier dualities in the category of kernels Kp anspec R

[BD}="] = D] and [D}="]; = [BDR"]".

Proof. Let g: DEI/T — AnSpec R. By Theorem [2.5.13| this reduces to proving that the pairing of Theo-
rem [3.2.19| given by the exponential exp(Y X) € F(D}%’ST X ]D);l/ ") induces an equivalence of R-modules

fil = R(Y)2Y.
The R-module f,1 is the naive continuous R-dual of the Fréchet space & (D<Y/7), since
oD =D an X" Janr" " = 0 for all 7/ > r}.
neN
one has that f;1 is the colimit of Banach spaces given by
fol= {Z an X"V ¢ |an|r™ — 0 for some r’ > r}
neN

where X™V is the dual of X™ with respect to the basis {X"},cn. Now, the exponential map exp(Y X)
induces the map f;1 — R(Y)gf sending X™"V to % It follows from the power series estimates that this
map is an isomorphism, proving what we wanted. O

3.2.4. Analytic vector bundles. We continue with the Cartier duality of analytic vector bundles, we keep
working over the solid ring R = Z((7)) with induced structure from Zg. In one hand we have the analytic
ring stack G}z from Theorem its Cartier dual will be the space of germs of divided power series at
0.

Definition 3.2.21. We define the affinoid analytic stacks GL R= l'&lr_)O ID)IS%T and Gi’% = I'Lmr—m ]D)ﬂ}’fr.

Remark 3.2.22. The analytic stack GZ  is nothing but the preimage of 0 of the norm map | — |r: G2, —

0,00). In particular, G' . is an ideal of G1,.
a,R a,R

Lemma 3.2.23. The analytic stack Gi’TR has a natural G%%,-module structure.
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Proof. By Theorem [3.2.17| (3) we know that ]D)%ST has a natural ]D)}Szl—module structure. It is clear from
the construction that the module structure is compatible with the divided power discs of different radius r,
and therefore Gi’TR also has a natural D%l-module structure. To see that it has a GZ?R-module structure, it

suffices to show that multiplication by 7 on G%;’: is invertible, namely, we have as ring stacks GZ?R = D}%l [%]
This follows from the fact that multiplication by 7 induces a map
[ﬂ'] . D%ST N D%ST-Fl/Q
thanks to Theorem By looking at power series this map sends
AL AL
> an- oy 7 > anm al
neN neN

which has an obvious inverse sending the power series ) bn% to Y en ﬂ*"bn% (and where the
convergence conditions match since |w| = 1/2). This proves that multiplication by 7 is an isomorphism on

Gi’TR, proving what we wanted. U

Lemma 3.2.24. The map e: AnSpec R — BGg’TR is prim and descendable. In particular, BGEL’TR s a !-able
analytic stack.

Proof. This follows from the same argument of Theorem [3.2.18 U

Construction 3.2.25. We define the exponential map exp: Gi’TR — Gy, to be induced by the exponential
power series exp(7T’). The additive property of the exponential implies that exp is a morphism of Z-modules.
We define the pariring

U: GE x G2 = Gy
to be the composite of the multiplication map Gﬁa”TR x Gg'p — GiﬁR and the exponential exp.

Proposition 3.2.26. The pairing ¥ : (Gi’TR x G’ — Gy, give rise to 1-categorical Cartier dualities in the
kernel category Kp AnSpec R

[BGT Rl = [Gilg]" and [G7]: = [BGR]"
Proof. This follows by the same argument of Theorem [3.2.20 O

Remark 3.2.27. Let us specialize the cartier dualities for open discs and analytic vector bundles to Q, with

norm |p| = p~!. In this case, we have the following estimate of the p-adic valuation v,(n!) = %p{n) where
sp(n) is the sum of the digits of n in the base-p expansion (and in particular of logaritmic growth). Hence,
we have isomorphism of analytic stacks over Qp,n = (Qp, Z)n

§,<r _ m<rp /D Bt _ ot
ID)Qp = DQP and Ga,@p = Ga@p.

