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1 Background

1.1 Homological algebra

At least at the beginning, we will take the following very standard inputs from
algebra:

1. The notion of an abelian category, which will usually be denoted by letters
like A,B, etc. Moreover, if we make element-wise arguments then we may
be implicitly using the fact that arguments can be extended via Mitchell
embedding.

2. Elementary homological algebra facts like the five-lemma, the four lem-
mas, the snake lemma, and the fact that a short exact sequence of chain
complexes gives rise to a long exact sequence in cohomology.

3. The spectral sequence associated to a filtration, which is described below.

4. The basic theory of cones, which is described below.

Let A be an abelian category. We denote by Ch(A) the category of Z-graded
chain complexes with values in A, with cohomological indexing convention,
meaning its objects are sequences C• of objects {Ci : i ∈ Z} in A with
differentials d : Ci ! Ci+1 satisfying d2 = 0. Its cohomology is denotedHi(C•)
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as usual. The homotopy category K(A) is the category with the same objects
as A, with morphisms as homotopy classes of maps.

1.1.1 Standard spectral sequences

Let C• be an object of Ch(A). A (descending) filtration of this complex is a
sequence {F pC• : p ∈ Z} of subcomplexes of C• such that:

(a) F p+1C•F pC• for all p ∈ Z; and

(b)
⋃

p F
pC• = C•.

The filtration is separated if
⋂

p F
pC• = 0. Given a filtration, we can form

its associated graded grF C
• =

⊕
p∈Z gr

p
F C

•, where grpF C
• = F pC•/F p+1C•.

For each p, q ∈ Z, write Ep,q
0 := (grpF C

•)p+q = grpF C
p+q. Then the differential

on grpF C goes between

d0 : E
p,q
0 = grpF C

p+q ! grpF C
p+q+1 = Ep,q+1

0 ,

i.e. it is a vertical differential. Now take cohomology: so,

Ep,q
1 := Hp+q(grpF C) = Hp+q(F pC/F p+1C).

Now there is a natural horizontal differential d1 : E
p,q
1 ! Ep+1,q

1 which works
as in the following diagram:

F pCp+q+1/F p+1Cp+q+1 F p+1Cp+q+2/F p+2Cp+q+2

F pCp+q/F p+1Cp+q F p+1Cp+q+1/F p+2Cp+q+1

F pCp+q−1/F p+1Cp+q−1 F p+1Cp+q/F p+2Cp+q

d0 d0

d0 d0

This is part of the E0 page, and to get to E1 we take cohomology at each
step. Suppose we have a cocycle in Ep,q

1 represented by an element [x] with
x ∈ F pCp+q. Since d[x] = 0, dx ∈ F p+1Cp+q+1, which we claim represents a
well-defined element of Ep+1,q

1 . Here’s what we have to check:

i. [dx] ∈ F p+1Cp+q+1/F p+2Cp+q+1 is a cocycle: d[dx] = [d2x] = 0.

ii. If x ∈ F p+1Cp+q, then dx is by definition in the image of the differential
Ep+1,q−1

0 ! Ep+1,q
0 , so we obtain a well-defined map Zp,q

1 ! Ep+1,q
1 .

iii. Finally, if x = dy for y ∈ F pCp+q−1, then dx = 0, so this descends to a
well-defined map d1 : E

p,q
1 ! Ep+1,q

1 .

Lemma 1.1.1 Let C• be an object of ChA and F ∗C• be a descending
filtration. There is a canonical spectral sequence (E•,•

r , dr) with initial pages

Ep,q
0 = grpF C

p+q Ep,q
1 = Hp+q(grpF C

•),
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and with d0 and d1 as described above. In general, the differential has signature

dr : E
p,q
r ! Ep+r,q−r+1

r .

This is called the spectral sequence associated to the filtration F of C•.

Now we state the standard conditions for convergence. First of all, the filtra-
tion F ∗C•, because it respects the differential, induces a descending filtration
F ∗H•(C) on the cohomology of C, which is induced from the chain map
F pC• ! C• as follows:

F pHn(C) := im
(
Hn(F pC)! Hn(C)

)
.

We say that the filtration is finite in cohomological degree if for each n ∈ Z,
there are integers an ≤ bn such that F pCn = Cn for p ≤ an, and F

pCn = 0
for p ≥ bn. In other words, for every n, the set

{p ∈ Z : grpF C
n ̸= 0}

is finite; equivalently, along each diagonal {(p, q) : p + q = n} of Z2, Ep,q
0 is

nonzero for only finitely many terms. So, this includes cases like when E0 is
contained in the first or third quadrant, or e.g. if it is contained in an infinitely
long horizontal strip but bounded above and below.

Now in general, at a point (p, q), the differentials leaving this point for all r
are of the form (p, q)! (p+ r, q − r + 1), which always adds to p+ q + 1. In
particular, they all lie on a fixed diagonal, and likewise for those differentials
entering (p, q). Thus under this condition, the point (p, q) will stop changing
once r ≫ 0 (depending on p and q). So in this case, the E∞ page is well-defined
without having to take any limits.

Lemma 1.1.2 Let C• be an object of ChA, let F be a descending filtration
of C•, and let (Er, dr) be the associated spectral sequence. If F is finite in
cohomological degree, then there is a canonical isomorphism

Ep,q
∞

∼= F pHp+q(C)/F p+1Hp+q(C) =: grpF H
p+q(C).

In other words, the spectral sequence converges

Ep,q
r =⇒ Hp+q(C•)

with the associated filtration F of the cohomology.

Recall how this convergence is used: to get information about the nth cohomol-
ogy of C, we look along the diagonal Ep,q

∞ for p+ q = n, which will necessarily
be contained in the finite horizontal strip an ≤ p ≤ bn. If we take the direct
sum along this diagonal, we get the graded object grF H

n(C) in p.

There are a few immediate deductions: if there’s at most one object Ep,q
∞ in

the n-diagonal which is nonzero, then Hn(C) ∼= Ep,q
∞ , because the filtration
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must be of the form

Hn = F anHn ⊃ · · · ⊃ F pHn ⊃ · · ·F bnHn = 0,

where all terms to the right (and excluding) F pHn are zero, and those to the
left are Ep,q

∞ . In general, we have to solve some extension problems to conclude:
namely, for each p we have an exact sequence

0! F p+1Hn ! F pHn ! Ep,n−p
∞ ! 0,

and starting with F bnHn = 0, so F bn−1Hn = Ebn−1,n+1−bn
∞ , we can try to

solve downwards for F pHn until we’ve gotten to F anHn = Hn. In practice,
it is worth mentioning that when we are working with finite-dimensional vec-
tor spaces, we have dimgrF H

n(C) = dimHn(C), so it is especially easy to
conclude dimensions from the spectral sequence.

In these notes, we won’t care too much about this spectral sequence in this level
of generality; instead we will use much more the spectral sequence associated
to a bicomplex or double complex. A double complex is a bigraded collection
of objects {Ci,j : i, j ∈ Z} of an abelian category A, equipped with a ver-
tical differential dv and a horizontal differential dh satisfying the following
properties:

(a) For each (i, j), the vertical differentials

dv : C
i,j ! Ci,j+1 j ∈ Z

make (Ci,•, dv) a chain complex for all i.

(b) Likewise, the horizontal differentials dh : C
i,j ! Ci+1,j for all i, j make

(C•,j , dh) a chain complex for all j.

(c) The differentials satisfy dvdh + dhdv = 0 for all i, j.

If C•,• is a bicomplex with values in A, then there is an associated chain
complex called the totalization, given by

(TotC)n :=
⊕

p+q=n

Cp,q,

where the differential (TotC)n ! (TotC)n+1 is defined with (p, q)th compo-
nent Cp,q !

⊕
r+s=n+1 C

r,s given by

Cp,q dv+dh−−−−! Cp+1,q ⊕ Cp,q+1 ↪! (TotC)n+1.

Then (dv + dh)
2 = d2v + dvdh + dhdv + d2h = 0 by definition.

We will have legitimate interest in complexes which are totalizations of
bicomplexes.

Example 1.1.3 Suppose A has a symmetric monoidal structure compatible
with the abelian structure, and let A,B be chain complexes. There is a natural
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bicomplex given on objects by Cp,q := Ap⊗Bq, where the horizontal differential
is

dh = dA ⊗Bq : Ap ⊗Bq ! Ap+1 ⊗Bq,
and the vertical differential is

dv = (−1)pAp ⊗ dB : Ap ⊗Bq ! Ap ⊗Bq+1.

Without the sign change on dv, the two differentials would have commuted,
but as defined they anticommute. Thus C•,• forms a bicomplex, and we define
the tensor product A⊗B := TotC. Explicitly,

(A⊗B)n =
⊕

p+q=n

Ap ⊗Bq

with differential d = dA ⊗ 1 + (−1)p1 ⊗ dB . It would be useful to know
the relation between the cohomology of the tensor product complex and the
cohomologies of the individual complexes.

Now, let C be a bicomplex. There are two natural filtrations of the associated
totalization TotC, induced by two filtrations on the bicomplex as follows.
Arrange Cp,q in the plane Z2: the horizontal filtration FhC is defined by setting
F p
hC to be the same bicomplex except we set everything to the left of the line

{(p, q) : q ∈ Z} to zero. Likewise, F q
vC is defined by setting everything below

{(p, q) : p ∈ Z} to zero. This induces filtrations on the totalizations:

F p
h TotC := TotF p

hC F q
v TotC := TotF q

vC,

which explicitly on nth cohomological components are

F r
h TotCn =

⊕
p+q=n,p≥r

Cp,q F s
v TotCn =

⊕
p+q=n,q≥s

Cp,q.

These filtrations, by virtue of Lemma 1.1.1, are going to induce two spectral
sequences associated to the totalization. Our goal is to compute the E0, E1,
and E2 pages of these two sequences. From the above description, clearly:

F p+1
h (TotC)n = Cp,n−p ⊕ F p

h (TotC)n

F q+1
h (TotC)n = Cn−q,q ⊕ F q

v (TotC)n

So, if the associated spectral sequences are Eh,r and Ev,r, then we will have
Ep,q

h,0 = grFh
(TotC)p+q = Cp,q and likewise Eq,p

v,0 = Cp,q. Thus, it is clear
that the differentials on the first page are just the vertical and horizontal
differentials respectively:

Ep,q
h,0 = Cp,q dv−! Ep,q+1

h,0 = Cp,q+1 Eq,p
v,0 = Cp,q dh−! Eq,p+1

v,0 = Cp+1,q

This is because we took the totalization differential dv + dh but quotiented
the target of the dh differential (and likewise for the Ev case). Thus we take
vertical (resp. horizontal) cohomology to get to E1:

Ep,q
h,1 = Hq(Cp,•, dv) =: H

q
v (C

p,•) Eq,p
v,1 = Hp(C•,q, dh) = Hp

h(C
•,q).
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Now return to the definition of the E1-page differential: we just used the
cocycle condition and took the total differential of the objects before tak-
ing the filtration quotients. This corresponds to simply viewing the horizontal
(resp. vertical) differentials as chain maps and looking at the induced map on
cohomology. Thus our E1 differentials are

dh : H
q
v (C

p,•)! Hq
v (C

p+1,•) dv : H
p
h(C

•,q)! Hp
h(C

•,q+1).

In particular, we have shown the following:

Theorem 1.1.4 Let C•,• be a bicomplex with values in A. There are two spec-
tral sequences (Eh,r, dr) and (Ev,r, dr) as described above, which in particular
have E2-pages given by

Ep,q
h,2 = Hp

h

(
Hq

v (C)
)

Eq,p
v,2 = Hq

v

(
Hp

h(C)
)
.

If for each n ∈ Z, {(p, q) : p + q = n,Cp,q ̸= 0} is finite, then both spec-
tral sequences converge to Hp+q(TotC), where in the first case the associated
filtration is induced by Fh, and in the second it is induced by Fv.

Remark 1.1.5 This data comes with some natural ‘edge maps’: for simplicity,
suppose we are in the circumstance where Cp,q is a first-quadrant bicomplex.
Let us just consider the first spectral sequence. There are two edge maps

Hn(TotC)! H0
h(H

n
v (C)) Hn

hH
0
v (C)! Hn(TotC)

which either project a total cocycle to the (0, n) component, or include an (n, 0)
cocycle in the total cohomology. These natural maps factor through E∞ and
the filtration on cohomology. So, if some of these edge components survive till
E∞, then we already know how they are subquotients of the total cohomology.

Example 1.1.6 Suppose we’re in the situation of Example 1.1.3. An object X
of A is flat if X ⊗ (−) is an exact functor. So, if B• is a complex which has no
cohomology (i.e. it is an exact sequence), then X⊗B• also has no cohomology.
Now suppose A• is a complex of flat objects; does the tensor product A ⊗ B
also have no cohomology?

Let’s answer this under the additional assumption that A• and B• are bounded
above complexes. Form the bicomplex Ci,j = Ai ⊗ Bj as in Example 1.1.3,
and observe that our hypothesis ensures that the bicomplex is cut off at some
point along the x-axis and the y-axis, so this looks like a shifted third quadrant
spectral sequence. Thus by Thm. 1.1.4, we have a spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = Hp

h(H
q
v (C)) =⇒ Hp+q(A⊗B).

Note that Hq
v (C)p = Hq(Ap⊗B•, dB) = 0 because each Ap is flat, so Ep,q

2 = 0,
and thus Hn(A⊗B) is zero for all n ∈ Z. Note that this simple fact would be
somewhat difficult to prove just using the definitions, but has a trivial proof
via spectral sequences.
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Remark 1.1.7 Let us note that Lemma 1.1.2 and Thm. 1.1.4 actually hold in
a slightly more general setting: namely, e.g. for the former, we don’t need the
filtration to be finite in cohomological degree, only bounded towards the right.
In other words, we should have the condition that for fixed n, F pCn = 0 for
p ≫ 0. In our bicomplex situation, this means that we assume Cp,n−p = 0
for p ≫ 0 for the first sequence, or Cn−q,q = 0 for q ≫ 0 in the second one.
However, in this case, to get the convergence result, we need to assume that
countable direct sums are exact in the abelian category. In the examples we’re
interested in this will always hold, because filtered colimits will be exact.

The subtlety is that at a given point (p, q) ∈ Z2, the sequence may not stabilize
anymore. However, the differentials leaving Ep,q

r are all going further down
and to the right along the p + q + 1 diagonal, so eventually they are zero.
Thus, we do have a well-defined cocycle space Zp,q

∞ . To take the image of
the incoming differential, for large enough r we use the image Bp,q

r in Zp,q
∞ ,

assuming Zp,q
r = Zp,q

∞ . Then Bp,q
∞ =

⋃
r B

p,q
r , and E∞

p,q = Zp,q
∞ /Bp,q

∞ .

In practice, we usually don’t need to worry about this because we hope that
the whole sequence degenerates quickly. For example, using this we can now
extend Example 1.1.6 to the case where A• is still a bounded above complex
of flat objects, but B• is an arbitrary acyclic complex.

Remark 1.1.8 Again let C•,• be a bicomplex. Sometimes we care instead about
the product totalization, denoted TotΠ(C),

TotΠ(C)n :=
∏

p+q=n

Cp,q

which is defined if A has countable products. The differential component
mapping to Cp,q for p+ q = n+ 1, is given by

(dx)p,q = dh(xp−1,q) + dv(xp,q−1),

which we can still write as dh+dv. Then again d2 = 0 and this forms a complex.
We still want a spectral sequence in this case, so we can use the following trick:
observe that Dp,q := C−p,−q is a bicomplex in the opposite category Aop, and

(
TotAop D•,•)n =

Aop⊕
p+q=n

C−p,−q =
∏

−p−q=−n

C−p,−q,

so (TotAop D•,•)n = TotΠA(C
•,•)−n, and the differentials coincide with what

we just wrote down. So, we have two spectral sequences with reversed indices
as before, and let us focus on the first one. The boundedness assumption from
the previous remark was that along all diagonals, we must eventually get zero
if we go far enough to the right. Thus the condition flips, and we obtain the
statement

Ep,q
2 = Hp

h(H
q
v (C)) =⇒ Hp+q(TotC)

assuming that for each n, Cp,n−p = 0 for p ≪ 0. If we do the second spectral
sequence, then the condition should be that Cn−q,q = 0 for q ≪ 0. We will
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see an example of this in use when defining the Hom complex. Since we used
the opposite category, in this case we have to assume that countable products
are exact. This will not always be true for the categories we care about, so we
should be careful.

1.1.2 Cones and homotopy

Let’s review some standard facts about cones. Again, fix A an abelian category,
and we generally work in either the category of cochain complexes Ch(A), or
its homotopy category K(A).

Let A be a chain complex. For i ∈ Z, we define A[i] to be (A[i])n = Ai+n,
with dA[i] = (−1)idA. Note that e.g. A[1] is the shift of A to the left, not the
right. This defines a functor Ch(A) ! Ch(srcA). It is clear that Hn(A[i]) =
Hi+n(A), and in particular H0(A[i]) = Hn(A).

Let f : A! B be a chain map. Then Cone(f) is the chain complex with

Cone(f)i := Ai+1⊕Bi dCone(f) =

(
−dA 0
f dB

)
: Ai+1⊕Bi ! Ai+2⊕Bi+1.

There is a canonical exact sequence

0! B ! Cone(f)! A[1]! 0 (1)

where the maps on the object level are the obvious ones: Bi ! Ai+1 ⊕Bi and
Ai+1 ⊕ Bi ! Ai+1, so this sequence is ‘termwise-split’, but not split globally
because of the extra f component in the differential of the cone. Considering
the corresponding long exact sequence, we obtain

· · ·! Hi(B)! Hi(Cone(f))! Hi+1(A)
δ
−! Hi+1(B)! · · · ,

where δ is the connecting map; it is easy to check in this case that δ = f∗ is
the induced map, and thus we see that f is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if
Cone(f) is acyclic.

Many properties of maps are easily translated into properties of cones. The
following properties are important to define the derived category as a well-
behaved localization of the homotopy category of chain complexes. They will
also be used later to prove that the latter is a triangulated category.

Lemma 1.1.9 Let f : A ! B be a chain map. Then there is a natural
homotopy equivalence

Cone(B
τ
−! Cone(f)) ≃ A[1],

where in fact A[1] is a deformation retract of Cone(f).

Proof (Sketch) Let us describe what the deformation retract is:

Ai+1 (−f 1 0)T

−−−−−−−−−! Bi+1 ⊕ (Ai+1 ⊕Bi)
(0 1 0)
−−−−−−−! Ai+1.
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Then the composite written above is the identity on A[1], and the other com-
posite is a 3x3 matrix which is homotopy equivalent to the identity. □

As in the lemma, let τ : B ! Cone(f) be the canonical map. Then we have a
commutative diagram:

A B Cone(f) A[1] B[1]

B Cone(f) Cone(τ) B[1]

−f

he

This diagram will tell us that we can shift distinguished triangles in the homo-
topy category. More precisely, we will want to study triangle sequences of the
form A! B ! Cone(f)! A[1], and if we ‘rotate’ such a triangle we get

B ! Cone(f)! A[1]
−f
−−! B[1].

The diagram above and the lemma show that this rotated triangle is isomorphic
to a triangle of the first form.

Lemma 1.1.10 Let f : A! B be a chain map, and consider the natural map
η : Cone(f)[−1] ! A. Then Cone(η) is canonically homotopy equivalent to
B[1].

Proof Follows from Lemma 1.1.9 and the homotopy invariance of cones under
homotopy equivalences, which is standard. □

Next, we will prove a lemma which is explained by the next section:

Lemma 1.1.11 Suppose we have morphisms X
f
−! Y

g
 − Z, where f is a

quasi-isomorphism. Then we can extend this data to a commutative diagram

T Z

X Y

f ′

g′ g

f

in K(A) where f ′ is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof (Sketch) Let τ : Y ! Cone(f) be the canonical map. By our previous
results, we have a diagram:

Cone(τg)[−1] Z Cone(f) Cone(τg)

Cone(τ)[−1] Y Cone(f) Cone(τ)

X Y Cone(f) X[1]

g′[−1]

τg

g g

≃ he

τ

≃ he

f τ
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Importantly, the two squares which involve a term that says he,≃ only com-
mute up to homotopy, because in fact the truly commutative square is the one
where we replace them by their homotopy inverses. Also, Cone(τg)! Cone(τ)
is the natural map, induced by commutativity of the middle upper square, and
this map makes the upper left square commute because we could have added
a downward arrow Z[1]! Y [1] on the right side of the diagram.

To conclude, we want to check that Cone(τg)[−1] ! Z is a qis. Since f
is a qis, Cone(f) is acyclic. Then Lemma 1.1.10 tells us that the cone of
Cone(τg)[−1]! Z is homotopy equivalent to Cone(f), hence acyclic. □

Lemma 1.1.12 Let f, g : A ! B be chain maps. Then there exists a
quasi-isomorphism q for which qf ∼ qg if and only if there exists a
quasi-isomorphism q′ for which fq′ ∼ gq′.

Proof We may assume g = 0. The point is that both conditions are equivalent
to f factoring through an acyclic complex. □

Lemma 1.1.13 Let f, g, h be composable morphisms for which fg and gh are
quasi-isomorphisms. Then g is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof To check this we have to check it after applying Hn for all n, after which
fg and gh become isomorphisms. But this property is true for isomorphisms
in a category. □

1.1.3 Localizing classes

In this section we define localizations of categories in the case of the existence
of a localizing class. Let C be a category and S a subclass of morphisms. By
analogy with rings, S is multiplicative if it includes all identity morphisms,
and is closed under composition.

Recall the definition of the localization γ : C ! C[S−1], which is a category
C[S−1] equipped with a functor γ such that for every category D, restriction
along γ induces an equivalence of categories

γ∗ : Fun(C[S−1], D) ∼−! FunS(C,D),

where FunS denotes the full subcategory of functors which send elements of S
to isomorphisms. Recall moreover that if we allow locally large categories, then
we can always construct this category with the same objects as C, so that γ is
an identity-on-objects functor, and γ∗ above is an isomorphism of categories,
not just an equivalence.

The following setup is one way to make localizations behave well (another is to
go directly to triangulated categories, and a third is to use model categories).

Definition 1.1.14 Let C be a category and S ⊂ Mor(C) a multiplicative sub-
class of morphisms. S is a localizing class if the following additional conditions
hold:
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(a) For every s ∈ S and map f : X ! Y , we can extend this data to a
commutative diagram

T Z X Y

X Y Z T

s′ s

f

s s′

f

so that in both cases, s′ ∈ S as well.

(b) Given two parallel maps f, g : X ! Y , there exists s ∈ S for which
sf = sg iff there exists s′ ∈ S for which fs′ = gs′.

The point of this definition is that we have a very explicit description of the
localization. Let S be a multiplicative subclass of morphisms; a roof diagram

from A to B is a pair of arrows of the form A
s
 − X

f
−! B for which s ∈ S. We

temporarily denote this set RoofS(A,B), then there is a natural equivalence
relation on this set, where(

A
s
 − X ! B

)
∼

(
A

s′
 − X ′ ! B

)
iff there exists a commutative diagram of the form

A X Y

B X ′ Y

s t

s′

t′

for which t, t′ ∈ S.

Now suppose in addition that S is localizing. We are going to construct a
category C[S−1] with objects equal to those objects of C, and morphisms

HomC[S−1](A,B) := RoofS(A,B)/∼

being equivalence classes of roof diagrams with respect to S. The identity

maps A ! A will be represented by the roof diagrams A
1
 − A

1
−! A. The

composition of two roof diagrams is defined by the following diagram:

Z

X Y

A B C

s3

s1 s2

In particular, we use the first axiom of a localizing class to choose an element
s3 ∈ S and Z ! Y as in the diagram, and then our composite is the outer
perimeter of the triangle.
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Lemma 1.1.15 Let S be a localizing class of morphisms in C. The compo-
sition law defined above is well-defined on equivalence classes of roofs and
independent of any choices. With this composition, C[S−1] is a well-defined
category, possibly locally large.

Remark 1.1.16 In general, note that if C was small then the localization is
small. Thus we will ignore all set-theoretic technicalities by subtly referring to
Grothendieck universes.

Given this construction, there is a natural map γ : C ! C[S−1], which is the
identity on the objects, and on morphisms we send A! B to the roof diagram

A
1
 − A ! B. Under this map, note that everything in S becomes invertible.

If s ∈ S, the corresponding map A
1
 − A

s
−! B, and we claim the inverse is

B
s
 − A

1
−! A. Indeed, we can take as our composite roof:

A

A A

A B A

1 1

1 s s 1

The same thing works in the other direction. More generally, if we are given

any roof of the form A
s
 − X

f
−! B, we can always write it as the following

composite:

X

X X

A X B

1 1

s 1 1 f

In particular, this is equal to γ(f) ◦ γ(s)−1 as we just showed.

Lemma 1.1.17 Keep the notation above. Then:

(a) Every morphism of C[S−1] is of the form γ(f)◦γ(s)−1 for some morphism
f and s ∈ S.

(b) γ exhibits C[S−1] as the categorical localization of C with respect to the
class S.

Proof We just proved (a). We also showed that γ sends elements of S to
isomorphisms. To verify the universal property, let F : C ! D be a functor
which sends S to isomorphisms. An extension along γ is clearly unique by (a),
and moreover, defining F (γ(f) ◦ γ(s)−1) = F (f) ◦ F (s)−1 is (we claim) well-
defined. Checking this comes down to using the equivalence relation on roof
diagrams, and this gives the result. □

Now let us study the basic properties of the roofs more closely. Once again,
we will fix γ to be our localization functor. First, if a map g = γ(f)γ(s)−1
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is represented by the roof consisting of s and f , then by the first axiom of
localizing classes we can write s′f = f ′s for some s′ ∈ S, which implies that

g = γ(f)γ(s)−1 = γ(s′)−1γ(f ′).

So, any element can also be represented as a fraction with the denominator
coming first as well.

Second, suppose f, g are parallel arrows in C, we want to know when γ(f) =
γ(g) holds. According to the roof diagrams, this happens iff there is a
commutative diagram

X A

A A B

s′

s 1

g

1

f

with s, s′ ∈ S. Thus s = s′, and so this happens iff gs = fs for some element s,
which happens iff s′g = s′f for some element s′ ∈ S, by Axiom 2 of a localizing
class.

Third, given morphisms f, g in C[S−1], we can always write them as a roof
with the same denominator, i.e. we can write them in the form

f = γ(a)γ(s)−1 g = γ(b)γ(s)−1

for a single s (and similarly the other way too). To see this, first write f =
γ(a)γ(s1)

−1 and g = γ(b)γ(s2)
−1, and then by axiom 1 we may write s1s3 =

s2r for some s3, r. Let s := s1s3. Then

f = γ(a)γ(s3)γ(s3)
−1γ(s1)

−1 = γ(as3)γ(s)
−1,

and likewise g = γ(br)γ(s)−1. More generally, we can do this simultaneously
for n elements: in the induction step, we’ll have

fi = γ(ai)γ(s)
−1 fn = γ(b)γ(t)−1

for i ≤ n − 1, then we do the same trick as in the n = 2 case to obtain the
desired representation.

Lemma 1.1.18 Keep the same notation as above. The following are equiva-
lent:

i. S satisfies the 2-out-of-6 property, namely if f, g, h are composable in C,
then

fg, gh ∈ S =⇒ g ∈ S.

ii. If g is in C and γ(g) is an isomorphism, then f ∈ S.

If any of these conditions hold, we say S is saturated. In this case, the
isomorphisms in C[S−1] are exactly the elements of the form γ(s)γ(s′)−1.

Proof If (i) holds, then it also satisfies 2-out-of-3, because we can take f or h to
be the identity. If g has an inverse of the form γ(h)γ(s)−1, then γ(fh) = γ(s),
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so fhs′ = ss′ ∈ S, hence by 2-of-3 we have gh ∈ S. Likewise, it has a left
inverse of the form γ(s2)

−1γ(f), so fg ∈ S as well. Thus g ∈ S.

If (ii) holds, then γ(f)γ(g) and γ(g)γ(h) are isomorphisms, so γ(g) is both a
split epi and split mono, thus an isomorphism. Hence g ∈ S.

Lastly, if e.g. the second holds, then consider a morphism f = γ(g)γ(s)−1

which is an isomorphism. Thus γ(g) is an isomorphism, so g ∈ S. □

Lemma 1.1.19 Let C be an additive category and S a localizing class. Then
C[S−1] is an additive category, and the localization functor γ : C ! C[S−1] is
an additive functor. Addition of morphisms is uniquely specified by the rule

γ(f)γ(s)−1 + γ(g)γ(s)−1 = γ(f + g)γ(s)−1

for parallel morphisms f and g in C.

Proof We already know that the specification is unique, because any parallel
arrows in C[S−1] can be written in the form on the LHS. The only thing
remaining to check, in light of the above remarks, is that this is well-defined.
This follows (e.g. one step at a time) from the equivalence relations on roofs.

□

We will very quickly state some final results about localizing subcategories.

Remark 1.1.20 Via opposites (and the symmetry in the definition), it is clear
that everything said here is equivalent if we use ‘right roofs’ instead of left
roofs. So, e.g., morphisms in C[S−1] can be represented as equivalence classes
of diagrams

A
f
−! X

s
 − B

where s ∈ S, where we define things similarly as in the previous case.

Proposition 1.1.21 Let S be a localizing class in C and suppose B ⊂ A is a
full subcategory. Suppose S ∩B is a localizing class in B, and that one of the
following conditions holds:

(a) For any s : X ′ ! X with s ∈ S and X in B, there exists f : X ′′ ! X ′

with X ′′ in B such that sf ∈ S; or

(b) The same as (a) but with arrows reversed.

Then, writing SB := S ∩ B, the canonical map B[S−1
B ] ! C[S−1] is a fully

faithful embedding.

1.2 The Derived Category

Let A be an abelian category, and as usual we denote by K(A) the homotopy
category of chain complexes of A. We will from now also write

K+(A) K−(A) Kb(A)
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for the full (additive) subcategories of bounded below, bounded above, and
bounded complexes, respectively. Note that for chain maps inside one of these
categories, taking the cone lands us back inside the same category. Therefore,
Lemma 1.1.11 and Lemma 1.1.12 tell us that the class of quasi-isomorphisms
in K(A) forms a localizing class of morphisms, and from the above remark it
is also clear that the same is true for the three categories written above.

Definition 1.2.1 The additive categories D(A), D+(A), D−(A), and Db(A)
are all defined as the localizations of the respective homotopy categories with
respect to the quasi-isomorphisms. Any of these is called the derived category
of A. We always consider these categories with their natural functor from K(A)
or Ch(A), or a subcategory of one of these.

Using Prop. 1.1.21, we identify the latter three categories as full subcategories
of D(A). Lemma 1.1.13 with Lemma 1.1.18 shows that the quasi-isomorphisms
form a saturated class in all four of the categories. Thus a map is a quasi-
isomorphism iff it becomes an isomorphism in the derived category.

For the sake of time, we will very briefly state some important results regarding
the homotopy categories and derived categories (to be filled in later).

1.2.1 The triangulated structure

In any of the categories D∗(A) or K∗(A), a triangle will be a sequence of maps

A! B ! C ! A[1].

A morphism of triangles is a commutative diagram

A B C A[1]

A′ B′ C ′ A′[1]

a b c a[1]

A standard triangle is one of the form

A
f
−! B ! Cone(f)! A[1],

and a distinguished (or exact) triangle is one isomorphic to a standard triangle.

Lemma 1.2.2 A short exact sequence 0 ! A ! B ! C ! 0 of com-
plexes induces a distinguished triangle in D∗(A). More precisely, there is a
commutative diagram

A B Cone(i)

A B C

i

i

where Cone(i)! C is a quasi-isomorphism.
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Proof The map Cone(i)n = An+1 ⊕Bn ! Cn is given by projecting to the B
factor and applying B ! C. This is surjective, and the kernel is termwise of
the form An+1 ⊕An, so we get an exact sequence

0! Cone(1A)! Cone(i)! C ! 0.

Since Cone(1A) is acyclic the map is a quasi-isomorphism. □

Lemma 1.2.3 Let A
f
−! B ! Cone(f) ! A[1] be a standard triangle in

K∗(A). Then the rotations

B ! Cone(f)! A[1]
−f
−−! B[1]

and
Cone(f)[−1]! A! B ! Cone(f)

are both distinguished in K∗(A). In particular, the same is true in D∗(A).

Proof We have already discussed this via a deformation retract. □

Lemma 1.2.4 Every distinguished triangle in D∗(A) comes from an exact
sequence in the sense of Lemma 1.2.2.

Proof Every distinguished triangle is isomorphic to a standard triangle, but
it’s also isomorphic to the rotation of some standard triangle. Indeed, if A!
B ! C ! A[1] is distinguished, then by the above lemma so is C[−1]! A!
B ! C, and thus this is isomorphic to a standard triangle.

In particular, they are all isomorphic to a triangle of the form B ! Cone(f)!

A[1]
−f
−−! B[1], and we know that this comes from the short exact sequence

0! B ! Cone(f)! A[1]! 0

in Ch(A). □

As a special case of this, we see that every distinguished triangle in D∗(A)
induces a long exact sequence in cohomology. We will now partially axiomatize
the above results and revisit this more carefully.

Let C be a category equipped with an autoequivalence T : C ! C. For sim-
plicity, we will assume T is actually an automorphism. Just as above, we can
define triangles in C to be sequences of the form A ! B ! C ! T (A), and
likewise morphisms.

Definition 1.2.5 A triangulated category is an additive category C equipped
with an additive automorphism T and a class of triangles called distinguished
or exact triangles satisfying the following properties:

(TR1) (a) For A in C, A
1A−−! A! 0! T (A) is distinguished.

(b) Any triangle isomorphic to a distinguished triangle is distinguished.
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(c) Any morphism f : A ! B can be completed to a distinguished
triangle A! B ! C ! T [1].

(TR2) A triangle A
u
−! B

v
−! C

w
−! T (A) is distinguished iff its rotation

B
v
−! C

w
−! T (A)

−T (u)
−−−−! T (B)

is distinguished.

(TR3) Given two distinguished triangles as in the diagram below

A B C T (A)

A′ B′ C ′ T (A′)

f g h T (f)

with f and g given, we can find an h making the diagram commute.

(TR4) The octahedral axiom, which we will skip.

One often calls a pre-triangulated category a category satisfying all axioms
except (TR4), and in fact we will mostly just be dealing with pre-triangulated
categories when we discuss basic properties.

Proposition 1.2.6 Let C be a triangulated category.

(a) The composite of any two morphisms in a distinguished triangle is zero.

(b) For any distinguished triangle A! B ! C ! T (A), we have long exact
sequences

· · ·! C(X,T i(A))! C(X,T i(B))! C(X,T i(C))! C(X,T i+1(A))!

and likewise in the contravariant direction for any object X in C.

(c) Given a diagram as in (TR3), if f and g are isomorphisms, then h is an
isomorphism.

(d) The distinguished triangle of (TR1) is unique up to a non-canonical
isomorphism.

(e) If in a morphism of triangles, any two of the first three maps are
isomorphisms, the third is an isomorphism.

Proof (a) By rotation, consider A ! B ! C ! T (A) and we show that
A! B ! C is zero. The axioms imply that we must be able to complete the
diagram below,

A A 0 T (A)

A B C T (A)

1

1 f T (f)

f

but then A! B ! C factors through 0.
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(b) By rotation, we just have to check that if A ! B ! C ! T (A) is
distinguished, then

Hom(X,A)! Hom(X,B)! Hom(X,C)

is exact in the middle. By (a) the composite is zero. If a : X ! B satisfies
X ! B ! C = 0, then consider the diagram of rotated triangles

X 0 T (X) T (X)

B C T (A) T (B)

a h

where our assumption means that the first square commutes. Then we win by
using ±h[−1].

(c) By functoriality of T and the LES of (a), we obtain a diagram of LES’s
and the 5-lemma shows that for every X, Hom(X,h) is an isomorphism. Thus
h is an isomorphism.

(d) It’s unique because if we had two such C or C ′, we can use (TR3) to get
a map between them with maps on A and B being identities, and thus we’re
done by (c).

(e) Consider a morphism of triangles:

A B C TA

A′ B′ C ′ TA′

f g h Tf

We have just explained the case when f and g are isomorphisms. If f and h
are isos or g and h are isos, then rotate once to the right or once to the left
respectively to get into that case. □

Let C be triangulated and A be abelian. An additive functor F : C ! A is
cohomological if for any distinguished triangle A ! B ! C ! T (A) the
induced sequence

F (A)! F (B)! F (C)
is exact in A. Given a distinguished triangle, we can always extend it to a
sequence

· · ·! T i(A)! T i(B)! T i(C)! T i+1(A)! T i+1(B)! · · · ,

where any subset of four terms is a distinguished triangle. Thus, a cohomolog-
ical functor induces a long exact sequence in A. For example, we have shown
that Hom(X,−) into abelian groups is cohomological for any X, and so is
Hom(−, X) if we view it as a functor C! Abop.

Here are two related notions:

Definition 1.2.7 Let C,C′ be triangulated categories, and A be an abelian
category.
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(a) An exact or triangulated functor F : C ! C′ is an additive functor F
together with a natural isomorphism

µ : F ◦ T ∼−! T ′ ◦ F

such that whenever A ! B ! C ! T (A) is distinguished, the induced
triangle

F (A)! F (B)! F (C)!
(
F (T (A))

µ
−! T ′(F (A))

)
is distinguished.

(b) A morphism of triangulated functors is a natural transformation which
commutes with the natural isomorphisms µ above.

(c) A δ-functor G : A! C is an additive functor which assigns to each short
exact sequence

0! A! B ! C ! 0
a map δ : G(C)! G(A)[1] satisfying the following properties:

i. GA! GB ! GC
δ
−! GA[1] is a distinguished triangle.

ii. δ is natural with respect to morphisms of exact sequences.

Lemma 1.2.8 Let F : C ! C′ be a triangulated functor which is also an
equivalence of categories. Then F is a triangulated equivalence.

Proof After unwinding the definitions, and even making the simplifying
assumption that F commutes with the translation functor, the main thing to
prove is that if

FA
Ff
−−! FB ! FC ! T ′(FA) = F (T (A))

is distinguished in C′, then A ! B ! C ! TA was already distinguished.