In particular, Theorem|3.2.20jand Theorem|3.2.26|specialize to Cartier dualities between ID)@; and Déf_l/(p_l),

and between G7y and (G(Tl g, 8 in [RC24].

3.2.5. Locally analytic Zy-lattices. We finish with the Cartier duality of locally analytic Z,-lattices. For this
discussion, we shall work over the analytic ring Q, n of p-adic rational numbers with the induced analytic
ring structure from Zg.

Definition 3.2.28. We let Zg,a be the affinoid analytic stack over AnSpec Q, o given by the spectrum of
the locally analytic functions C’l“(Zp, Qp) of Z,, with values in Q.

For the theory of solid locally analytic representations we refer to [RJRC22, [RJRC25|. The structure of
abelian p-adic Lie group of Z, endows Zéa with a Z-module structure as analytic stack. Furthermore, Zé“
is naturally endowed with the structure of a ring stack over Q, .

Lemma 3.2.29. The map e: AnSpecQp,n — BZ:Z“ 1s descendable, in particular BZ;“ is a !-able analytic
stack.



34 JUAN ESTEBAN RODRIGUEZ CAMARGO

Proof. This follows from the identification of D(BZ;,“) with the category of solid locally analytic represen-
tations of Zé" IRJRC25, Theorem 4.3.3|, and (the dual of) Lazard’s resolution [RJRC25|, Proposition 2.2.1
(3)]. Let us give a self contained proof. By definition Zé“ is the pullback

l
Zpa — Zp,Betti

l l (3.5)

an an,dR
Ga,Qp G%Qp )

that is, the locally analytic functions of Z, are the germs of functions on G3" on the closed subset Z, C
Ga(Qp). Here Gzn@iR is the analytic de Rham stack as in [RC24] or [ABB™25|. Since the lower horizontal

map of (3.5)) is an epimorphism with fiber GZ Q, (by definition of the de Rham stack), the upper horizontal
map is an epimorphism with fiber GZ Q- We deduce a pullback square

BG;QP —— AnSpecQ,

| |

BZl* ——— BZpeys

The right vertical map is descendable by [HM24, Proposition 5.2.5|, and the map AnSpec Q, 5 — BG} is
descendable by Theorem [3.2.24{and Theorem [3.2.27, One deduces that AnSpec Q, 5 — BZfDa is descendable
as wanted. (]

Let 0(1 —|—]D)(§i) be the space of functions on the open unit disc centered at 1 seen as a subgroup of G%IQP.
It is well known that the naive Cartier dual of Cl“(ZfD“,@p), that is, its Qp-linear dual, is isomorphic to
o1+ ]])6;) via the Amice transform [Ami64], with multiplication and convolution being exchanged. This

can be promoted to a Zéa—module structure on 1 + ID)@; as follows:

Lemma 3.2.30. The multiplicative group 1+]D)5; has a natural structure of Zé,“—module with multiplication
map
l <1 <1

Zy x (14+Dg ) —1+Dg
given by sending (a,1+ X)) to the Amice transform (1 + X)*.
Proof. This can be proven via a direct but tedious computation with power series. We give a soft argument
via Banach-Colmez spaces and the analytic de Rham stack of JABB™25]. Let BC(&) and BC(£(1)) denote
the Banach-Colmez spaces of ¢ and O'(1) seen as qfd arc-stacks over F,. Consider their base change to
Marc(Qp), one has that

Bc(ﬁ)Marc(Qp) = @p X Marc(@p)

with S the arc-stack associated to a locally profinite set S, and that
. <l,0
BC(O(1) Mure(y) = Lim (1+Dg ™)
TP
is the perfection of the multiplicative open unit disc around 1. The space BC(O(1)) a,,.(g,) has a natural

module structure over @p M. = BC(O) Mae(@,)- This endows (1 + D@;’O) with a natural Z, rq,..(,)"

re(Qp)
module structure. On the other hand, the logarithm map log: 1+]D)(§i’<> — Gzn@i is compatible with respect

to the module structure of the morphism of rings Z,, Mare(@y) C GZn@i. Passing to de Rham stacks, we see
that the pullback (recall that the log map is étale)

<1 <1,dR
1+ DQp — 1+ ]D)Qp

| |

an an,dR
anP Ganp
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is a module over the pullback of rings

l
Zpa ? Zp,Betti

| |

an an,dR
a?QP Gav(@p

proving what we wanted. U
Proposition 3.2.31. The pairing V: Zé,“ X (1+]D)6;) — Gy, given by the composite of the Amice transform
of Theorem|3.2.30} and the inclusion 1 +D6; C G, gives rise to 1-categorical Cartier dualities in the kernel
category KD,AnSpeC Qp,0
[BZi )i = [1+ D" and [Zi)) = [B(1 +DgH)]".
Proof. Let g: 1 + ]D)éi — AnSpecQ, 5 We apply Theorem [2.5.13, where the only think to check is that
the Amice transform of Theorem [3.2.30| induces an equivalence g;1 = C'(Zy, Q,), or dually via [RIRC22,
Theorem 3.40], that it induces an equivalence
me (Cla(Zp7 Qp)7 Qp) = ﬁ(l + Da;)
which is classical. O

3.2.6. Cartier duality for vector bundles over stacks. Next, we state our stacky Cartier duality theorem for
all the previous incarnations of vector bundles.

Definition 3.2.32. We let Vect be the algebraic stack (for the Zariski topology) sending a discrete ani-
mated ring A to the anima of vector bundles on A. We will see Vect as an analytic stack via the functor
[IRC25, Corollary 6.4.5].

Lemma 3.2.33. Let GL,, be the general linear algebraic group over Z of rank n, and let St,, be the standard
representation of GL,, seen as a vector bundle over BGL,,. Then the natural map

U BGL,, — Vect

1s an equivalence of algebraic stacks.

Proof. The surjectivity follows from the fact that any vector bundle V over an animated ring A is isomorphic
to a trivial vector bundle A™ (for n the locally constant rank of V') locally in the Zariski topology. The
injectivity follows from the fact that the automorphisms of the rank n trivial vector bundle is precisely GL,
by definition. O

Example 3.2.34. The following are examples of ring stacks satisfying (at least!) Zariski descent:

(1) The algebraic affine line G, — AnSpec Z".
(2) The solid affine line G, — AnSpec Zp.

(3) The overconvergent closed disc ]D)IS%1 — AnSpec R of norm < 1, with R = Z((7)) endowed with the
induced solid structure.
(4) The analytic affine line G} — AnSpec R with R as in (3).

(5) The locally analytic p-adic integers Zé" — AnSpec Q, 1.
We have the following stacky Cartier duality theorem.
Theorem 3.2.35. Let R/S be one of the ring stacks of Theorem [3.2.34L Let VR be the transmutation of

the universal vector bundle over Vect™ and let VV'R be the transmutation of its dual.

(1) Let R)S = G,/ AnSpec Z« and let us denote V @, G =V and V @, G, = V. The pairing

Ve g, 1784 i Gi ®c, @a N G,

of Theorem[3.2.9 and Theorem[3.2.) gives rise to 1-categorical Cartier dualities in the kernel category

KD,Vect . .
BV, = [VV]* and [V¥], = [BVV]*
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in the sense of Theorem [2.4.77.
(2) Let R/S = D%/AnSpecR be as in Theorem|3.2.34| (3). Given an algebraic stack X over Z we let

X=1 denote the transmutation along ]D)IS%I. For r € (0,00) let us denote VH=" .= V<! ®p<t ID)%ST
R

and V<" = V=l ®ID>}§1 ID)ET as Dél—modules over Vect=!. The pairing

VES @y VST iy Bz DFT =5 G,

of Theorem@ gives rise to 1-categorical Cartier dualities in the kernel category Kp \eq<t
[BVE=T], 2 [VV=UT]* and [VE=T] 2 [BVV-<1/T],

(3) Let R/S be any of the rings Theorem |3.2.34| (2), (4) and (5). Following Sections
and the ring stack R admits a Cartier dual D(R)/S having the structure of an R-module and

endowed with an exponential map exp: D(R) — Gy, such that the Cartier duality pairing between
R and D(R) is the composite of the multiplication and the exponential

R xD(R) = D(R) = Gy,.
Explicitly, we have D(Gqn) = @EL,D, D(G}g) = G5 and D(Z) =1+ ]D)é; Then the pairing

(=) exp

VR @r (VYR @r D(R)) —5 D(R) =5 Gy,
gives rise to 1-categorical Cartier dualities in the category of kernels Kp vect?
[B(VYR @r D(R))) = [VR]* and [VV'F ©r D(R)] = [BVF]*.