Indeed, to see this choose a distinguished triangle A
f
−! B ! D ! TA, and

apply F to it; we are going to get a diagram:

FA FB FC F (TA)

FA FB FD T ′F (A)

Ff

Ff

Since both rows are distinguished we obtain a map FC ! FD, which by the
previous proposition is an isomorphism. By full faithfulness, this is of the form
Fi : FC ! FD for an isomorphism i : C ∼−! D, so A ! B ! C ! TA was
isomorphic to a distinguished triangle already. □

The definition of a δ-functor is made so that for every cohomological functor
C ! D, the composite A ! C ! D is a δ-functor of abelian categories. We
will discuss some general properties of such functors later.
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Our main examples of triangulated categories are the homotopy categories
K∗(A) and their localizationsD∗(A). Once we know that they are triangulated,
it will be obvious that the localization map K∗(A)! D∗(A) is a triangulated
functor.

It will also be obvious thatH0 : D∗(A)! A is a cohomological functor: we may
show the property on the middle portion of the sequence A! B ! Cone(f)!
A[1], and then we are done because we know that H0(B)! H0(Cone(f))!
H0(A[1]) is part of a long exact sequence in cohomology. This gives another
proof of the fact that any distinguished triangle gives a long exact sequence in
cohomology.

Third, it will be clear that Ch∗(A) ! D∗(A) is a δ-functor. Indeed, we have
proven in Lemma 1.2.2 that for each SES 0 ! A ! B ! C ! 0, we have a
corresponding exact triangle

A
i
−! B ! Cone(i)! A[1]

induced because of the quasi-isomorphism qi : Cone(i) ! C. Therefore, A !
B ! C ! A[1] is an exact triangle in the derived category, and the map δ is
the natural map corresponding to Cone(i) ! A[1]. This is called the univer-
sal δ-functor (not to be confused with universal δ-functors between abelian
categories).

Theorem 1.2.9 Let A be an abelian category. The homotopy categories
K∗(A) are all triangulated categories with the shift functor [1] and the
distinguished triangles as defined.

Proof (TR1) The cone C(1A) is homotopy equivalent to 0, so the standard
triangle A! A! C(1A)! A[1] is isomorphic to the triangle A! A! 0!
A[1]. (b) is obvious, and we have (c) by taking C = Cone(A! B).

(TR2) We already proved that both rotations of cones are cones up to
homotopy equivalence.

(TR3) By replacing with a homotopy equivalent diagram, we may assume that
C = Cone(A! B), etc. Then h = f [1]⊕ g and we are done.

(TR4) As usual, we skip the octahedral axiom. □

Let us now state a general means for constructing localizations in the presence
of a triangulated structure on a category. We will say a localizing class on a
triangulated category is compatible with the triangulation if s ∈ S iff T (s) ∈ S
for all s, and if in TR3, when both f, g ∈ S, we can take h ∈ S as well.

Proposition 1.2.10 Let C be a triangulated category, and S a localizing
class of morphisms which is compatible with the triangulation. The localization
C[S−1] admits a natural triangulated structure making

C! C[S−1]
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a triangulated functor. A triangle in C[S−1] is distinguished if and only if it is
isomorphic to the image of a distinguished triangle in C.

Proof Everything is easy to check using roofs with the exception of (TR4),
which we skip as usual. □

Corollary 1.2.11 Let A be an abelian category. The derived categories D∗(A)
are triangulated categories with the shift functor [1] and exact triangles as
defined previously. Moreover, the localization functors

K∗(A)! D∗(A)

are all triangulated functors. The functors

Ch∗(A)! D∗(A)

are δ-functors, and a triangle in D∗(A) is exact iff it is isomorphic to the
image of an exact sequence in Ch∗(A).

Proof We just have to check the hypotheses of the previous theorem for quasi-
isomorphisms. Clearly, a map is a qis iff its shifts are qis’s, and for the (TR3)
property, we have said that we can take f [1]⊕ g to be the third map. If f and
g are qis, then this map is also a qis. We have already explained the second
statement. □

Any general lemmas about the basic structure of the derived category will be
added here.

Lemma 1.2.12 Let A be an abelian category and f : X ! Y a morphism in
D∗(A). Let Q : K∗(A)! D∗(A) denote the localization functor. The following
are equivalent:

(a) f is an isomorphism.

(b) f = Q(s) ◦Q(t)−1 for s and t quasi-isomorphisms.

(c) f = Q(s)−1 ◦Q(t) for s and t quasi-isomorphisms.

(d) Hi(f) is an isomorphism in A for all i ∈ Z.

Proof We already know that (a) = (b) because of isomorphisms in a saturated
localization, Lemma 1.1.18. If (c) holds then clearly it is an isomorphism, and
conversely if (b) holds, we can choose a diagram

A Y

X B

s

t q

r

by Axiom 1 of a localizing class, with q a quasi-isomorphism. Then by 2-out-
of-3 r is a quasi-isomorphism, and we get (c). Finally, if (d) holds, then write
f in the form f = Q(b) ◦Q(s)−1, so that f ◦Q(s) = Q(b). Applying Hi, this
implies b is a quasi-isomorphism, so we’re in the case of (b). □
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1.2.2 Derived functors

We are now going to define derived functors on the derived categories of an
abelian category A. We will at first not do this using injective/projective res-
olutions, and instead define adapted classes directly. In the next section, we
will explain what assuming the existence of enough injectives (or projectives)
buys us.

Let A be an abelian category, and let F : A ! B be an additive functor.
What we say now will depend on a specific parity, so by convention our chosen
‘parity’ is left exact functor, right derived functor, etc., and the other case is
delegated to parentheses.

Definition 1.2.13 Let F : A ! B be a left (resp. right) exact functor of
abelian categories. A subclass R ⊂ ObA of objects is adapted to F if the
following properties hold:

(a) R is closed under finite direct sums (meaning it includes 0).

(b) For each acyclic complex C• in Ch+(R) (resp. Ch−(R)), the complex
F (C•) in Ch+(B) (resp. Ch−(B)) is acyclic.

(c) C has enough objects in R, or R is large enough, meaning every object of
C admits a monomorphism into (resp. an epimorphism from) an object
of R.

If R only satisfies conditions (a) and (c), then it is called preadapted,
independent of the functor F .

The main theorem which will allow us to define derived functors is the
following:

Theorem 1.2.14 Let R be a preadapted class of objects of A. Then SR, the
class of quasi-isomorphisms between complexes with terms in R, is a localizing
class, and the canonical functor

K+(R)[S−1
R ]! D+(A)

is an equivalence of categories. Moreover, K+(R) is a triangulated subcategory
of K+(A), SR is compatible with the triangulation, and the equivalence above
is an equivalence of triangulated categories.

Proof We do the case that everything has a monomorphism into R. SR is a
localizing class, because to prove that qis’s were a localizing class in the homo-
topy category we constructed it out of shifts and cones of some maps given. If
those maps lie in K+(R), then since R is closed under finite direct sums the
cones (and shifts) are also in the same category. Thus SR is a localizing class
in K+(R).

Claim For any complex A in K+(A) there exists a qis A ! R where R is in
K+(R).
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Once we have shown the claim, to check that this canonical functor is fully
faithful, we apply Prop. 1.1.21(b), so we need to show that if s : X ! X ′ is
a qis with X in R, then we can find f : X ′ ! X ′′ such that fs is a qis in R.
Indeed, just take f to be a quasi-isomorphism in the claim where R is in R.

Next, to check that this is essentially surjective, the claim says that every
object in D+(A) is isomorphic to an object in K+(R). This means it’s an
equivalence. For the statements about the triangulated structure, note that we
have said K+(R) is closed under shifts, cones (and contains 0 by definition).
This is all we needed to establish the triangulated structure on the homotopy
category. To prove that SR is compatible, we already said it is closed under
shifts, and the other condition is one on maps, not on objects.

It is clear from this that the natural map is an exact functor of triangulated
categories, and hence it is a triangulated equivalence. Thus we have reduced
to proving the claim. This will be deduced from the following lemma. □

Lemma 1.2.15 Let A be an abelian category, and R a class of objects of A
such that every object of A admits a monomorphism into an object of R. Then
for each A• in Ch+(A), there exists R• in Ch+(R) and a quasi-isomorphism
A• ! R•, which we may take to be a monomorphism. Moreover, if Ai = 0 for
i < k, then we may assume that Ri = 0 for i < k.

Proof Assume Ai = 0 for i < 0, choose a mono f0 : A0 ! R0, and take a
pushout as in the following diagram:

0 0 A0 A1 A1

0 0 R0 P R1

d1
A

f0 f1

⌟

The bottom composite R0 ! R1 is what we define as d0R. Since pushouts of
monics are monic in an abelian category, A1 ! P is monic, and thus so are
f0 and f1. Now if we’ve constructed the ith step of R already, we do a similar
thing:

Ai−1 Ai cok di−1
A Ai+1 Ai+1

Ri−1 Ri cok(di−1
R ) P Ri+1

dA

fi−1

q

fi

di
A

fi a fi+1

dR p b

⌟

c

Namely, construct the same pushout, except first pass to the cokernels. This
ensures d2 = 0 because we factor through the cokernel of di−1. Moreover, we

have the relation diAq = diA. Then define diR = cbp. This construction defines

a map f : A• ! R•. Observe also that if f i is monic, then a is monic, so
f i+1 = ca is monic.

We have to show that f is a quasi-isomorphism and that all the f i are monos.
To do this, in the diagram above we are going to show that Hi(f) is an
epimorphism, and then that the map cok diA ! cok diR induced by f i+1 is
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monic, which will imply that its restriction to the subobjects Hi(A)! Hi(R)
is monic as well. As explained in the construction this will keep each f i monic.

For the former, let [x] ∈ Hi(R) so cbp(x) = 0, so bp(x) = 0, meaning that the

image of (p(x), 0) in P is 0. Thus we can find y such that (p(x), 0) = (f i, diA)y,
where we may assume y = q(y). Thus (p(x), 0) = (pf i(y), diA(y)), so [y] ∈
Hi(A), and x− f i(y) ∈ ker p = im di−1

R , i.e. [x] = [f i(y)].

To show that the induced map f i+1 on cokernels is monic, we want to show
that if x ∈ Ai+1 maps to the image of diR, then it is in the image of diA. So
suppose ca(x) = cbp(x), i.e. a(x) = bp(x), then the element (p(y),−x) maps

to zero in P , so is of the form (f
i
,−diA)z, where we may assume z = q(z).

Thus −diA(z) = −x, as desired. □

Here’s another statement about preadapted classes which is sometimes useful.

Lemma 1.2.16 Let R be a (right) preadapted class in A. Let X ∈ K(A)
satisfy the property that

HomK(A)(X,R) = 0

for every acyclic R in K+(R). Then the natural map

HomK(A)(X,B)! HomD(A)(X,B)

is an isomorphism for all B ∈ K+(R).

Proof Let q : B ! B′ be a quasi-isomorphism in K+(R). Then B ! B′ !
Cone(q) ! B[1] is an exact triangle in K(A), so applying the cohomological
functor HomK(A)(X,−) and noting that Cone(q) is acyclic, we deduce that

q∗ : HomK(A)(X,B)! HomK(A)(X,B
′)

is an isomorphism. Now consider the natural map in the lemma statement:
represent a map X ! B by a right roof X ! A  B with B ! A a quasi-
isomorphism. By considering A ! τ≥mA for m ≫ 0, we may assume A is
bounded below. Choosing a quasi-isomorphism A! B′ with B′ in K+(R), we
may assume we have a roof

X ! B′ q
 − B

for q a quasi-isomorphism in K+(R). By the above remark, there’s a unique
map X ! B in K(A) making the diagram commute.

Conversely, if a map X ! B in K(A) is sent to zero in D(A), we can repeat the
argument above to get a qis q : B ! B′ in K+(R) such that X ! B ! B′ = 0.
By the above remark, X ! B is zero in the homotopy category. □

Now we can come to the definition and construction of derived functors in the
presence of an adapted class. As usual, we state the left exact case, where the
other one follows just as well.
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Definition 1.2.17 Let F : A! B be a left-exact functor of abelian categories,
and denote the standard localization functors by

QA : K+(A)! D+(A) QB : K+(B)! D+(B).

A (total) right derived functor of F is a triangulated left Kan extension of
QB ◦K+(F ) along QA. More precisely, it is a triangulated functor

RF : D+(A)! D+(B)

equipped with a natural transformation ε : QB ◦K+(F )! RF ◦QA with the
universal property that for every triangulated functor G : D+(A) ! D+(B)
and map π : Qβ ◦ K+(F ) ! G ◦QA, there is a unique map η : RF ! G such
that

QB ◦K+(F )

RF ◦QA G ◦QA

ε
π

η◦QA

commutes.

In particular, the derived functor, if it exists, is unique up to canonical
isomorphism commuting with the natural transformation.

Example 1.2.18 The universal property is made exactly so that natural trans-
formations induce natural maps of our derived functors. More specifically,
suppose F,G : A! B are functors for which (RF, εF ) and (RG, εG) are derived
functors. Suppose we have a map u : F ! G. Then this induces a natural map
u : K+(F ) ! K+(G), so by the universal property there is a unique natural
map η : RF ! RG such that

QB ◦K+(F ) QB ◦K+(G)

RF ◦QA RG ◦QA

u

εF εG

η

commutes. More concretely, for every A• in K+(A), the diagram

F (A•) G(A•)

RF (A•) RG(A•)

u

η

commutes. Usually, this is the best way to define maps out of/into derived
functors, and in particular out of/into their cohomology.

We now show the main theorem of this section, that the derived functor exists
(and how to construct it) in the presence of an adapted class.

Theorem 1.2.19 Let F : A! B be a left exact functor of abelian categories,
and R an F -adapted class of objects of A. Then the derived functor RF exists
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with the following construction: For any choice Φ of inverse to the canonical
equivalence of Thm. 1.2.14, define RF by the diagram:

K+(R) K+(R)[S−1
R ] D+(A)

K+(B) D+(B)
K+(F )

Φ

RF

QB

Then there is a canonical construction of ε making (RF, ε) the right derived
functor of F , which satisfies the property that for each R• in K+(R), the
component

εR : F (R•) ∼−! RF (R•)
is an isomorphism in D+(B).

To prove this theorem, let us make a few observations. Firstly, it is clear
from the definition that for any additive functor F , we have F (Cone(f)) =
Cone(Ff) (where we are implicitly using F for the functor on Ch∗(A) and
K∗(A) as well). Therefore, since F preserves acyclics between objects of R, it
preserves quasi-isomorphisms between objects of R. Hence it extends along the
localization K+(R)! K+(R)[S−1

R ], justifying the left triangle in the diagram
above. Note that this extension is triangulated because F preserves cones, so
if A! B ! Cone(f)! A[1] is distinguished then

FA! FB ! F (Cone f) = Cone(Ff)! FA[1]

is distinguished. Then Thm. 1.2.14 shows that Ψ: D+(A) ! K+(R)[S−1
R ], so

we can choose a homotopy inverse Φ. With this choice, the diagram above
indeed makes sense and we get a well-defined functor RF between the derived
categories. By the above, RF is triangulated because Ψ is a triangulated
equivalence (so Φ is one too).

Now we construct the natural map ε. By definition, there is a natural
isomorphism

β : IdD+(A)
∼−! Ψ ◦ Φ,

so for any A in K+(A), viewed as an object of D+(A), we have an iso-
morphism βA : A ∼−! Ψ(Φ(A)), where Φ(A) = Y is some object of K+(R).
On objects, Ψ(Y ) = Y . Thus we may write βA = QA(s)

−1QA(t) for some
quasi-isomorphisms s, t, in a commutative diagram

A

X Y

QA(t)
βA

QA(s)−1

By taking a quasi-isomorphism X ! R for some R in K+(R) and composing,
we may assume that X is in K+(R). Now define εA to be

F (A)
QB(F (t))
−−−−−−! F (X)

QB(s)−1

−−−−−−! F (Y ) =: RF (A),
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viewed inside D+(B), where the second map is defined because s was a qis
between objects of K+(R), so F (s) is a qis. First of all, note immediately
that if A was in K+(R), the left map would also be a quasi-isomorphism so
QBF (A)

∼−! RFQA(A) would be an isomorphism inD+(B). Second, we claim
that this map is independent of the choice of middle object X in K+(R).

This is clear, because for any two X1 and X2 middle objects over R we can
complete this to a commutative diagram of the form:

X1

A X Y

X2

t1

t

t2

s1

s

s2

Here X may not be over R, but once we apply F , s1 and s2 become invertible,
so commutativity of the diagram gives the desired statement. It is not difficult
from this to check naturality of ε. Finally, checking the universal property of
the left Kan extension is also a standard roof argument, where at each step we
can assume our right-roofs have middle term in R. This completes the sketch
of Thm. 1.2.19.

Example 1.2.20 Suppose we are in the situation of Thm. 1.2.19, and A is a
complex for which Ai = 0 for i < k. Then Hi(RF (A)) = 0 for i < k. Indeed,
by Lemma 1.2.15, we can choose our resolution R• to have no terms below
degree k, and then the cohomology of F (R•) will have the same property.

Example 1.2.21 Suppose A and B are complexes. Since Ch∗(A)! D∗((A)) is
additive, A⊕B can refer unambiguously to the termwise direct sum complex.
Since Hi is an additive functor (e.g. on complexes or the derived category),
we have Hi(A) ⊕ Hi(B) = Hi(A ⊕ B). Since the derived functors are (in
particular) additive, RF (A⊕B) = RF (A)⊕RF (B).

In the rest of this section, we discuss what happens when we want to compute
a composition of two derived functors. This is the first place where the derived
category makes something significantly easier than classical derived functors.

Theorem 1.2.22 Consider two left exact functors between abelian categories

A
F
−! B

G
−! C.

Let RA be a class adapted to F , and RB a class adapted to G. If F (RA) ⊂ RB,
then the three derived functors RF,RG, and R(G◦F ) all exist on the (bounded
below) derived categories, and the natural map

R(G ◦ F ) ∼−! RG ◦RF

is a natural isomorphism.
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Proof RF and RG exist by Thm. 1.2.19. Note that RA is adapted to G ◦ F ,
since if A ∈ K+(RA) is acyclic, then F (A) is acyclic and in K+(RB), so GF (A)
is acyclic. Thus R(G ◦F ) exists; note RG ◦RF is exact and the natural maps
εG(B) : G(B) ! RG(B) and εF (A) : F (A) ! RF (A) in the derived category
give a composite

π(A) = GF (A)
εG(FA)
−−−−−! RG(FA)

RG(εF (A))
−−−−−−−! RG(RF (A)).

Hence there is a map R(G ◦ F )! RG ◦RF such that

(G ◦ F )A RG(FA)

R(G ◦ F )A RG(RF (A))

commutes in D+(C) for each A• in K+(A). If we take A to be in K+(RA), then
the left map is an isomorphism, and FA ! RF (A) is an isomorphism so the
right one is too, and FA is in K+(RB) so the top map is an isomorphism too.
Now we are done since every object is isomorphic to one of this form. □

So, in practice, we now have a good idea of how to compute derived functors
in these situations: pick a quasi-isomorphism A• ! R• where R• has terms in
our adapted class, and then RF (A) ∼−! RF (R) = F (R). Finally, let us discuss
the trivial case of the above.