Proof. Following the same argument of Theorem of D*-descent on the basis Vect”, it suffices to show
the simplest case of Cartier duality when V' is a trivial vector bundle of rank 1 in any of the cases of

Sections [3:2:2] to [3:2.5] this reduces to Theorems [3.2.6] [3.2.11] [3.2:20], [3:2:26] and [3.2.31] respectively. O

3.3. Cartier duality for gerbes. In this section we discuss a general Cartier duality for gerbes on analytic
stacks. We start with some general discussion on commutative gerbes. Let X be an oo-topos and let
Shv (X, Sps) be the category of sheaves of connective spectra on X’ or, equivalently, grouplike commutative
monoids on X. We let xy denote the final object of X. We see Shv(X,Sps,) as a symmetric monoidal
category via the smashing tensor product. Let R € CAlg(Shv(X,Sp,)) and let Modg >o(X) be the
category of R-modules on Shv(X, Sp~g). -

Let M, N,w € Modp, >o(X) and suppose we are given with an R-linear pairing ¥: M ®rN — w. Consider
the slice topos V := X p2), and for X € X let Xy = X X B2M be the pullback to Y. The object Ry has a
natural structure of commutative ring on the topos )V, the objects My, Ny, wy are naturally Ry-modules,
and we have an Ry-linear pairing ¥: My ®pg, Ny — wy. We have a natural section *y — B2My given by
the diagonal map of B2M, this maps extends to a morphism ¢: Ry — B?My of Ry-modules. Tensoring ¢
with Ny and composing with ¥ we get a morphism v : Ny — B2wy of Ry-modules fitting in a commutative
diagram

BQMy ®Ry Ny L) B2Wy
¢®idNT (3.6)

Ny

(4

Construction 3.3.1. Keep the previous notation. We construct the Ry-modules .47 and .# as the
pullbacks

Ny ——— *y M —— *y
Ny —2 By, Ry —2 B2My

(from the construction it is clear that 4gy does depend on the pairing ¥ while .# only depends on the
R-module M).
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Lemma 3.3.2. Keep the previous notation. There is a natural pairing of Ry-modules Ny Qg,, M — Bwy
fitting in a commutative diagram of Ry-modules

BLUy ®Ry M —— Buwy @Ry, Ry

| Jua

Ny @py M ———— Bwy
I Js
r/%) ®Ry BMy e N®Ry BMy

where the left vertical maps and upper and lower horizontal maps arise from the fiber squares of Theo-

rem [Z.3 .

Proof. The map Ny — B2wy is an epimorphism, so we have a fiber/cofiber sequence Ny, Y, B2wy — By,
of Ry-modules. Taking Homp (-, B2wy) in connective Ry-modules we obtain a fiber sequence

Homp, ,(B.A;, B*wy) — Homgp | (B*wy, B*wy) — Homg  (Ny, B*wy).
By (3.6) we have a commutative diagram (depicted by solid arrows) that extends to a morphism of fiber

sequences (depicted by dashed arrows)

7777777 » Homp  (B.Ay, B*wy)

|
v

Ry — Homg,, (B?wy, B%wy)

I !

B*My —— Homg (Ny, B’wy)

where the lower horizontal map is induced by the pairing ¥, and the middle map is induced by the
identity of B%wy. This produces a pairing .# ® Ry BNy — B?wy whose loops is the desired pairing of the
statement. O

Proposition 3.3.3. Keep the convention of analytic stacks of Section [2.3 Let S € C C AnStk be an
analytic stack, let R/S be a !-able ring stack over S, let M, N/S be !-able R-modules on AnStk,g. Suppose
that there is a !-able R-module D(R) and a morphism of Z-linear modules exp: D(R) — Gy, such that the
induced pairing exp(XY): R x D(R) — D(R) — Gy, gives rise to a 1-categorical Cartier duality in the
kernel category Kp g
[R]* = [B(D(R))]:.
Let U: M @r N — D(R) be an R-linear map whose composite with exp gives rise to a 1-categorical Cartier
duality
[BM] 2 [N].

Let X = B2M be the analytic stack over S corepresenting gerbes banded by M and let Ny and M be the

extensions
BD(R)X%%—)NX andBMX%///%"RX (37)

of Theorem as Rx-linear stacks over X. Then the pairing Ny @r M# — BD(R)x of Theorem
gives rise to a 1-categorical Cartier duality in the kernel category Kp x

[Ay]" = [A), (3.8)
as in Theorem [2.4.77.
Proof. By Theorem [2.4.6] we can prove the 1-categorical Cartier duality locally on the base X. Since
X = B?M, the map S — X is an epimorphism, and it suffices to show that (3.8) is an equivalence after

pulling back to S. In that case, we can assume that the extensions (3.7) are split, and by Theorem m
that the pairing A}, ®r 4 — BD(R)x is the direct sum of the Cartier duality pairings of R and D(R),
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and of M and N respectively. The proposition follows since these last pairings give rise to 1-categorical
Cartier dualities by assumption. U

Example 3.3.4. We can apply Theorem to the stack S = Vect”™ given as the transmutation of the
stack of vector bundles, where R is a ring stack as in Theorem We can then take N and M to be
the modifications of the universal vector bundle over S appearing in the Cartier duality of Theorem [3.2.39

3.4. Application: Cartier duality for the Hodge-Tate stack and the Simpson gerbe. In joint
work in progress with Anschiitz, Le Bras and Scholze on the analytic prismatization, we introduce the
Hodge-Tate stack for a smooth rigid variety X over a complete non-archimedean algebraically closed field
C over Q). In the dual side, Bhatt and Zhang have constructed the Simpson gerbe /x — T)*(’an(—l), that
is, a BG,,-torsor over the analytic cotangent bundle of X (tensored with the inverse of the Tate twist). In
this section we explain how to obtain a Cartier duality between both constructions as a consequence of the
Cartier duality for gerbes of Section [3.3]

First, let us give a quick ad-hoc definition of the Hodge-Tate stack that is good enough for smooth rigid
spaces. Let v: X, — Xg be the projection from the v to the étale site of X. By [Schl3l Proposition
2.23] one has a natural equivalence R'v, Ox = QL (—1), where (—1) refers to the inverse of the Tate twist.
In particular, we have a natural section nur € H} (X, Tx (1) ®gy @\X) On the other hand, by [ABB™"25|
Remark 4.6.6 and Proposition 4.6.7] we have a natural equivalence

Rrv (X, EX) = RF(Xa GZHVdR)

where the right term is the cohomology of the sheaf G IR for the !—topolog From the fiber sequence
Gl — G — G R we sce that the class nur produces a class (that we denote in the same way) in
H(X, T2(1) @gan G).

Definition 3.4.1. Denote T)T((l) =T (1) ®gan Gl. The analytic Hodge-Tate stack of X is the pullback
in Gelfand stacks (cf. [ABB™25|)

XHT X

| I

x M, B2 (1)

where e is the natural projection map, and nyr is the map induced by the class in H?(X, T)T((l)) with same
name.

Following the same definition of the Hodge-Tate stack, we give an ad-hoc definition of the Simpson gerbe
that will fit in out setting of Cartier duality. Tensoring the map ngr: X — B2T)T((1) with the analytic
cotangent bundle T5™ (—1) produces a map To™(=1) — B2TL (1) xx T™ (1), we compose with the
natural pairing

BATL (1) xx T (—1) =25 B2G] 2B B2G,, x
where the classifying stacks are taken relative to X, and G, x is an algebraic multiplicative group relative
to X. We denote Simpy : Tx™ (—1) = B?Gy,, x the resulting map.