Lemma 1.2.23 Suppose F : A! B is an exact functor of abelian categories.
The class of all objects of A is adapted to F , and the right/left derived functors
of F both exist and coincide with the restrictions of the natural induced functor

F : D(A)! D(B).

Proof This natural functor exists because F sends acyclic complexes to acyclic
complexes, and hence preserves quasi-isomorphisms. Thus we clearly get a
triangulated functor as above on the full derived category. Now if we restrict
e.g. to D+(A), it is clear that ε is an isomorphism of F and RF because it is
an isomorphism on all objects, since indeed the class of all objects is adapted
by definition. □

1.2.3 Basic objects of the derived category

Here are some useful things to work with the derived category D∗(A) of an
abelian category A. First, we have some standard filtrations associated to any
complex A•: The stupid filtrations are σ≥nA and σ≤nA, which are given by
truncating the complex.

(σ≥nA)
i =

{
0 i < n

Ai i ≥ n
(σ≤nA)

i =

{
0 i < n

Ai i ≤ n
,
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and the differentials are the obvious ones. There are some obvious properties,
namely there is an inclusion σ≥nC ↪! C, and

Hi(σ≥nA) =


0 i < n

ker dn i = n

Hi(A) i > n

.

For the upper filtration we likewise have a quotient map C ! σ≤nC and a
similar statement as above. Finally, the main property is that we have an exact
sequence

0! σ≥n+1C ! σ≥nC ! Cn[−n]! 0
of complexes.

The smart or canonical filtration is τ≥nC, defined as follows:

· · ·! 0! 0! cok(dn−1)
dn

−! Cn+1 dn+1

−−−! Cn+2 ! · · ·

The differential is well-defined because of d2 = 0 in the original complex, and
now the nth cohomology is

ker dn/ cok(dn−1) = ker dn/im (dn−1) = Hn(C),

with the natural map C ! τ≥nC identifying cohomology ≥ n. There is a
natural map τ≥nC ! τ≥n+1C because the diagram

0 cok dn−1 Cn+1 Cn+2

0 cok dn Cn+2

dn

dn+1

commutes. This map is surjective, and the kernel is clearly

0[n− 1]! cok dn−1[n]! im dn[n+ 1]! 0.

The nontrivial differential is surjective, so the Hn+1 of this complex is zero,
and Hn ∼= Hn(C). Thus the kernel is quasi-isomorphic to Hn(C)[−n], and
hence there is a distinguished triangle

Hn(C)[−n]! τ≥nC ! τ≥n+1C ! Hn(C)[−n+ 1]

in the derived category. Likewise, the upper filtration τ≤nC is given by

· · ·! Cn−2 ! Cn−1 ! ker dn ! 0! 0! · · · ,

so we have a natural inclusion τ≤nC ! C preserving cohomology in degrees
≤ n, and a similar distinguished triangle

τ≤n−1C ! τ≤nC ! Hn(C)[−n]! τ≤n−1C[1]

in D∗(A).

Example 1.2.24 If RF : D+(A) ! D+(B) is a right derived functor in the
presence of an adapted class, Example 1.2.20 showed that if A has no terms
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below degree k, then RF (A) has no cohomology below degree k. Now we can
weaken the assumption to A having no cohomology in degree less than k.
Indeed in this case, A ! τ≥kA is a quasi-isomorphism, and Example 1.2.20
applies to this latter complex.

We next would like to discuss complexes concentrated at 0 (called 0-
complexes), and complexes whose cohomology is concentrated in degree 0,
called H0-complexes. Obviously, A ! Ch∗(A) sending A 7! A[0] is a fully
faithful embedding. Composing this with Ch∗(A) ! K∗(A) remains a fully
faithful embedding, because a homotopy between 0-complexes must be 0.

On the other hand, suppose A• is an H0-complex. Then A! τ≥0C is a quasi-
isomorphism, and then τ≤0τ≥0C ! τ≥0C is a quasi-isomorphism, so A is
isomorphic in the derived category to a complex concentrated in degree zero,
namely H0(A)[0].

Lemma 1.2.25 The natural map A ! D∗(A) defined by A 7! A[0] is a
fully faithful embedding, giving an equivalence to the full subcategory of H0-
complexes of D∗(A).

Proof Consider the cohomology functor H0 : D∗(A) ! A, and restrict to the
H0-complexes. The composite A! D∗(A)! A is the identity, so our functor
is at least faithful. It is also essentially surjective because of the remark made
above.

Now let α : A[0] ! B[0] be a map in the derived category, and write it as a

roof A[0]
s
 − X

u
−! B[0] in the homotopy category. Then X is an H0-complex,

so by precomposing our roof with the natural inclusion τ≤0X ! X (which is
a quasi-isomorphism here), we may assume X has no positive degree terms.

The quasi-isomorphism X ! τ≥0X = H0(X)[0] sends Xi to 0 for i ̸= 0, and
X0 ! cok d−1 = H0(X). On the other hand, since B[0] is concentrated in 0,
the map X ! B[0] satisfies u0d−1 = 0, namely u0 factors through the cokernel
H0(X). Thus u factors through X ! H0(X)[0] and likewise for s, so we have
an equivalent roof

A[0]
s′
 − H0(X)[0]

u′

−! B[0].
Since the left map is a quasi-isomorphism, it must be an isomorphism of
complexes, so we have found the representative u′ ◦ s′−1

as a chain map for
A[0]! B[0]. This shows full faithfulness. □

Here is an application. If A and B are objects of A, we define

ExtiA(A,B) := HomD∗(A)(A[0], B[i]) i ∈ Z

(as an abelian group), where this is independent of ∗ because the respective
embeddings are fully faithful. Since the shift functors [k] are additive equiva-
lences of categories, it is also isomorphic to look at HomD∗(A)(A[k], B[i+ k])
instead of 0.
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Lemma 1.2.26 Let A be an abelian category and A,B be objects of A. Then

(a) ExtiA(A,B) = 0 for all i < 0.

(b) Ext0A(A,B) = HomA(A,B) ≡ A(A,B).

(c) Given a short exact sequence 0 ! B′ ! B ! B′′ ! 0 in A, there is a
long exact sequence

0! A(A,B′)! A(A,B)! A(A,B′′)! Ext1A(A,B
′)! · · ·

of abelian groups.

(d) Given a short exact sequence 0 ! A′ ! A ! A′′ ! 0 in A, there is a
long exact sequence

· · · Ext1A(A
′′, B) A(A′, B) A(A,B) A(A′′, B) 0

of abelian groups.

Proof We already proved (b) above, and (c) and (d) follow from (a) and the
fact that Homs in either variable are a cohomological functor to abelian groups
in any triangulated category. For (a), represent a map A[0]! B[−i] by a roof

A[0]
s
 − X

f
−! B[−i]

with s a quasi-isomorphism. Since τ≤0X ! X is a quasi-isomorphism, we may
assume X has no positive terms. But B[−i] is concentrated in degree i > 0,
hence f = 0, so A[0]! B[−i] is zero in D∗(A). □

From the lemma, it is obvious that if Ext1A(P,B) = 0 for every B in A, then
HomA(P,−) is exact, so P is projective. Likewise, if Ext1A(A, I) = 0 for all A,
then I is injective. We will in greater depth explore the converse in the next
section. These are especially nice functors on the derived category, because
they exist even independently of injective or projective resolutions.

Here are some elementary observations we can make in the case of Ext. The
proofs will also illustrate general techniques for working with roofs. A main
idea will be the following remark: Suppose we have an exact sequence

0! P−1 ! P 0 ! A! 0

and a map P−1 ! B. Then we can extend this to a diagram of exact sequences

0 P−1 P 0 A 0

0 B B′ A 0

⌟

by simply taking B′ to be the pushout (since the pushout of monos in an
abelian category is a mono), where the bottom row is still exact by the pasting
lemma (paste the square with 0, so B′/B = P 0/P−1 = A). Thus, if we have
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an exact sequence 0 ! P−i ! · · · ! P 0 ! A ! 0 and a map P−i ! B, we
can do the same thing: First split this up into short exact sequences

0! P−i ! P−i+1 ! C−i+1 ! 0 0! Ck ! P k+1 ! Ck+1 ! 0

ending with 0! C−1 ! P 0 ! A! 0. Then fill in each sequence, compose the
squares together, and recombine the exact sequence to obtain a commutative
diagram

0 P−i · · · P 0 A 0

0 B · · · B′ A 0
with exact rows. Now the result:

Lemma 1.2.27 Let A,B be objects of an abelian category A. Morphisms
in the derived category from A[0] to B[i], i.e. elements of ExtiA(A,B), are
equivalence classes of roofs of the form

A[0]
q
 − P ! B[i]

where P is concentrated in the interval [−i, 0] and q is a quasi-isomorphism,
with P−i = A and the map P−i ! A is the identity.

Proof If a map is represented by a roof A[0]  Q ! B[i], then we may
immediately precompose the roof with the map τ≥0Q! Q (which is a qis since
Q is an H0 complex), so we may assume Q is concentrated in (−∞, 0]. Now we
want to factor this roof through the quasi-isomorphism Q! τ≥−iQ; the map
Q! A[0] obviously factors through τ≥−iQ because A is zero in degree < 0.

For B[i], we are considering a diagram:

Q−i−1 Q−i Q−i+1

0 B 0

d−i−1 d−i

f

The fact that fd−i−1 = 0 means exactly that f factors through the cokernel
of this differential, which is how we defined τ≥−iQ. This gives an equivalent
roof where the middle term is concentrated in [−i, 0].

Equivalently, we may view this as an exact sequence 0 ! P−i ! · · ·P 0 ! A
equipped with a map P−i ! B, and now by the remark above we can choose
another complexQ concentrated in [−i, 0] withQ! A[0] a quasi-isomorphism,
Q−i = B, and a quasi-isomorphism P ! Q so that the diagram

P

A[0] Q B[i]

commutes. This shows what we wanted. □
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This lemma shows that elements of ExtiA(A,B) are roof equivalence classes of
exact sequences,

0! B = P−i ! P−i+1 ! · · ·! P 0 ! A! 0.

Let us examine what the equivalence relation is: Two roofs A[0]  P !
B[−i] and A[0]  Q ! B[−i] of this form are equivalent iff there are quasi-
isomorphisms q : R! P and r : R! Q making the diagrams

R0 Q0 R−i Q−i

P 0 A P−i B

r0

q0

r−i

q−i

commute. By the standard trick we may assume R is concentrated in negative
degrees, which as before implies R0 ! A is an epimorphism. This looks like a
big commutative diagram below, the middle resolution row R is exact, as are
the other two rows. Moreover, the two maps R−i ! B on either side are the
same.

0 B Q−i+1 · · · Q0 A 0

· · · R−i−1 R−i R−i+1 · · · R0 A 0

0 B P−i+1 · · · P 0 A 0

Given such a diagram, commutativity means that we may replace R−i with
cokR−i−1 ! R−i and the lower R terms with zero without changing the dia-
gram. Thus we can also assume Rk = 0 for k < −i. Finally, we can use
the same trick from earlier: pushout the map R−i ! B along the sequence
0! R−i ! R−i+1 ! C ! 0. This will give a diagram like this:

0 R−i R−i+1 C 0

0 B X C 0

⌟

Now replace R−i ! R−i+1 with B ! X, which leaves the middle row exact
and the maps still factor through as desired.

Corollary 1.2.28 Let A be an abelian category with objects A,B. Then ele-
ments of ExtiA(A,B) correspond canonically to equivalence classes of acyclic

complexes P ∈ Ch[−i,1](A) such that P−i = B and P 1 = A, as follows:

(a) P,Q are equivalent iff there are morphisms P  R ! Q with R also in
ExtiA(A,B).
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(b) Given such an acyclic complex P , and considering the associated quasi-
isomorphism σ≤0P ! A, its Ext class is the one corresponding under

Ext0(A,A)
∼= − HomD(A)(A, σ≤0P )! Exti(A,B),

to the identity map, where the second map is Hom(A,−) applied to the
projection σ≤0P ! B[i].

Proof We already proved (a). Note that the arrows in (b) are obtained by
applying HomD(A)(A,−) to A[0]  σ≤0P ! B[i], which is exactly the roof
that corresponds to the sequence P . Applying Hom and taking the element
corresponding to 1 recovers the map associated to this roof. □

Notice that this puts a natural abelian group structure on the equivalence
classes of exact sequences from B to A. To construct the addition in the general
case is a bit annoying, but we can at least write down the zero element by

copying the proofs above. Namely, we should start with A[0]  A[0]
0
−! B[i],

and then pushout repeatedly.

So, if i > 1, then the zero sequence looks like

0! B
1
−! B

0
−! 0! · · ·! 0! A

1
−! A! 0.

However, if i = 1 then we get

0! B ! B ⊕A! A! 0,

the canonical split exact sequence. Moreover, in the Ext1 case, note that two
short exact sequences induce the same element of Ext1 iff they both connect
to another complex R as in:

0 B P A 0

0 B R A 0

But by the five lemma, the existence of such a diagram already gives an iso-
morphism P ∼−! R, and hence an isomorphism of exact sequences. Thus Ext1

classifies short exact sequences up to isomorphism, with the zero element being
the split sequence. A nice thing in the Ext1 case which follows immediately
from (b) of the above corollary is the fact that the extension class of an exact
sequence 0! B ! C ! A! 0 is the image of 1C under the map

HomA(A,A)
δ
−! Ext1A(A,B)

in the long exact sequence. In this case, we can describe the addition more
clearly. Recall that in an additive category, to add two morphisms f, g : X !
Y , we use the following recipe:

X
∆
−! X ⊕X

f⊕g
−−−! Y ⊕ Y

∇
−! Y.
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For addition of extensions of A by B, we do a similar thing. First take the sum
of the two sequences as in the bottom of the diagram:

0 B Q A 0

0 B ⊕B P A 0

0 B ⊕B E ⊕ F A⊕A 0

⌟

∇

⌟
∆

Then pushout upwards along the addition map ∇. We claim the resulting
sequence at the top is the sum of E and F . Indeed, this data induces a
commutative diagram:

Hom(A,A) Ext1(A,B)

Hom(A,A) Ext1(A,B ⊕B)

Hom(A,A⊕A) Ext1(A,B ⊕B)

Since Hom and Ext1 preserve sums in the second variable, the images of (1, 0)
and (0, 1) in the bottom right Ext1 respectively are [E] and [F ], and the left-
lower vertical map sends 1 7! (1, 1). Therefore the upper horizontal map sends
1 7! [E] + [F ] as desired.

Example 1.2.29 (This is misplaced.) Let R be a right preadapted class in A.
Let us prove two easy related statements.

1. If every object of A has a bounded resolution in R, then every complex
in Chb(A) has a bounded right resolution in R. If every object of A has

R-resolution of length d, then every complex in Ch[a,b](A) has a right

resolution in Ch[a,b+d](R).

Let A• ∈ K+(A) be bounded, so that Ai = 0 for i > N , and take a resolution
A ! X where X ∈ K+(R). The map AN ! XN composed with dNX factors
through AN+1 = 0, so it factors as AN ! ker dNX ↪! XN . In particular, A! X
factors as A! τ≤NX ! X.

Since X can only have cohomology in degrees ≤ N , the second map is a quasi-
isomorphism, so the first one is too. τ≤NX has all but its last term ker dNX in
R. Take an exact sequence

0! ker dNX ! Y 0 ! · · ·! Y d ! 0

with Y i ∈ R, and then form the new complex

Y :=
(
· · ·! XN−2 ! XN−1 ! Y 0 ! Y 1 ! · · ·

)
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where the middle differential is XN−1 ! ker dNX ! Y 0. Then Y has top degree
N + d, and the obvious map τ≤N ! Y is a quasi-isomorphism because Y is
exact in [N + 1, d+N ] and has Nth cohomology ker dNX/im dN−1

X , as desired.

Here’s a less direct statement on the level of cohomology. Now we’ll assume
that R is a right adapted class for a left exact functor F : A ! B. If A is an
object of A, its RF -dimension is the largest i for which RiF (A) ̸= 0 (or ∞).
If A• is in Ch+(A), then the RF -amplitude of A is the interval [a, b] in which
RF (A) has nonzero cohomology.

2. If every object of A has finite RF -dimension, then every complex in
Chb(A) has bounded RF -amplitude. If every object of A has RF -

dimension ≤ d, then every complex in Ch[a,b](A) has RF -amplitude inside
[a, b+ d].

To see this, let A be a bounded complex, and consider the triangle

τ≤n−1A! τ≤nA! Hn(A)[−n]! τn−1A[1]

in the derived category of A. Applying the triangulated functor RF to this,
we deduce that if τ≤n−1A had cohomology concentrated in [a, b0 + d], and
Hn(A)[0] has no cohomology after degree d, then τ≤nA is concentrated in
[a, b0 + 1 + d]. Thus we conclude by induction.
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1.3 Homological algebra revisited

1.3.1 Basic notions

We now have quite a big toolkit to do homological algebra, and yet we have
gotten no real results. Now we come to this. Let A be an abelian category, and
suppose we have a short exact sequence

0! A! B ! C ! 0

of chain complexes. If F : A! B is a left exact functor with an adapted class
R, then RF exists and is triangulated on the derived categories. In particular
if A,B,C are bounded below, then A! B ! C ! A[1] is an exact triangle, so
RF (A) ! RF (B) ! RF (C) ! RF (A)[1] is an exact triangle. In particular,
there is a long exact sequence in cohomology:

· · ·! Hi(RF (A))! Hi(RF (B))! Hi(RF (C))! Hi+1(RF (A))! · · ·

Likewise, if F was left exact, and A,B,C were bounded above, then the left
derived functor LF : D−(A)! D−(B) exists and we have an exact triangle

LF (A)! LF (B)! LF (C)! LF (A)[1]

in D−(B), producing a similar long exact sequence in cohomology. In practice,
we usually care most about objects of A themselves, and not chain complexes.
In the situation above, we define the classical right derived functors by

RiF := A ↪! D+(A)
RF
−−! D+(B)

Hi

−−! B.

So, if 0! A! B ! C ! 0 is an exact sequence of objects in A, then we get
a long exact sequence

0! F (A)! F (B)! F (C)! R1F (A)! R1F (B)! · · ·

of right-derived functors, natural in the exact sequence. The first few terms of
this are justified by the following lemma.

Lemma 1.3.1 In the situation above, RiF = 0 for i < 0, and there is a
natural isomorphism F ∼−! R0F .