Definition 3.4.2. The Simpson gerbe .’x of X is the pullback square
S ———— X
| |
TH(-1) 22X B2, ¢
where e: X — BQGWX is the natural quotient map.

8The formalism of |ABB™25] only uses induced analytic ring structures so a priori it can be directly applied only to partially
proper rigid spaces or to smooth dagger spaces. However, since any smooth rigid space in the sense of Huber is (locally) an
open subspace as analytic stacks of a smooth dagger space, the following discussion on the Hodge-Tate stack also applies to
them.
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Remark 3.4.3. Bhatt and Zhang’s definition of the Simpson’s gerbe is different from Theorem In the
following paragraph we discuss their definition for partially proper smooth rigid spaces: let X denote the
site given by affinoid nilperfectoid spaces over X endowed with the !-topology, and X, the site of affinoid
perfectoid spaces over X endowed with the arc-topology, see [ABBT25]. We have geometric morphisms of

topoi Xarc LN'¢ | LN :)Zét where the map p arises from the fact that any étale cover is a !-cover, and the map
n is given by the de Rham stack [ABB™25, Remark 4.0.1]. By [ABB™25, Proposition 4.5.7] the functor n

is fully faithful, and the sheaf o % on farc is nothing but n*Ggy, AR Thus, we have an equivalence of étale
sheaves of Z-modules

R(po n)*b\;é = Rp*G%f’dR.
On the other hand, we have a fiber sequence of sheaves on X,
G} =5 G — Gari® (3.9)
which produces a fiber sequence on étale sheaves
,dR
Rp.Gl — Rp,G* — Rp,G¥IR,
Similarly, the fiber sequence Gl -G — GgR produces a fiber sequence of étale sheaves
,dR
Rp.G! — Rp,G*™ — Rp,G*™IR,

Since the structural sheaf of an analytic ring satisfies !-descent, we have that Rp,G%" = G, ¢. Since X is a

smooth rigid space, we also have that Rop*Gj1 =0 and Rop*GZn’dR = Gy¢t- Thus, we have an equivalence
of sheaves on Xg;

Tg_lRp*GZn’dR = RP*GZ [1] .

In particular, R”lp*G:& = Rip*GZn’dR = QfX(—z) for @ > 1. Hence, the fiber sequence (3.9) produces a
connecting morphism

Q% (—1) = R?p,G} — R?p,G2
in X, which gives rise to a map of analytic stacks T (—1) — B2G™ ., i.e. a G2 -gerbe over T™" (—1).
A bookkeeping of the construction shows that this gerbe is precisely that of Theorem after taking the
pushout along the natural morphism G%' — G,, from the analytic to the algebraic multiplicative group.

Remark 3.4.4. By construction the Simpson gerbe of Bhatt and Zhang is a G'-gerbe, that is, a gerbe banded
by the analytic multiplicative group. The gerbe of Theorem is banded by the algebraic multiplicative
group G,,. Both gerbes are refined by an G, Gl—gerbe over T (—1) by applying Theorem to the

Hodge-Tate stack where T)T((l) is considered as G3"-module.

As special case of Theorem [3.3.3] we deduce the Cartier duality between the Hodge-Tate stack and the
Simpson gerbe. For that, let us write S = BQT)T((l), and let Ag: S — (BzT)T((l))g be the natural section

induced by the diagonal map. Let Zpetti,s — (BQT)T((l))S be the natural Z-linear extension of S and let
A be the fiber of the map Zgetti s — (BQT)T((I))S. The Z-module stack is an extension

BT)T((l)S — M — ZBetti,S -
We define the extended Hodge-Tate stack as the pullback

XHT7ext M

| |

X THT S
By construction, XHT:ext is an extension of Z-modules in analytic stacks over X
BTL(1) = XTTe 5 70 i x

whose fiber at 1 is precisely the Hodge-Tate stack XHT. We have the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.4.5. There is a natural pairing of Z-modules
xthet o, v — BG,

where Sx is the Simpson gerbe of Theorem producing a 1-categorical Cartier duality in the kernel
category Kp, x

[XHT,ext]* ~ [yX]! (310)
as in Theorem [2.4. 7 In particular, passing to quasi-coherent sheaves, there is a natural decomposition of
D(T¢™ (—1))-linear categories

D(#x) = [[ D(#x)™=" (3.11)
neZ

such that:

(1) Forn € Z, let XHT.(M) pe the fiber at n € ZBetti,x of XHText  There is a natural equivalence of
D(T%(—1))-linear categories D(XHTm) = D(Fx)V=", where D(T™"(—1)) D(BT)T((l)) acts on
D(XHT") wia the !-convolution arising from the BT)T((I)—action on XHTm,

(2) The D(T5%(—1))-modules D(.x)V*=" are invertible. Moreover, D(-#x)"*=0 C D(#x) is equivalent
to the fully faithful inclusion D(Ty™ (—1)) C D(#x) obtained by pullback along the map /x —
T (—1).

(3) Given n,m € Z there are natural equivalences of D(Ty™"(—1))-linear categories

D(x)™ " @p(ry (—1)) D(x)™T™ = D(Sx) T

Proof. The variety X admits an open cover by quasi-affine analytic stacks with quasi-affine intersection. By
Theorem [2.2.3] any !-able map Y — X satisfies Kiinneth, thus by Theorem the presentable category
of kernels Prp x over X is equivalent to Prp(x) and Kp x < Prp(x) is a 2-fully faithful functor.

The first statement about Cartier duality is a formal consequence of Theorem [3.2.35 and Theorem [3.3.3]

after taking pullback from the the universal duality of Theorem [3.3.4] For (1), the equivalence (3.10) in
Kp, x produces a natural equivalence of D(X)-linear categories

D(XHText) > D (7).
Then, looking at the fibers of the map X HText _y 75 otti, we have the D(X)-linear decomposition
D(XHTexty — H D(XHT.(m),
ne”Z
This produces a decomposition of D(#x) as in Equation such that

D(XHT,(n)) ~ D(yx)wt:n

by construction. We want to see that the decomposition D(-"x) = [[,,cz D(Zx)""=" = [1,.cz D(XHT.(n))
is as D(T%™"(—1))-linear categories. For that, notice that Cartier duality gives rise to a commutative
diagram of Hopf algebras in the category of kernels of X

[T (D] —— [*]" — [BGu.x]"

| | !

[BT)T((U]! —— [XHText), s [Zpews x )

where the vertical arrows are isomorphisms. In particular, the fibers of the map X HText _, ZBetti,x carry
an action of BT ;{(1) which translates in an action of D(BT)T((l)) by convolution, or equivalently, on a
module structure over D(Ty™"(—1)).

Part (2) follows from (3) since D(#x)"*=0 is the Cartier dual of D(BT)T((l)) which is nothing but
D(T%™ (—1)). Finally, for (3), the morphism of groups X1t — Zp i v induces multiplication maps on
fibers

x HT,(n) X x X HT,(m) N X HT,(n+m)
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that when passing to the category of kernels on X give rise to a [BT)T((l)]!—bilinear map XHT:(n) @ X HT,(m) _,

XHT.(n+m)  Passing to module categories and Cartier duals this produces the natural D(T5*" (—1))-linear

map

D(yX)wt:n ®D(T;{’a“(fl)) D(yX)wt:m N D(yx)Wt:n+m.

To see that this map is an equivalence, we can argue locally in the !-topology on T%*"(—1), and by
pullying back along the Simpson gerbe .y — Ty*"(—1), assume that the G,,-gerbe .y Xpan(—1) Ix =
BG,, x Sx is split. In this situation, the weight decomposition becomes the base change of the natural
weight decomposition of D(BG,,) which is clearly multiplicative. O

Remark 3.4.6. Let XHT:ext — Ll,ez XHT.(7) be the extended Hodge-Tate stack. We have that XHT(0) =
BT ;}(1) while for n # 0 the stack X1T:(") is isomorphic to the Hodge-Tate stack as BT)T((l)—torsors, namely,
the stack X"T:(") corresponds to the class n - nut € H?(X, T;{(l))7 and n € Q.
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