Proof For A in A, e.g. from Lemma 1.2.15 we have a quasi-isomorphism A[0]!
X• with Xi = 0 for i < 0 and Xi in R for all i. We have the commutative
diagram on the left below,

F (A)[0] RF (A[0]) F (A) R0F (A)

F (X) RF (X) H0(F (X)) H0(RF (X))

∼= ∼=
∼= ∼=

and on the right is what we get by applying H0. First, if we apply Hi for i < 0,
then Hi(F (X)) = 0 because F (Xi) = 0 for i < 0. The natural map F ! R0F
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is the top of the right-hand square. Since F is left exact, the map

F (A)! H0(F (X)) = ker(F (d0X)) = F (ker(d0X))

is given by applying F to the isomorphism A ! ker(d0X) (since A ! X is a
quasi-isomorphism), so is an isomorphism. □

Let F : A ! B be a left exact functor, and suppose its right derived func-
tor RF : D+(A) ! D+(B) exists. We say an object A of A is F -acyclic if
RiF (A) = 0 for all i ̸= 0. F -acyclics behave nicely in long exact sequences:

Lemma 1.3.2 Let F : A ! B be a left exact functor and R an F -adapted
class so that RF exists.

(a) If 0 ! A ! B ! C ! 0 is an exact sequence of objects of A and A is
F -acyclic, then B is F -acyclic iff C is.

(b) Given a (bounded below) long exact sequence

0! A0 ! A1 ! A2 ! · · ·

of F -acyclic objects, the corresponding sequence

0! F (A0)! F (A1)! F (A2)! · · ·

is exact as well.

The corresponding statements for right exact functors hold as well.

Proof (a) The LES gives an exact sequence 0 ! RiF (B) ! RiF (C) ! 0 for
i > 0.

(b) Break up the sequence into short exact sequences:

0! A0 ! A1 ! C1 ! 0, 0! Ci ! Ai+1 ! Ci+1 ! 0 i ≥ 1.

Since R1F (A0) = 0, F preserves the first exact sequence. Moreover, since
A0, A1 are F -acyclic, (a) shows that C1 is F -acyclic. But inductively, if Ci is
F -acyclic, then Ci+1 is too by the second SES and (a). Thus applying F to
all of the exact sequences above we get exact sequences, and then we can put
them back together. □

Next we prove a powerful result about F -acyclics. The first proof is by trickery,
so we provide another direct proof afterwards. We’ll give a third proof in a
special case once we construct Cartan-Eilenberg resolutions.

Theorem 1.3.3 Let F : A ! B be a left exact functor and R an F -adapted
class, so that its right derived functor RF : D+(A)! D+(B) exists. For each
complex X• of F -acyclic objects, the natural map

F (X)! RF (X) in D+(B)
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is an isomorphism. In fact, if R is the class of all F -acyclic objects, then R is
the unique largest class of objects adapted to F , and it is closed under taking
summands, quotients (of F -acyclics by F -acyclics), and extensions.

Proof 1 The second statement, particularly that R is an adapted class, implies
the first immediately by uniqueness of the derived functor. R contains 0 and
is closed under biproducts. Part (b) of the lemma above was exactly the
statement that F takes acyclic complexes in K+(R) to acyclic complexes.

Now, if R′ is any F -adapted class, then for C in R′, C[0] is in K+(R′), so
F (C)[0] ∼−! RF (C[0]) in the derived category, hence C is F -acyclic. Thus
R′ ⊂ R. In particular, R ⊂ R, so every object admits a mono to an object
in R. Lastly, the statement about quotients and extensions follows from the
previous lemma, and the statement about summands follows from the fact that
if A⊕B is acyclic, then 0 = RiF (A⊕B) = RiF (A)⊕RiF (B) for i > 0. □

In most cases, we will have either injective or projective resolutions of objects.
Here is the main set of lemmas telling us that they behave well. To make this
especially simple, we first define the Hom complex.

Given A• and B• in Ch(A), we define the complex HomA(A,B) by

Homi
A(A,B) :=

∏
p∈Z

HomA(A
p, Bp+i),

(a complex of abelian groups), where the differential is given by

df = dBf − (−1)if ◦ fA,

or more precisely (df)p = dp+i
B ◦fp−(−1)ifp+1◦dpA. An element of Hom0(A,B)

is a sequence of maps fp : Ap ! Bp for all p; if df = 0, then df = fd, i.e. f
is a chain map. An element of Hom−1(A,B) is a sequence of degree -1 maps
hp : Ap ! Bp−1, and if a chain map f is of the form dh, then f = df + fd, i.e.
f is nullhomotopic. In other words,

ker d0 = HomCh(A)(A,B) im d−1 = {f : A! B : f ∼ 0},

so H0(Hom(A,B)) = HomK(A)(A,B). One checks easily that

Hom(A,B)[n] = Hom(A,B[n]) = Hom(A[−n], B).

Now we construct a bicomplex C•,• whose product totalization is the Hom
complex. Define Cp,q := HomA(A

−p, Bq), and let

dv(ϕ) = dqB ◦ ϕ dh(ϕ) = (−1)p+q+1ϕ ◦ d−p−1
A .

Then in each direction we have d2 = 0, and the vertical and horizontal
differentials anticommute. It is then clear from the definition that

HomA(A,B) = TotΠ(C).

Therefore we can apply our spectral sequence associated to a product totaliza-
tion. Recall that in this case (e.g. for the first sequence) Cp,n−p = 0 for p≪ 0.
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This translates to asking for Hom(Ap, Bn+p) = 0 for p ≫ 0, e.g. if A or B is
bounded above. For the second sequence, we get the condition Hom(Aq−n, Bq)
for q ≪ 0, which is satisfied e.g. if A or B is bounded below. Here, we are using
the fact that arbitrary products are exact in the category of modules. Thus:

Lemma 1.3.4 Suppose A or B is a bounded above complex in Ch(A). Then
there is a spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = Hp

h

(
Hq

v (Hom(A∗, B∗))
)

=⇒ Hp+q(HomA(A,B)).

If A or B is bounded below, then we have a spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = Hp

v

(
Hq

h(Hom(A∗, B∗))
)

=⇒ Hp+q(HomA(A,B)).

In both cases, the filtration on the resulting object is described by the
totalization above and Thm. 1.1.4.

Recall that an object I (resp. P ) of A is called injective (resp. projective) if
HomA(−, I) (resp. HomA(P,−)) is an exact functor.

Corollary 1.3.5 Let I• be a bounded below complex of injective objects of A.

(a) If A• is an acyclic complex, then HomA(A, I) is acyclic.

(b) If q : B ! C is a quasi-isomorphism, then

HomK(A)(C, I)! HomK(A)(B, I)

is an isomorphism of abelian groups.

(c) Any quasi-isomorphism q : I ! A has a one-sided homotopy inverse, i.e.
a quasi-isomorphism r : A! I such that rq ∼ 1I . In particular, a quasi-
isomorphism between bounded-below complexes of injective objects is a
homotopy equivalence.

(d) The natural map

HomK(A)(A, I)! HomD(A)(A, I)

is an isomorphism of abelian groups for any A in D(A).

The corresponding statements hold for a bounded-above complex of projectives.

Proof If A• is acyclic, then since In is injective for each n, the sequence

· · · Hom(Ai−1, In) Hom(Ai, In) Hom(Ai+1, In) · · ·

is exact for all n ∈ Z. Thus Hq
h(Hom(A∗, In)) = 0 for all n, so by the spectral

sequence of Lemma 1.3.4, Hom(A, I) is acyclic. Since cones commute with
functors, this means that for any quasi-isomorphism B ! C, the map

Hom(C, I)! Hom(B, I)
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is a quasi-isomorphism. Taking H0 gives the statement of (b). For (c), we have
an isomorphism of abelian groups

− ◦ q : HomK(A)(A, I)
∼−! HomK(A)(I, I),

so there is a map r : A ! I such that rq ∼ 1I . Since q and 1I are quasi-
isomorphisms, r is as well. So, q is a split monomorphism in K(A) and r is a
split epimorphism. In the case that A = I ′ is also a bounded below complex of
injectives, r satisfies the same hypotheses and hence is a split monomorphism
itself. Thus r is a homotopy equivalence, so q is too.

For the last result, any map A! I is represented by a right roof

A! X
q
 − I

for some quasi-isomorphism q. By (c), there is a one-sided homotopy inverse
r : X ! I, so we get an equivalent roof (commutative in K(A)):

A X I

I

r

q

1I

Then the map A! I on the bottom right is equal to the one we started with,
and induced from K(A). Similarly, if a : A ! I becomes zero in D(A), then

there’s a quasi-isomorphism q : I ! X such that the composite A
a
−! I

q
−! X

is 0. Then rq ∼ 1I shows that a ∼ 0. □

The above result will be central to the rest of these notes. Let us start to
deduce some consequences. If A is an object of A, then an injective resolution
is a quasi-isomorphism A[0]! I where I is a complex of injectives with Ii = 0
for i < 0. Likewise a projective resolution is one of the form P ! A[0] with
P i = 0 for i > 0.

Proposition 1.3.6 Let A be an abelian category. Let A,B ∈ ObA.

(a) An object I is injective iff Ext1A(−, I) = 0 iff ExtiA(−, I) = 0 for all i > 0.

(b) An object P is projective iff Ext1A(P,−) = 0 iff ExtiA(P,−) = 0 for all
i > 0.

(c) If B[0] ! I• is an injective resolution, then there is a natural isomor-
phism

ExtiA(A,B) ∼−! Hi(HomA(A, I
•))

in A. Likewise, if P • ! A is a projective resolution, then there is a
natural isomorphism

Hi(HomA(P
•, B)) ∼−! ExtiA(A,B)

in B.
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Proof The injective and projective statements are dual, so we prove the injec-
tive versions. If I is injective, then I[i] is a bounded below complex of injectives,
so

HomD∗(A)(A[0], I[i]) = HomK(A)(A[0], I[i]) = 0,
since for i > 0 every chain map A[0]! I[i] is zero.

(c) If B ! I• is a qis, then we have isomorphisms

HomD(A)(A[0], B[i]) ∼−! HomD(A)(A[0], I[i])
∼= HomK(A)(A[0], I[i])

∼= Hi
(
HomA(A[0], I)

)
,

but since A[0] is a 0-complex, we have Homi(A[0], I) = Hom(A, Ii) and the
differentials coincide as well. □

Example 1.3.7 It is not too difficult to show that elements of Ext1(C,A) are
in natural correspondence with extensions of C by A. Regardless, if 0! A!
B ! C ! 0 is such an extension, then we define the extension class to be the
image of 1C in Ext1A(C,A) under the induced map:

· · ·! HomA(C,B)! HomA(C,C)
δ
−! Ext1A(C,A)! · · ·

Note that the extension splits iff the extension class is zero, because the latter
condition is (by exactness) equivalent to the existence of a section of B ! C.
So, e.g., I is injective iff every SES with I as the first term splits.

Example 1.3.8 Consider the exact sequence 0 ! Z ·2
−! Z ! Z/2 ! 0 over Z.

This is a projective resolution of Z/2, so to compute Ext∗(Z/2,Z) we apply

Hom(−,Z) to 0! Z 2
−! Z! 0 to get the same thing back, and the cohomology

of this is

Ext0(Z/2,Z) = 0 Ext1(Z/2,Z) = Z/2 Exti(Z/2,Z) = 0, i > 0.

Since the sequence above was not split, its extension class was the unique
nonzero element of Ext1(Z/2,Z).

Continuing in our development of the theory, we consider the role of injec-
tives/projectives for computing derived functors.

Proposition 1.3.9 Let F : A ! B be a left exact functor between abelian
categories. Let R be an F -adapted class, so that RF exists.

(a) Injective objects of A are F -acyclic.

(b) If I• is a bounded-below complex of injective objects, then the natural map
F (I) ! RF (I) in D+(B) is an isomorphism. In particular, if A• ! I•

is an injective resolution, then canonically RF (A) ∼= F (I).
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In general, the class IA of injective objects is adapted to any left exact functor
F if (and only if) A has enough injectives. The corresponding statements hold
for projectives.

Proof (b) immediately follows from (a). For the statement about adapted
classes, consider an exact sequence

0! I0 ! I1 ! · · ·

(bounded below) of injectives, and break it up into short exact sequences

0! I0 ! I1 ! C1 ! 0 0! Ci ! Ii+1 ! Ci+1 ! 0.

Applying Exti(A,−) to the first sequence shows that Exti(−, C1), i.e. C1 is
injective. Doing it to the second sequence shows that Ci+1 is injective if Ci is.
Hence by induction, all of the sequences split, so they’re all preserved by F ,
and we can recombine. Thus if A has enough injectives IA is F -adapted for
any F .

For (a), embed an injective 0 ! I ! X ! Y ! 0 for X in R. Then the
sequence splits, so I is a direct summand of X, which is F -acyclic, so I is F -
acyclic. □

Remark 1.3.10 Let A have enough injectives. Then IA is a preadapted class,
so in the composite

K+(IA)! K+(IA)[S−1
IA

]! D+(A)

the second map is an equivalence. But the first map is also an equivalence,
because all quasi-isomorphisms between bounded above complexes of injectives
are homotopy equivalences. Because of this, much of the work of the previous
(and this) section would be a lot easier if we made this assumption, but we
went to all this trouble because in algebraic geometry one doesn’t have enough
projectives.

Example 1.3.11 Let A be a semisimple abelian category, which means that
every exact sequence splits, so equivalently every object is projective, or equiv-
alently every object is injective. Thus K+(A) ∼−! D+(A) is an equivalence,
and likewise K−(A) = D−((A)). For a complex C•, let H•(C) denote the
complex:

· · ·! Hi−1(C)
0
−! Hi(C)

0
−! Hi+1(C)! · · ·

By choosing splittings Hi(C) ⊕ im di−1 = ker di, including into the kernel
gives a map H•(C) ! C• which is a quasi-isomorphism. Thus every object
in the derived category is isomorphic to a complex with zero differentials. In
the bounded above or bounded below case, we know this must be a homo-
topy equivalence. By definition, for such a complex a nullhomotopic map is
necessarily zero, so this gives an equivalence K+(A) = D+(A) with Z-graded
bounded above complexes, and likewise in the bounded below case.
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If we look more closely we can get this for the full derived category. The map
H•(C) ! C constructed above is a termwise injection, with some acyclic
kernel A as in

0! H•(C)! C ! A! 0.
If we additionally split 0! ker di ! Ci ! im di ! 0, we get isomorphisms

Ci = Hi(C)⊕ im di−1 ⊕ im di ≡ Hi(C)⊕A,

where A is the exact sequence im di−1 ⊕ im di ! im di ⊕ im di+1 ! · · · that
is the identity on the common factor and zero otherwise. Thus A is precisely
the cone of the complex

· · ·! im di−1 0
−! im di

0
−! im di+1 ! · · · .

Since the sequence is termwise split, there is an exact triangle H(C) ! C !
A ! H(C)[1] already in K(A) with A ∼= 0, so H(C) ! C is a homotopy
equivalence. (The termwise split detail will be explained later.)

The point of this example is that we will often end up with an object of D(k),
i.e. the derived category of k-vector spaces, and this tells us that two such
objects are isomorphic iff they have isomorphic cohomology.

1.3.2 Classical derived functors

Let us briefly revisit the classical theory of derived functors using our new
language. In the last section, we defined Ext without any reference to derived
functors, so let us explain the connection now.

In the previous section, Cor. 1.3.5(a) showed that if I• ∈ K+(IA), then there
is a well-defined functor

HomA(−, I) : D(A)op ! D(Z),

where D(Z) = D(Ab). Likewise, if P was a bounded above complex of projec-
tives, then Hom(P,−) was well-defined on D(A). If I ! I ′ is a chain map, then
we get a corresponding natural transformation HomA(−, I) ! HomA(−, I ′)
on complexes, and thus as functors on the derived category above. Such a
transformation is independent of the homotopy class of I ! I ′, because
the hom complex is already well-defined on the homotopy categories. So this
construction gives a functor

HomA : D(A)op ×K+(IA)! D(Z)

Thus, if A has enough injectives, then by choosing an inverse D+(A) !
K+(IA) we get a functor

RHomA : D(A)op ×D+(A)! D(Z).

The choice of an inverse gives, for each B ∈ K+(A), a natural map

HomA(−, B)! RHomA(−, B)
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of functors, and hence a natural map HomA(A,B)! RHomA(A,B) in D(Z)
for all A ∈ D(A)op and B ∈ D+(A). By definition, it is an isomorphism if B
is a bounded-below complex of injectives.

Likewise, if there are enough projectives in A then we get another well-defined
functor

RHomA : D−(A)op ×D(A)! D(Z)
with the same name. Note that we haven’t really done anything complicated
here: to compute RHom(A,B), say if the right entry is bounded above, take
an injective resolution B ! I, then RHom(A,B) = Hom(A, I), the Hom-
complex. The ‘overlapping’ case works as follows: we will stick to the case
where we are assuming enough injectives, however.

RHom(A,B) RHom(A, I) Hom(A, I)

RHom(P,B) RHom(P, I) Hom(P, I)

Hom(P,B) Hom(P, I)

∼=

∼= ∼= ∼=
∼=

∼=
∼=

In the diagram, since we’re taking the injective definition, our definition for
RHom(A,B) is to first take an injective resolution B ! I and compute the
Hom complex. Now if P ! A is any quasi-isomorphism, then the manipu-
lations on the right side are valid. If P ! A is a bounded above projective
resolution (e.g. even if A is unbounded in both directions), then the bottom
steps are valid. This shows that as long as we replace one of the entries, we
can compute using whatever resolution we want.

Retain the assumption of enough injectives. As we have already seen, taking
cohomology of RHom computes maps in the derived category:

Hi(RHom(A,B)) = HomK(A)(A, I[i])

= HomD(A)(A, I[i])

= HomD(A)(A,B[i])

(for possibly unbounded A, and bounded below B). Likewise, if we have enough
projectives, the same thing works via the first variable for bounded above A
and possibly unbounded B.

Proposition 1.3.12 Suppose A has enough injectives. For any object A of
A, the functor

RHom(A,−) : D+(A)! D+(Z)
is canonically the right derived functor of Hom(A,−) : A ! Ab. Its classical
right derived functors agree with Ext:

Hi ◦ RHom(A,−) ∼= RiHom(A,−) ∼= ExtiA(A,−).

Likewise, a similar statement holds if A has enough projectives.
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Proof Since A has enough injectives, the supposed right derived functor is
well-defined. The natural map Hom(A,−)! RHom(A,−) is an isomorphism
on bounded above complexes of injectives, and we claim the same is true
for RHom(A,−) ! Hom(A,−). Indeed, putting in a complex I of injectives
we obtain Hom(A[0], I) = Hom(A, I∗) as desired. The second statement is a
consequence of the fact that we showed Exti could be computed by an injective
resolution in the second variable. □

The tensor product is a bit more intuitive. The fundamental lemma we need
is something we proved a long time ago:

Lemma 1.3.13 Let A be endowed with a compatible monoidal structure, and
let P be a bounded above complex of flat objects. Assume that taking countable
direct sums in A is exact. Then P ⊗ A ∼= A ⊗ P is acyclic for any acyclic
complex A.

Proof This was Example 1.1.6. □

Since the tensor product complex commutes with cones (check this), the func-
tor P ⊗ (−) preserves quasi-isomorphisms if P is a bounded above complex of
flats. In particular, for each such P we get functors

P ⊗ (−), (−)⊗ P : D(A)! D(A)

on the full derived category. Now assume R denotes the class of flat objects,
and assume A has enough flat objects so that R is a preadapted class. Then
we have a triangulated equivalence

K−(R)[S−1
R ]! D−(A).

The functor K−(R)×D(A)! D(A) (and the flipped one) satisfies the property
that for P a bounded above acyclic complex of flats, and B ∈ D−(A), P ⊗B
is acyclic. Indeed, take a quasi-isomorphism Q ! B with Q ∈ K−(R), then
P ⊗Q! P ⊗B is a quasi-isomorphism, but P is acyclic so P ⊗Q is acyclic.
It follows that we get a functor:

(−)⊗L (−) : D−(A)×D−(A)! D−(A).

Let us further assume that tensoring with a fixed object is right exact (e.g.
our category is closed monoidal). Then we have:

Lemma 1.3.14 Keep the notation and assumptions as above. For X,Y, Z in
D−(A):

(a) We have natural isomorphisms X ⊗L Y ∼= Y ⊗L X.

(b) We have natural isomorphisms (X ⊗L Y )⊗L Z ∼= X ⊗L (Y ⊗L Z).

(c) If A is an object of A, then the functor A ⊗L (−) : D−(A) ! D−(A) is
the left derived functor of A⊗ (−) : A! A, a functor for which R is an
adapted class. The same holds the other way around.
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Proof (a) If P • ! X• is a flat resolution, then

X ⊗L Y ∼= P ⊗ Y ∼= Y ⊗ P ∼= Y ⊗L X.

For (b), let P ! X and Q! Z be flat resolutions, then by functoriality

(X ⊗L Y )⊗L Z ∼= (P ⊗L Y )⊗L Z ∼= (P ⊗L Y )⊗L Q.

The latter expression is equal to (P ⊗ Y )⊗Q which is P ⊗ (Y ⊗Q), and then
we are done by the same argument backwards.

For (c), note that indeed R is an adapted class: a special case of what we have
said above is that tensoring with A sends bounded above acyclic complexes of
flats to acyclics. □

In light of this, we denote the higher left derived functors by

ToriA(A,−) = Li(A⊗−) ToriA(−, B) = Li(−⊗B),

both of which coincide with Hi(A⊗L B).

Lemma 1.3.15 In the situation above, for all A,B in A:

(a) ToriA(A,B) = 0 for i > 0, and Tor0(A,B) = A⊗B

(b) ToriA(A,B) ∼= ToriA(B,A) for all A,B.

(c) An object A is flat iff ToriA(A,−) = ToriA(−, A) = 0 for i < 0, (iff
Tor−1

A (A,−) = 0). Consequently, any projective object is flat.

Proof (a) is because Tor’s are the classical left derived functors of a functor,
and (b) is a direct consequence of Lemma 1.3.14(a). For (c), if Tor−1 is zero
then tensoring with A is exact by the LES. Conversely, an object of the adapted
class for F is always F -acyclic. □

Example 1.3.16 Suppose 0! A! B ! C ! 0 is an exact sequence in A and
C is flat. For any X in A,

0 = Tori−1(X,C)! Tori(X,A)! Tori(X,B)! Tori(X,C) = 0

is exact, so the natural map Tori(−, A) ! Tori(−, B) is an isomorphism for
all i < 0. Therefore B is flat iff C is flat.

Moreover, for any such X, the first part of this sequence is

0 = Tor−1(X,C)! X ⊗A! X ⊗B ! X ⊗ C ! 0,

so tensoring any object with the sequence is exact if C is flat. Note that we
are using the symmetry of Tor in a crucial way here.

Remark 1.3.17 If we didn’t yet know that projectives were flat, but we had
enough projectives, then we note that projectives are automatically an adapted
class for A ⊗ (−) for all A in A, so we could still define the derived functors
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Tor∗(A,−) and say Tor∗(−, A)′. But, it’s not true that projectives would have
to be flat, and thus it’s not true that these two functors would coincide.

Example 1.3.18 Let’s compute Z/m⊗LZ/n in the derived categoryD−(Z). We
can pick one of them to resolve, but for fun let’s resolve both simultaneously
and take the tensor product complex:

Z/m⊗L Z/n =
(
0! Z m

−! Z! 0
)
⊗
(
0! Z n

−! Z! 0
)

=
(
0! Z (m −n)T

−−−−−−−! Z2 (n m)
−−−−−! Z! 0),

where the rightmost Z has degree 0. If m,n ̸= 0 and d = gcd(m,n), then the
cohomology of this complex is

Tor0(Z/m,Z/n) = Tor−1(Z/m,Z/n) = Z/d Tor−i(Z/m,Z/n) = 0, i > 2.

Example 1.3.19 Let k be a field, consider the ring A = k[ϵ]/(ϵ2), and view
k = A/(ϵ) as an A-module. Consider the sequence

· · ·! A
ϵ
−! A

ϵ
−! A! A/(ϵ) = k ! 0.

The kernel of the last map is (ϵ), which is the image of the previous map. But
ϵ : A ! A has a kernel: ϵ(a + bϵ) = aϵ, so its kernel is (ϵ). Thus this repeats
and we get an infinite free resolution as above. Therefore,

k ⊗L k = k ⊗
[
· · ·! A

ϵ
−! A

ϵ
−! A! 0

]
=

[
· · ·! k

0
−! k

0
−! k ! 0

]
,

because ϵ acts by zero on k. Thus k ⊗L k =
⊕

i≥0 k[i] has cohomology in
every degree ≤ 0. As we will discuss, we have just computed the derived self-
intersection of a point inside a double point. This also gives an example of a
module with infinite Tor-dimension, and hence infinite projective dimension.

Now let us study what we can say given two adjoint functors F : A ! B : G
with F ⊣ G. Given complexes A• and B•, we have a natural isomorphism

HomB(F (A
i), Bn+i) ∼−! HomA(A

i, G(Bn+i)),

and naturality in both components means that this commutes with the
differential. It follows that we get a (natural) isomorphism

Hom•
B(F (A), B) ∼−! Hom•

A(A,G(B))

of Hom complexes. If we take zero-cycles or H0, we obtain

HomCh(B)(F (A), B) ∼= HomChA(A,G(B))

and
HomK(B)(F (A), B) ∼= HomK(A)(A,G(B))

respectively, so we expect these adjunctions to pass to the derived category.
If we had been working with unbounded derived functors, this would be a lot
easier. In our setting, we will not be able to get this in full generality, because
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our derived functors aren’t even defined on the same categories. However,
if we assume e.g. that B has enough injectives, then we can say something
substantive.

Theorem 1.3.20 Let F : A ⇄ B : G be an adjunction between abelian cate-
gories A and B. Assume F has a (left) adapted class RF and B has enough
injectives, so that the derived functors

LF : D−(A)! D−(B) RG : D+(B)! D+(A)

both exist. Then for A ∈ D−(A) and B ∈ D+(B) there is a natural
isomorphism

HomD(B)(LF (A), B) ∼= HomD(A)(A,RG(B)).

If A has either enough injectives or enough projectives, then there is a natural
isomorphism

RHomB(LF (A), B) ∼= RHomA(A,RG(B))
in D(Z) for A ∈ D−(A) and B ∈ D+(B) as well.

Proof Let X ! A be a qis with X ∈ K−(RF ) and B ! I a qis with I a
bounded below complex of injectives. Then

HomD(B)(LF (A), B) = HomD(B)(F (X), I)

= HomK(B)(F (X), I)

= HomK(A)(X,G(I)).

Note that if C is an acyclic complex in K−(RF ), then

HomK(A)(C,G(I)) = HomK(B)(F (C), I) = 0

because F (C) is acyclic and I is K-injective. Hence by Lemma 1.2.16, we have

HomK(A)(X,G(I)) = HomD(A)(X,G(I)) = HomD(A)(A,RG(B)),

so this proves the first statement. For the second one, note that we need
enough injectives or projectives in A simply to define RHom. Since LF pre-
serves bounded above-ness and RG preserves bounded below-ness, the two
sides of the desired isomorphism are defined.

Almost all of the steps we did before still work:

RHomB(LF (A), B) = RHomB(F (X), I)

= HomB(F (X), I)

= HomA(X,G(I)),

and we have the canonical map

HomA(X,G(I))! RHomA(X,G(I)) = RHomA(A,RG(B)).

Combining these gives a natural map

RHomB(LF (A), B)! RHomA(A,RG(B))
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which we claim is an isomorphism. We can check this after applying Hi for all
i ∈ Z, which gives the map

HomD(B)(LF (A), B[i])! HomD(A)(A,RG(B)[i]).

Since RG(B)[i] = RG(B[i]), it is easy to see that this recovers the isomorphism
proved in the first part. □

Remark 1.3.21 Here is an even easier case than the above where we can say
something much stronger. Suppose we have an adjunction F : A ⇄ B : G
as before but F is an exact functor and B has enough injectives. Then F
descends to D∗(A) ! D∗(B), and in particular D+(A) ! D+(B). Moreover,
G preserves injective objects because

HomA(−, G(I)) = HomA(F (−), I)

is a composition of exact functors if I is injective in B. Moreover, if I• ∈
K+(IB), we have F (RG(I•)) FG(I•)! I• on the homotopy category with
the left map an isomorphism, and thus we obtain a natural map F (RG(B))!
B natural in B ∈ D+(B). Therefore this induces a natural map

HomD+(A)(A,RG(B))! HomD+(A)(FA,F (RG(B)))! HomD+(B)(FA,B)

on Homs in the derived category, which we claim is an isomorphism. Indeed to
check this we may assume B = I• ∈ K+(IB), and A = A•, and then it follows
from

HomD+(A)(A
•, G(I•)) = HomK+(A)(A

•, G(I•))

∼= HomK+(B)(F (A
•), I•)

∼= HomD+(B)(F (A
•), I•),

since G(I•) is also a bounded below complex of injectives. Therefore in this
situation we get an actual adjunction F ⊣ RG on the bounded below categories
induced by units and counits. Moreover, the units/counits also induce maps
between RHom, so it is clear by the same proof as above that we will have a
natural isomorphism

RHomA(A,RG(B)) ∼−! RHomB(F (A), B)

between RHom’s.

To conclude this section, we are going to state an important result which holds
in the case of enough injectives, which is the existence of a Cartan-Eilenberg
resolution. From this we will deduce a very important spectral sequence which
relates the classical higher derived functors to the cohomology of the derived
functor applied to a complex. A special case of this will be the Grothendieck
spectral sequence. The existence theorem, whose proof is purely classical, will
be discussed in the next section.
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Definition 1.3.22 Let A be an abelian category and C• a bounded below
complex. A Cartan-Eilenberg resolution of C is a bicomplex I•,• equipped with
a morphism ϵ : C• ! I•,0 of complexes satisfying the following properties:

(a) Ip,q = 0 for q < 0, and there is k such that Ip,q = 0 for p < k and all q.

(b) The natural maps Cp[0]! Ip,• are injective resolutions for all p ∈ Z.

(c) The natural maps

ker dpC [0]! ker dp,•h im dp−1
C [0]! im dp−1,•

h

are injective resolutions for all p ∈ Z.

(d) The maps Hp(C)! Hp
h(I

•,•) are injective resolutions for all p ∈ Z.

A dual definition is made in the projective/bounded above case.

The point is to have an object-wise injective resolution which remains an
injective resolution after taking cohomology. The picture is as follows:

...
...

...

· · · Ip−1,1 Ip,1 Ip+1,1 · · ·

· · · Ip−1,0 Ip,0 Ip+1,0 · · ·

· · · Cp−1 Cp Cp+1 · · ·

So, each vertical sequence provides an injective resolution of Cp. Once we take
horizontal cohomology everywhere, so that there are only vertical differentials
remaining, we will obtain an injective resolution of H(Cp). Note also that (a)
in the definition implies that the bicomplex is a shifted first-quadrant complex.

Theorem 1.3.23 Let A be an abelian category with enough injectives. Then
every bounded below complex admits a Cartan-Eilenberg resolution. Likewise,
if A has enough projectives, then the same holds for bounded above complexes.
Moreover, it can be chosen functorially.

The idea of the proof is simple, namely split up the complex into pairs of short
exact sequences, choose compatible injective resolutions of each term, and then
glue this data together. Since we will need some standard lemmas, we push
this to the next section.

If we’re given a Cartan-Eilenberg resolution C ! I•,0, the totalization behaves
nicely as well. First, since it’s a shifted first-quadrant complex, the totalization
Tot I involves only finite direct sums and therefore always exists. Moreover,
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we have a canonical map

Cn ϵ
−! In,0 ↪!

⊕
p+q=n

Ip,q

which commutes with the differentials, hence a chain map ϵ̃ : C ! Tot I. Note
that each term in Tot I is an injective object. Now take vertical cohomology,
so we can apply the first spectral sequence associated to a bicomplex. Since
the resolutions are exact at degrees 1 and beyond, only the first row remains,
and the canonical maps Cp ! Ep,0

1 are isomorphisms. Thus C• ∼= E•,0
1 , and

the sequence degenerates at E2:

Ep,0
2 = Hp(C) Ep,q

2 = 0 q > 0.

The edge maps induce ϵ̃ : Hp(C) ∼−! Hp(Tot I) an isomorphism, hence the
natural map ϵ̃ is an injective resolution of C.

Theorem 1.3.24 Let F : A! B be a left exact functor of abelian categories
with an adapted class R, so that RF exists. Suppose ϵ : C• ! I•,0 is a Cartan-
Eilenberg resolution of a bounded below complex C. The two spectral sequences
associated to the bicomplex F (I•,•) are bounded, and satisfy

Ep,q
h,1 = RqF (Cp) =⇒ Hp+q(RF (C))

Ep,q
v,2 = RpF (Hq(C)) =⇒ Hp+q(RF (C))

each converging to degree-wise finite filtrations.

Proof It is clear from the definition that F (Tot I) = Tot(F (I)) since F is addi-
tive. We have just shown that C ! Tot I is an injective resolution, and both
sequences converge to the cohomology of TotF (I) = F (Tot I) = RF (C), so
both RHS’s above are correct. For the first sequence, if we apply F and sim-
ply take vertical cohomology, this is just taking the cohomology of F applied
to an injective resolution of Cp, which is exactly RqF (Cp).

Now let’s take horizontal cohomology first. Our E0 page has the portion
F (Ip−1,q) ! F (Ip,q) ! F (Ip+1,q), and the underlying I differentials come
with an exact sequence

0! im dp−1,q
h ! ker dp,qh ! Hp

h(I
•,q)! 0,

where our assumption is that all three of these terms are injective. In particular
the sequence splits, so applying F keeps it exact. Therefore, the E1 page looks
like:

...
...

...

· · · F (Jp−1,q+1) F (Jp,q+1) F (Jp+1,q+1) · · ·

· · · F (Jp−1,q) F (Jp,q) F (Jp+1,q) · · ·
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Here, Jp,q = Hp
h(I

•,q), so as q varies these are the terms in a vertical injective
resolution for Hp(C). Hence, when we take vertical cohomology to get to E2,
the (p, q)th spot will become RqF (Hp(C)). The indices of this second spectral
sequence get flipped, so this gives the statement in the theorem. □

We will often directly use the first spectral sequence in the theorem, even when
we are interested in eventually computing classical derived functors themselves.
The reason is that we can try to find a resolution P • ! A of an object A, and
then the theorem gives us a spectral sequence

Ep,q
1 = RqF (P p) =⇒ Hp+q(RF (P )) = Rp+qF (A).

This is especially nice because we even know the (horizontal) differentials on
the first page, namely they are RqF applied to the differentials in P . This
technique is useful because we usually can’t write down injective resolutions,
but we can write down e.g. locally free resolutions.

We can also use the first sequence when we want hypercohomology, which
we’ll do when discussing Hodge-to-de-Rham. The second sequence gives us the
Grothendieck spectral sequence.

Corollary 1.3.25 Let F : A ! B and G : B ! C be left exact functors of
abelian categories such that RF is an adapted class for F , and B has enough
injectives. Assume that for each X ∈ RF , F (X) is G-acyclic. Then there is a
bounded spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = RpG

(
Hq

(
RF (A)

))
=⇒ Hp+q

(
R(G ◦ F )(A)

)
for every A in Ch+(A) (converging to a finite filtration). In particular, if A is
an object of A, then

Ep,q
2 = RpG

(
RqF (A)

)
=⇒ Rp+q(GF )(A)

as a special case.

Proof Since B has enough injectives, RG exists and we may define it with the
maximal adapted class RG of all G-acyclic objects in B. Then F (RF ) ⊂ RG,
so by Thm. 1.2.22 we can identify RG ◦ RF = R(G ◦ F ). Let A ∈ Ch+(A).
Then RF (A) inD+(B) has a Cartan-Eilenberg resolution by Thm. 1.3.23 since
B has enough injectives, so applying the second sequence of Thm. 1.3.24 to
C = RF (A), we are done. □

Example 1.3.26 Let us demonstrate an example showing that, in spite of
the Grothendieck spectral sequence, knowing RqF (A) does not determine
Rn(GF )(A). We will instead do it using left derived functors. First some
elementary observations: if R! S is a ring map, then the functor

F = (−)⊗R S : Mod(R)! Mod(S)
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preserves free modules, which are an adapted class for tensor products on both
sides. Using this and the fact that restriction of scalars is exact, it follows that
LF (A)|R = A⊗L

R S for any A ∈ D−(R).

Now let S = k[ϵ]/(ϵ2) which is a quotient of R = S[t] by t. Moreover, k is a
quotient of S by (ϵ). Consider the functors

F = (−)⊗R S : Mod(R)! Mod(S) G = (−)⊗S k : Mod(S)! Mod(k).

Lastly, consider the R-modules M = R/(ϵ − t) and N = R/(t, ϵ) = k. The
consideration about free modules above shows that the composition satisfies
the hypotheses for composing derived functors, and the Grothendieck spectral
sequence.

Now let’s compute: t is a nonzerodivisor on R, so S = [R
t
−! R] in D−(R).

Thus the underlying R-modules of LF (M) and LF (N) are

M ⊗L
R S =

[
M

t
−!M

] ∼= [
S

ϵ
−! S

]
because k[ϵ, t]/(ϵ2, t− ϵ) = k[ϵ]/(ϵ2) as S-modules. On the other hand,

N ⊗L
R S =

[
k

0
−! k

]
= k ⊕ k[1].

So, L0F (M) = L−1F (M) = k and lower degrees are zero, and the same is true
for N . However, we showed previously that LG(k) has cohomology in every
degree, so the same holds for LG(LF (N)). On the other hand, our presentation

for M ⊗L
R S is already a free resolution, so applying LG gives k

0
−! k, which

has cohomology in only two degrees.

Let us see what is happening in the Grothendieck spectral sequence, which by
construction has the same E2-page in both cases:

· · · −3 −2 −1 0
· · · k k k k 0
· · · k k k k −1

The differentials go 2 spaces to the right and 1 down, and since this is a spectral
sequence of k-vector spaces the differentials between nonzero terms are each
either 0 or isomorphisms. In either case the sequence will degenerate on E3.
Now we can see that in the case of M , all of the nonzero differentials have to
be isomorphisms so that we end up with only k at (−1, 0) and (0, 0). For N ,
all of the differentials are 0, so this is already E∞ and we get the expected
two-dimensional cohomology in all strictly negative degrees.
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1.4 Appendix: Classical homological algebra

This appendix will have a few short sections discussing some basic results
from the classical theory (in contrast to the previous section, which recast
the classical theory in our new language). In the last section, we will discuss
any results from commutative algebra which are helpful in establishing the
cohomology theory which we would like to set up in the next chapter.

1.4.1 More on resolutions

In the previous section we stated Thm. 1.3.23 on the existence of Cartan-
Eilenberg resolutions. In this section, we will complete the proof of this and
introduce some useful homological techniques along the way.

A short exact sequence 0 ! A
i
−! B

p
−! C ! 0 of complexes is termwise

split if 0 ! Ai ! Bi ! Ci ! 0 is a split exact sequence for each i ∈ Z.
These behave especially nicely because the connecting map in the long exact
sequence already exists in the chain complex category.

To see this, choose a splitting Bi = Ai⊕Ci and let si : Ci ! Bi and πi : Bi !
Ai be the splitting maps. Then we claim that the family of maps

δn := πn+1 ◦ dnB ◦ sn : C ! An+1

defines a morphism δ : C ! A[1] of complexes. To see this, first compute the
matrix of the differential Ai ⊕Ci ! Ai+1 ⊕Ci+1 of B: on the Ai component,
we have dBi = idA i.e. the canonical injection. On the Ci component the map
is dBs, which has components

p(dBs) = dCps = dC πdBs = δ.

This shows that

dB =

(
dA δ
0 dB

)
.

Doing matrix multiplication, d2 = 0 implies that

0 = dAδ + δdC = −dA[1]δ + δdC ,

so indeed δ : C ! A[1] is a chain map. From the explicit differential, we imme-
diately conclude that B = Cone(−δ)[−1] compatible with A, so there is an
exact triangle

C
−δ
−−! A[1]! Cone(−δ) ∼= B[1]! C[1]

in K(A). Shifting and rotating this we obtain A ! B ! C
δ
−! A[1], thus a

termwise split sequence gives an exact triangle in K(A). Conversely, we know
that all triangles are of this form up to isomorphism, because 0 ! B !
Cone f ! A[1]! 0 is a termwise split exact sequence.

In particular, if we pass to the derived category our triangle has the same form,
so applying the cohomological functor H0 gives the usual long exact sequence
with the connecting map being induced by δ. Of course, this is non-unique and
depends exactly on the choice of splitting.
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Lemma 1.4.1 Let A be an abelian category.

(a) If q : B ! C is a quasi-isomorphism which is a termwise epimorphism,
then ker diB ! ker diC is an epimorphism for all i.

(b) If i : A! B is a quasi-isomorphism which is a termwise monomorphism,
and I ∈ Ch+(IA), then every map A! I extends to B.

Proof (a) Consider the commutative diagrams with exact rows:

Bi im diB 0 im di−1
B ker diB Hi(B) 0

Ci im diC 0 im di−1
C ker diC Hi(C) 0

q q ∼=

The left-hand diagram shows that the map on coboundaries is an epi for all
i, and then the diagram on the right proves the claim by the epimorphism
4-lemma.

(b) Then HomA(B, I) ! HomA(A, I) is a quasi-isomorphism, and it is a
termwise epi because Hom(Ci, Ik+i)! Hom(Bi, Ik+i) is surjective. Thus this
induces a surjection on 0-cocycles by (a), i.e.

HomCh(A)(B, I)! HomCh(A)(A, I)

is surjective, so every map lifts as desired. □

We are going to apply this to the following powerful resolution extension
lemma, which is the key step in finding Cartan-Eilenberg resolutions.

Lemma 1.4.2 Let A be an abelian category, with 0 ! A ! B ! C ! 0 a
short exact sequence in Ch+(A). Let

A! I1 C ↪! I3

be injective resolutions with I1, I3 ∈ Ch+(IA), and assume the latter is a
monomorphism. Then there exists I2 ∈ Ch+(IA) and a commutative diagram

0 A B C 0

0 I1 I2 I3 0

of complexes in Ch+(A) with exact rows, such that B ! I2 is an injective
resolution. If I1, I3 are concentrated in [a, b], then we may assume I2 is as well.

If the given sequence was split, then we could just take the direct sum of the
injective resolutions. We can’t reduce to this case, but we can reduce to the
case that it is termwise split, where we can take the direct sum termwise, and
then modify the differential.
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Proof (of Lemma 1.4.2) First take the pushout in the category of complexes
(which is done termwise), so that we get a commutative diagram of exact
sequences of complexes:

0 A B C 0

0 I1 P C 0

⌟

By triangulated 2-out-of-3 in D+(A), the map B ! P is a quasi-isomorphism.
Since I1 is termwise injective, the bottom row is termwise split, so by choosing
a splitting P i = Ii1 ⊕ Ci, we can take the map δ : C ! I1[1] as above. This
identifies P = Cone(−δ)[−1]. We construct a resolution for the bottom row
termwise as follows:

0 Ii1 Ii1 ⊕ Ci Ci 0

0 Ii1 Ii1 ⊕ Ii3 Ii3 0

All we have to do is equip Ii2 := Ii1 ⊕ Ii3 with a differential so that P ! I2 is a
chain map: Once this is done, triangulated 2/3 will say that this is a diagram
of quasi-isomorphisms, and then by composing it with the initial diagram we
are done.

By the lemma we just proved, the map δ : C ! I1[1] extends along the
quasi-isomorphic inclusion q : C ! I3 to a map δ2 : I3 ! I1[1]. In other
words, (1I1[1], q) is a morphism of arrows δ ! δ2, so this induces a map
Cone(−δ)[−1] ! Cone(−δ2)[−1] which componentwise is exactly the middle
map of the diagram above. □

At last, we finish the proof that Cartan-Eilenberg resolutions exist in an abelian
category A with enough injectives.

Proof (of Thm. 1.3.23) We use B and Z notation for coboundaries and cocy-
cles. Assume for simplicity that our complex C has Ci = 0 for i < 0, and we
inductively construct compatible resolutions for i ≥ 0. For simplicity, in this
proof we use the word ‘resolution’ to mean injective resolution of an object of
A which extends only to the right (so is termwise injective).

For the ith step, we’ll use the exact sequences

0! Zi−1 ! Ci−1 ! Bi ! 0 0! Bi ! Zi ! Hi(C)! 0,

and assume that we are given a resolution Zi−1[0]! J i−1,•
Z from the previous

step. Choose a resolution Bi[0]! J i,•
B , and using our lemma extend this to a

diagram of extensions like so:

0 J i−1,•
Z Ii−1,• J i,•

B 0

0 Zi−1 Ci−1 Bi 0
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Of course, if i = 0 then we take the left two vertical maps and the resolution to
be zero. To construct the next JZ resolution, choose a resolution Hi(C)[0]!
J i,•
H and extend over the second sequence:

0 J i,•
B J i,•

Z J i,•
H 0

0 Bi Zi Hi(C) 0

Now we are done: pasting the successive diagrams of exact sequences of the
first kind together gives a commutative diagram with vertical maps ϵ : Ci[0]!
Ii,• injective resolutions, so that when we take coboundaries, cocycles, and
then cohomology, we get the injective resolutions J i

B , J
i
Z , J

i
H . This gives us a

bicomplex up to our sign convention, so we should flip the sign of the vertical
differential in the odd columns. □

1.4.2 Cohomological δ-functors

Here we quickly discuss the classical topic of δ-functors, and then relate it
to what we defined as a δ-functor from an abelian category to a triangulated
category.

Definition 1.4.3 A (cohomological) δ-functor T : A ! B between abelian
categories is a sequence (T i)i≥0 of additive functors T i : A! B equipped with
maps

δ = δA!B!C : T i(C)! T i+1(A) i ≥ 0
for every short exact sequence 0! A! B ! C ! 0 in A, such that:

(a) For every short exact sequence 0! A! B ! C ! 0 in A, the sequence

0! T 0(A)! T 0(B)! T 0(C)
δ
−! T 1(A)! · · ·

is exact in B.

(b) Given a morphism

0 A B C 0

0 A′ B′ C ′ 0

of short exact sequences in A, the corresponding diagram

T i(C) T i+1(A)

T i(C ′) T i+1(A′)

δ

δ

in B commutes for all i ≥ 0.

Note that in particular if T is a δ-functor, then T 0 has to be left exact. The
primary examples of δ-functors come from the triangulated δ-functors in the
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sense of Def. 1.2.7. Namely, if A ! C is a δ-functor from an abelian category
to a triangulated category C, and H : C! B is a cohomological functor, then

T i := A! C
H◦[i]
−−−! B

is a cohomological δ-functor, essentially by definition. So, for example:

(a) Since Ch∗(A)! D∗(A) are δ-functors, whenever we have a cohomological
functor D∗(A)! B we get a δ-functor Ch∗(A)! B.

(b) Since the inclusion A! D∗(A) is a δ-functor, any cohomological functor
on the derived category gives a δ-functor A! B. For example, using the
functor HomD∗(A)(A[0],−) produces {ExtiA(A,−)} from A to Ab.

(c) In particular, if F : A ! B is a left exact functor of abelian categories
admitting an adapted class, so that RF : D+(A) ! D+(B) exists, then
the classical derived functors

(RiF )i≥0 RiF : A! B

form a δ-functor, because they are the following composite

A! D+(A)
RF
−−! D+(B)

H0◦[i]
−−−−! B,

where the composition of the first two functors is a triangulated δ-functor
since the first one is, and RF is triangulated.

Definition 1.4.4 Let T and S be cohomological δ-functors from A to B.

(a) A morphism f : T ! S is a sequence of natural transformations f i : T i !
Si such that the diagram

T i(C) T i+1(A)

Si(C) Si+1(A)

δT

fi fi

δS

commutes for every exact sequence 0! A! B ! C ! 0 in A.

(b) The δ-functor T is called universal if for every δ-functor S and morphism
f0 : T 0 ! S0, there is a unique morphism f : T ! S extending f0.

Clearly, a universal δ-functor is uniquely determined by its first component,
meaning that if T, S are universal, and T 0 ∼= S0, then there’s a unique isomor-
phism T ∼= S of δ-functors extending the given one. In the special case of the
δ-functor associated to classical derived functors, we have some kind of uni-
versal property but it is a universality among exact functors of triangulated
categories.

Sometimes, it is enough to check things on the level of classical derived func-
tors to get information about the derived category, and to construct maps
between such functors we don’t want to have to start out with the full data
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of a triangulated functor. For example, if A,B are objects of A and there is a
map A! B such that RiF (A)! RiF (B) is an isomorphism, then we already
know that RF (A[0]) ! RF (B[0]) is an isomorphism (because it is one on
cohomology). We need one final definition before proving the main result.

Definition 1.4.5 An additive functor F : A ! B of abelian categories is
effaceable if for each A in A there exists a monomorphism i : A! X for some
X in A such that F (i) = 0.

The following is the main theorem on δ-functors.

Theorem 1.4.6 Let T be a δ-functor from A to B, and suppose that T i is
effaceable for i > 0. Then T is a universal δ-functor.

Proof Let S be another δ-functor and assume we have a natural transformation
f0 : T 0 ! S0. Suppose inductively that we have constructed a natural map
fn : Tn ! Sn. To define fn+1 on an object A, let A! X be an effacement (of
degree n+1), i.e. a mono as in the definition of effaceable. We have a diagram
of exact sequences

TnX TnC Tn+1A Tn+1X

SnX SnC Sn+1A Sn+1X

fn fn

0

(without the dotted line). The 0 means that Tn+1A is the cokernel of the map
TnX ! TnC, and any dotted map filling in the square would have to factor
through the cokernel of SnX ! SnC, so it is uniquely determined. We are
going to define this as fn+1 and demonstrate the required properties, but note
that this morphism is already unique for any extension of fn to a morphism
of δ-functors.

1. fn+1 is independent of the chosen effacement. Suppose we are given two
(degree n + 1) effacements A ! X and A ! X ′. Form the pushout P ,
then we still have a mono A ! P , and let D = P/A so that we have a
morphism

0 A X C 0

0 A P D 0
of exact sequences. If we consider the associated long exact sequences, we
get a commutative diagram:

TnX TnC Tn+1A 0

? ? ? ?

SnP SnD Sn+1A Sn+1P

There are two natural choices for the middle row: either we apply T to
the bottom row, or we apply S to the top row. The first choice, since
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T is a δ-functor, shows that A ! P is also an effacement. That fn is a
natural transformation is exactly the statement that the first two vertical
composites TnX ! SnP and TnC ! SnD are the same no matter which
middle row we take. It follows from the same argument above that any
two maps Tn+1A! Sn+1A filling in the diagram are equal.

For the two choices of middle rows, the possible composites are

Tn+1A
1
−! Tn+1A! Sn+1A Tn+1A! Sn+1A

1
−! Sn+1A,

where in the first case the second map is induced by the effacement A!
P , and in the second the first map is induced by the effacement A! X.
Therefore these two effacements induce the same morphism fn+1. Since
the same argument applies to 0 ! A ! X ′ ! X ′/A ! 0 instead of the
current top row, this shows that A ! X and A ! X ′ induce the same
map fn+1.

2. fn+1 commutes with δ. Start with a sequence 0 ! A ! B ! C !
0, and choose an effacement B ! X. The composite A ! X is again
a monomorphism, so writing D = X/A we have a morphism of exact
sequences:

0 A B C 0

0 A X D 0
One portion of the long exact sequence is the diagram

Tn+1A Tn+1B

Tn+1A Tn+1X

0

which shows that A ! X is also an effacement for X. We have another
commutative diagram as follows:

TnC TnD Tn+1A

SnC SnD Sn+1A

The right-hand square is the definition of fn+1 using A ! X, and the
left-hand square is naturality of fn. However, since we have a morphism
of exact sequences, the composites of both rows are exactly the δ maps
for T and S, which is what we wanted.

3. fn+1 is natural. This is similar to Step 1: Given an effacement A ! X
and any map A ! B, push out along the map to obtain a morphism of
exact sequences:

0 A X C 0

0 B P C 0

⌟



Vihaan Dheer 63

The long exact sequence gives us:

TnX TnC Tn+1A 0

? ? ?

SnP SnC Sn+1B

As before, we have two ways to fill this in, either applying T to the
bottom row or S to the top row. In either case, naturality of fn shows
that the two maps TnX ! SnP and TnC ! SnC have to coincide, so
any two extensions filling in Tn+1A ! Sn+1B are the same. But these
two possibilities are exactly:

Tn+1A! Tn+1B
fn+1

−−−! Sn+1B Tn+1A
fn+1

−−−! Sn+1B ! Sn+1B

Filling in the diagram in the second case is by definition of fn+1, but in
the first case we are applying part (2) to deduce that the bottom right
square commutes. It follows that the above maps are equal, which is what
we wanted.

We have constructed fn+1 given fn, which completes the induction step, and
we have already explained why it is uniquely determined by fn. In particular,
all the f i are uniquely determined by f0, so this shows T is universal. □

Corollary 1.4.7 Let A,B be abelian categories, F : A ! B a left exact
functor which admits an adapted class. The classical higher derived functors
(RiF )i≥0 : A! B form a universal δ-functor.

In particular, if T = (T i)i≥0 is a universal δ-functor from A to B, and the
functor T 0 admits an adapted class (e.g. A has enough injectives), then the
canonical map T ! (RiT 0)i≥0 is an isomorphism.

Proof The second statement is simply uniqueness of universal δ-functors. To
check universality, we need to show that the higher derived functors are efface-
able, which is clear because members of an adapted class are F -acyclic. □

Remark 1.4.8 Note from the proof here that derived functors with an adapted
class satisfy a much stronger condition than effaceability: we found a mono to
a single object which made all higher functors vanish, whereas we only needed
it to send the map to zero, and the effacement was allowed to depend on the
degree. Thus, this gives a general criterion to check whether a δ-functor is
given by a derived functor.

Remark 1.4.9 We note in passing that, as is immediate from the definition,
we can always precompose or postcompose a δ-functor with an exact functor
and get a δ-functor.
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1.4.3 Modules over a ring

Let R be a ring. Recall that we have made the following definitions so far:

(a) I is injective if HomR(−, I) is exact.

(b) P is projective if HomR(P,−) is exact.

(c) F is flat if F ⊗R (−) is exact.

Mod(R) denotes the abelian category of R-modules. We have shown that I is
injective iff ExtiR(−, I) = 0 for i > 0, and P is projective iff ExtiR(P,−) = 0
for i > 0. Observe that if P is a free module, i.e. P ∼= R⊕I for some index set
I, then P is projective because

HomR(P,M) ∼=
∏
I

HomR(R,M) ∼=
∏
I

M,

and it is clear that this functor is exact: if M ! N ! 0 is a surjection, then
we can lift a sequence (yi)i∈I termwise to a sequence in M . Moreover, every
module M admits a surjection from a free module, namely R(M) ! M ! 0,
so Mod(R) has enough projectives.

Note that R⊕I ⊗M ∼= (R ⊗M)⊕I ∼= M⊕I , and this functor is clearly exact,
because if M ⊂ N and a sequence (xi)i∈I is zero in M , then it is zero in
N too. Thus Mod(R) has enough flats by virtue of having enough frees, so
Tor is well-defined and satisfies the standard properties. In particular, projec-
tive modules are flat. In this section we will use the notation TorRi (M,N) :=
Tor−i

Mod(R)(M,N). We have also shown that F is flat iff TorRi (F,−) = 0 for
i > 0.

In such a setting we have also demonstrated the following equivalent conditions
for injectivity, projectivity, and flatness; I is injective iff every short exact
sequence of the form 0 ! I ! M ! M ′′ ! 0 splits, P is projective iff every
short exact sequence of the form 0!M ′ !M ! P ! 0 splits, and F is flat
iff for every short exact sequence 0!M ′ !M ! F ! 0, the sequence

0!M ′ ⊗N !M ⊗N ! F ⊗N ! 0

is exact. From this we deduce that a module P is projective iff it is a
direct summand of a free module, where the second direction follows from
Ext1(P ⊕P ′,M) = Ext1(P,M)⊕Ext1(P ′,M) and the fact that free modules
are projective. The first goal of this section is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.4.10 Let R be a ring. Then Mod(R) has enough injectives.
Moreover, injective embeddings can be chosen functorially.

We will deduce this by first studying abelian groups. To do this, we will use a
few times the right adjoint to restriction of scalars: recall that if R ! S is a
ring map, then we have a canonical functor

HomR(S,−) : Mod(R)! Mod(S),
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where for an R-module M we view HomR(S,M) as an S-module by pre-
multiplication in the first factor. The adjunction gives isomorphisms

HomS(N,HomR(S,M)) = HomR(N,M)

of restricted R-modules, or of S-modules by doing the same thing as above on
the RHS. Here are some basic properties:

Lemma 1.4.11 Let R be a ring.

(a) A product of injective modules is injective.

(b) If R ! S is a flat map, and E is injective over S, then E|R is injective
over R.

(c) Let R ! S be an epimorphism of rings and E an S-module. If E|R is
injective, then E is injective.

(d) If R ! S is a ring map and E is injective over R, then HomR(S,E) is
injective over S.

Proof (a) Note that Hom(−,
∏

iEi) =
∏

i Hom(−, Ei), and we already
explained why taking products was exact.

(b) We have HomR(M,E|R) ∼= HomS(M ⊗R S,E), and both M 7! M ⊗R S
and HomS(−, E) are exact.

(c) The forgetful map HomS(M,E) ! HomR(M,E|R) is of course injective,
but it is surjective as well by assumption.

(d) Note that HomS(−,HomR(S,M)) = HomR(−,M) as functors of S-
modules, and restriction of scalars on the right is just HomR((−)|R,M). □

A less trivial characterization is the ideal-wise criterion for injectivity:

Lemma 1.4.12 Let E be an R-module. The following are equivalent:

(a) E is injective.

(b) For any ideal I ⊂ R, every map I ! E extends to R.

(c) Ext1R(R/I,E) = 0 for every ideal I ⊂ R.

Proof (a) ⇒ (b) Hom(−, E) is supposed to preserve 0! I ! R.

(b) ⇔ (c) We have an exact sequence

Hom(R,E)! Hom(I, E)! Ext1R(R/I,E),

so surjectivity of the first map is controlled by Ext1 = 0.

Let us add our own extra statement:

(b′) For a strict inclusion M ⊊ N and map ϕ : M ! E, there exists M ′ ⊂ N
with M ⊊M ′ and ϕ′ : M ′ ! E extending ϕ.
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(b′) ⇒ (a) Let M ⊂ N and ϕ : M ! E. Consider the set of pairs {(M ′, ϕ′)}
with M ⊂M ′ ⊂ N and ϕ′|M ′ = ϕ, which is nonempty. Order this by inclusion
on the first factor and agreement of restriction on the second. Clearly if we
have an ascending chain of submodules then we can extend our map to the
union. We are done by Zorn’s lemma, because the hypothesis guarantees that
a maximal element must be N itself.

(b) ⇒ (b′) Take x ∈ N \M and consider the ideal I = {r ∈ R : rx ∈M}. The
map I ! E given by r 7! ϕ(rx) can be extended to ψ : R! E, and it is easy
to check that the extensionM + ⟨x⟩! E sending a+rx 7! ϕ(a)+ψ(r) works,
so we are done. □

Recall that if R is a domain, then an R-module M is divisible if for each
nonzero r ∈ R and x ∈M there exists y ∈M such that ry = x.

Corollary 1.4.13 Let R be a domain. Then an injective R-module is divisible.
If R is a PID, then any divisible R-module is injective.

Proof For nonzero r ∈ R, we have an exact sequence 0! R
r
−! R! R/(r)!

0, and thus an exact sequence:

Hom(R,E) Hom(R,E) Ext1(R/(r), E) Ext1(R,E)

E E 0
r·(−)

The 0 on the right is because R is projective. Divisibility is the statement
that for all r, the left-hand map is surjective, i.e. Ext1(R/(r), E) = 0. If E is
injective then this holds; conversely if R is a PID, then all ideals are either zero
or of this form. But for the zero ideal, Ext1(R,E) is already 0, so we conclude
by Lemma 1.4.12. □

Example 1.4.14 It is clear from the definition that a quotient of a divisible
module is divisible. If R is a PID, then Frac(R) is injective, because it is clearly
divisible; thus the same is true of any R-quotient of it. In the case R = Z, this
provides the two most important injective abelian groups, Q and Q/Z. This
also gives us an example of an injective resolution 0 ! Z ! Q ! Q/Z ! 0.
Note that this is also a flat resolution of Q/Z.

Example 1.4.15 Here are some weird properties of the groups mentioned above.
Consider the sequence 0 ! Z ! Q ! Q/Z ! 0. It is a trivial exercise
that Hom(Q,Z) = 0 and Hom(Q,Q) ! Hom(Z,Q) is an isomorphism, so we
deduce Hom(Q/Z,Q) = 0. More difficult is the group G = Hom(Q,Q/Z): One
description is via the sequence

0! Q! G! Ext1Z(Q,Z)! 0,

which splits because Q is injective. It is a theorem that Ext1(Q,Z) ∼= R, then
G = Q ⊕ R ∼= R. Alternatively, one can use the simple fact that Q/Z =
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lim−!n
Z/nZ as the colimit of its n-torsion parts, and then

Hom(Q/Z,Q/Z) = lim −
n

Hom(Z/nZ,Q/Z) = lim −
n

Z/nZ = Ẑ.

We can combine this with the exact sequence

0! Hom(Q/Z,Q/Z) = Ẑ! Hom(Q,Q/Z)! Q/Z! 0,

which exhibits R as an extension of Q/Z by Ẑ.

Let R be a ring, and M be an R-module. Via the unique map Z ! R, we
define the R-module M∨ := HomZ(M,Q/Z), which is naturally a functor
Mod(R)op ! Mod(R). This is exact because Q/Z is injective over Z. Note
that R∨ is injective over R by a previous lemma.

The double dual (M∨)∨ = HomZ(M
∨,Q/Z) has for each x ∈ M a dis-

tinguished element ev(x) : M∨ ! Q/Z given by ϕ 7! ϕ(x). This defines a
homomorphism ev : M ! (M∨)∨, which is in fact a monomorphism.

Claim: ev : M ! (M∨)∨ is monic.

Indeed, if x ̸= 0, then let G ⊂ M be the abelian subgroup generated by x.
Then either G ∼= Z/nZ or G ∼= Z. In the former case, a nonzero map G! Q/Z
is given by choosing an n-torsion element, such as 1/n. In the latter case, any
nonzero element gives such a nonzero map. By injectivity, this extends to a
nonzero Z-map M ! Q/Z, and therefore ev(x) is nonzero.

Using this, we can immediately deduce the existence of enough injectives in
Mod(R). If we cared, we could note easily that the construction is functorial.

Proof (of Thm. 1.4.10) Take a surjection
⊕

I R ↠ M∨ ! 0, and apply the
exact functor (−)∨ to obtain an injection

(M∨)∨ ! HomZ(
⊕
I

R,Q/Z) =
∏
I

HomZ(R,Q/Z) =
∏
I

R∨.

We just proved that M injects into the LHS, and on the other hand the RHS
is a product of injective modules R∨, hence injective. Lastly, it is clear from
the constructions that this is functorial. □

Now all of our derived functor theory from the previous section applies. One
difference is that we now view RHom as a functor on the derived category of
the ring itself, rather than to abelian groups. (...finish this discussion...).

Some finiteness conditions

Let us briefly define some conditions and prove basic properties that we will
return to later. A module M is pseudo-coherent if it has a resolution by finite
projective modules. It is finitely presented if there is an exact sequence F !
F ′ ! M ! 0 where F, F ′ are finite free, i.e. there is a sequence 0 ! K !
F !M ! 0 where F is finite free and K is finitely generated.



68 Derived categories in AG

We are going to use frequently and without mention that the forgetful functor
Mod(R) ! Set creates filtered colimits. Recall that an object M is compact
if HomR(M,−) preserves filtered colimits as a functor to Set, which by the
above remark is equivalent to HomR(M,−) preserving filtered colimits. It is
clear that the class of compact objects is closed under finite colimits because
filtered colimits commute with finite limits (in Set or Mod(R)).

Example 1.4.16 All finitely presented R-modules are compact. Indeed, observe
that HomR(R,−) ∼= Id so R is compact, hence finite free modules are compact,
and a finitely presented module is a cokernel of a map between finite free
modules.

Lemma 1.4.17 Every R-module is a filtered colimit of its finitely generated
submodules. Each R-module is a filtered colimit of finitely presented modules.

Proof The first claim is elementary. For the second, let M be an R-module.
Consider the collection of pairs (S,E) where S ⊂ M is a finite subset of M ,
and - letting KS := ker(R⊕S !M) - E is a finite subset of KS .

Let (S,E) ≤ (S′, E′) if S ⊂ S′, and the image of E ⊂ KS under the natural
map R⊕S ! R⊕S′

is contained in E′. For each (S,E), let CS,E be the cokernel
of the natural map R⊕E ! R⊕S , so CS,E is finitely presented. If (S,E) ≤
(S′, E′), then by construction we get a commutative diagram:

R⊕E R⊕S CS,E 0

R⊕E′
R⊕S′

CS′,E′ 0

The maps R⊕S ! M send the relations KS to zero, hence factor through
maps CS,E ! M . We claim lim−!(S,E)

CS,E ! M is an isomorphism. Taking

the filtered colimit of the above diagram of exact sequences, we get the exact
sequence

R⊕K ! R⊕M ! lim−!
(S,E)

CS,E ! 0

where K is the kernel of the map R⊕M !M , so we’re done. □

Lemma 1.4.18 Let M be a finite R-module. Then there is a finite filtration

M =M0 ⊂ · · · ⊂Mn =M

such that Mi+1/Mi
∼= R/Ii for some ideals Ii ⊂ R.

Proof We induct on the number of generators of M , the case of a cyclic mod-
ule being clear. If M = ⟨x1, . . . , xm⟩, then take a filtration by induction for
M/ ⟨x1⟩, which is of the form

0 = N0/ ⟨x1⟩ ⊂ N1/ ⟨x1⟩ ⊂ · · · ⊂M/ ⟨x1⟩
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with cyclic quotients, then we win by taking

0 ⊂ ⟨x1⟩ ⊂ N1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Nn ⊂M

with the same quotients. □

We say that M is FPn if there is an exact sequence

P−n ! · · ·P 0 !M ! 0

with each P i finite projective. For example, if R is Noetherian (or more gen-
erally coherent), then any finitely generated module M is FP∞, because if we
have a free resolution Rnk ! · · · ! Rn0 ! M , the left-hand kernel remains
finitely generated so we can extend it.

Proposition 1.4.19 Let R be a ring.

(a) Extj(M,−) preserves arbitrary products for all j.

(b) Extj(−, N) preserves arbitrary coproducts for all j.

(c) If M is FPn+1, then the functors

Ext0(M,−),Ext1(M,−), . . . ,Extn(M,−)

preserve filtered colimits.

(d) If M is FPn+1 and Q is flat, then we have

Exti(M,N ⊗Q) = Exti(M,N)⊗Q

for i = 0, . . . , n. If Q is finite projective and M is arbitrary, then

Exti(M ⊗Q∨, N) = Exti(M,N ⊗Q) = Exti(M,N)⊗Q

for every i ≥ 0, where Q∨ := HomR(Q,R).

(e) If R! S is a flat map and M is FPn+1, then

ExtiR(M,N)⊗R S = ExtiS(M ⊗R S,N ⊗R S)

for i = 0, . . . , n as S-modules.

Proof (a) and (b): For the former, let P • ! M be a projective resolution, so
that Ext∗(M,N) is the cohomology of

0! Hom(P 0, N)! Hom(P−1, N)! · · ·

If N =
∏

αNα, then we can move this out of the Hom and use the fact that
products are exact (so commute with cohomology). Likewise, if N ! I• is an
injective resolution, then Ext∗(M,N) is cohomology of

0! Hom(M, I0)! Hom(M, I1)! · · · ,

and taking M =
⊕

αMα we conclude in the same way as above.
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(c) We may choose a projective resolution P • ! M so that P i is finite for
−i ≤ n+1. Let Nα be a filtered diagram of modules, then to compute Ext we
take cohomology of:

0! Hom(P 0, Nα)! Hom(P−1, Nα)! · · ·

Since P−i is finite projective for i ≤ n, it is finitely presented hence compact, so
Hom(P−i,−) preserves filtered colimits. Since filtered colimits are exact (hence
commute with cohomology), for the terms 0, . . . , n we can take cohomology to
obtain the result.

(d) For the first part, just as in (c) (because (−) ⊗ Q is exact) we reduce
immediately to showing that

Hom(M,N ⊗Q) = Hom(M,N)⊗Q

if Q is flat and M is finitely presented. There is an obvious natural map from
the RHS to the LHS, and let Rq ! Rr !M ! 0 be a presentation, and now
for any P we have an exact sequence

0! Hom(M,P )! P r ! P q.

On one hand, we could set P = N and tensor by Q, so the right two terms
become (Q⊗N)r ! (Q⊗N)q. On the other hand, we could set P = N ⊗Q
and the right two terms become the same thing.

For the second part, again because Q is still flat, we reduce to showing that

Hom(M ⊗Q∨, N) = Hom(M,N ⊗Q) = Hom(M,N)⊗Q

with no hypotheses on M . The point is to reduce to the free case: For the first
equality, note that

Hom(M ⊗Q∨, N) = Hom(M,Hom(Q∨, N)),

and if Q ⊕ Q′ = Rn is free, then Rn = (Rn)∨ = Q∨ ⊕ (Q′)∨ implies Q∨ is
still finite projective. Thus by replacing Q with its dual we may show that
Q∨⊗N = Hom(Q,N). There’s an evaluation map αQ in the forward direction
which is natural in Q; choosing Q′ such that Q ⊕ Q′ is free we see αQ⊕Q′ =
αQ ⊕ αQ′ is an isomorphism, so αQ is an isomorphism.

For the second equality, there’s a canonical map

βQ : Hom(M,N)⊗Q! Hom(M,N ⊗Q)

which is natural in Q. If Q ∼= Rn were finite free, then this map would be the
isomorphism

Hom(M,N)⊗Rn ∼= Hom(M,Nn) ∼= Hom(M,Nn).

So for Q finite projective there exists Q′ such that βQ⊕βQ′ is an isomorphism,
hence βQ is an isomorphism.
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(e) Observe that if R! S is a map, then we have

ExtiR(M,N |R) ∼= ExtiS(M ⊗R S,N)

by reducing to the case of Homs and applying the extension-restriction adjunc-
tion. Thus we conclude by applying this to (d). □

As an example of how to use this, we’ll prove the basic structure theorem on
finite projective modules.

Theorem 1.4.20 Let M be an R-module.

(a) If M is (finite) projective, then M [S−1] is (finite) projective over R[S−1]
for any S.

(b) Every finite projective module over a local ring is finite free.

(c) If M is finitely presented, then M is finite projective if and only if Mp is
finite free.

(d) M is finite projective if and only if there exist f1, . . . , fn generating the
unit ideal of R such that Mfi is finite free.

Proof (a) IfM⊕P = R⊕I is (finite) free, thenM [S−1]⊕P [S−1] = (R[S−1])⊕I .

(b) Let (R,m) be local,M finite projective, and choose {x1, . . . , xn} a minimal
generating set, which defines an exact sequence 0 ! K ! Rn ! M ! 0.
Thus Rn = K ⊕M ; if (r1, . . . , rn) ∈ K, then

r1x1 + · · ·+ rnxn = 0

by definition, so none of the ri are units by minimality. In particular K ⊂ mn,
which means K ⊂ mK ⊕mM , so K/mK = 0. Since K is finitely generated, it
is zero by Nakayama’s lemma.

(c) One direction is (a) and (b), and the other is the fact that as functors

HomR(M,−)p = HomRp
(Mp, (−)p),

so if Mp is finite projective over Ap for all p, then the functor above is exact
for all p, hence HomR(M,−) is exact.

(d) In this case SpecA =
⋃

iD(fi), so for all p let Mfi be free over Afi for
p ∈ D(fi), then Mp = (Mfi)p is free over Ap. Conversely, suppose M is finite
projective, soMp is finite free for each p. Consider a basis An

p !Mp, which by
clearing denominators we may assume is the localization of a map An ! M .
The cokernel C is a finite module so its support is closed, and thus there is
some f such that An

f !Mf ! 0 is exact. Its kernel is another finite projective
module, and since its support is closed there is some g such that An

fg !Mfg

is an isomorphism. □
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Basic results on flatness Now we’ll discuss some basic properties of Tor,
which will give some nice flatness criteria. As in the last statement, we really
want to be making many of these statements in the derived category of
modules.

Lemma 1.4.21 Let R be a ring. For any M the functors

TorRi (M,−) TorRi (−,M) i ≥ 0

preserve filtered colimits.

Proof Let (Ni)i∈I be a filtered diagram. Let P • ! M [0] be a flat resolution,
then

Torn(M, lim−!
i

Ni) = H−n(P • ⊗R

(
lim−!
i

Ni

)
) = lim−!

i

H−n(P • ⊗R Ni)

because cohomology commutes with filtered colimits. □

As an example, we will prove the following result. I like this result because
the statement is simple yet it demonstrates nice properties of classical derived
functors.

Proposition 1.4.22 Let M be an R-module. The following are equivalent:

(a) M is flat.

(b) For all finitely generated ideals I ⊂ R, the map I ⊗R M ∼−! IM is an
isomorphism.

(c) TorR1 (R/I,M) = 0 for all finitely generated ideals I ⊂ R.

Proof For an ideal I, consider the sequence 0 ! I ! R ! R/I ! 0. Tensor
this with M to obtain

0 = TorR1 (R,M)! TorR1 (R/I,M)! I ⊗M !M !M/IM ! 0.

The image of I ⊗M !M is IM , so (b) is equivalent to saying I ⊗M !M is
injective for finitely generated I. Thus (b) is equivalent to (c) by the sequence,
and clearly (a) implies (c). Assuming (c), let I be any ideal, then I = lim−!J

J is

a filtered colimit of its finitely generated submodules, so by exactness R/I =
lim−!J

R/J , and hence Tor1(R/I,M) = 0 for all I by the lemma.

Now, for any finite module N , take a filtration

0 = N0 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Nr = N

with cyclic quotients by Lemma 1.4.18. For each i ≥ 0, there is an exact
sequence

Tor1(Ni,M)! Tor1(Ni+1,M)! Tor1(R/I,M)
for some ideal I. The third term is zero, and inductively assuming that
Tor1(Ni,M) = 0 the middle term is zero. Thus Tor1(N,M) = 0 for every finite
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module N . Since any module is the filtered colimit of its finite submodules,
Tor1(N,M) = 0 for all N , and thus M is flat. □

Corollary 1.4.23 Let R be a Bézout domain (e.g. a PID). An R-module M
is flat iff it is torsion-free.

Proof A module M is torsion free iff the map M
r
−! M is injective for all

nonzero r ∈ R, which is (−) ⊗R M applied to the exact sequence 0 ! R
r
−!

R! R/(r)! 0. Thus

0! Tor1(R/(r))!M
r
−!M

is exact, and all finitely generated ideals of R are principal, so we’re done by
the ideal-wise criterion for flatness. □

Here’s an easy observation. If F is flat, then

M ⊗L (N ⊗ F ) =M ⊗L N ⊗L F = (M ⊗ F )⊗L N = (M ⊗L N)⊗ F.

Since (−)⊗ F is exact, it commutes with cohomology, so

Tori(M ⊗ F,N) = Tori(M,N ⊗ F ) = Tori(M,N)⊗ F

for all i ≥ 0. If R! S is a flat map so (−)⊗R S is exact, then(
M ⊗L

R N
)
⊗R S = (M ⊗R S)⊗L

R (N ⊗R S),

and therefore

TorRi (M,N)⊗R S = TorSi (M ⊗R S,N ⊗R S)

as S-modules. In particular,

TorRi (M,N)p = Tor
Rp

i (Mp, Np) TorRi (M,N)f = Tor
Rf

i (Mf , Nf )

for all f ∈ R and p ⊂ R prime. We have the following immediate corollary:

Proposition 1.4.24 Let M be an R-module. The following are equivalent:

(a) M is flat.

(b) Mp is flat over Rp for all primes p (or m maximal).

(c) Mf is flat over Af for all f ∈ A.

(d) Mfi is flat over Afi for (f1, . . . , fr) = (1) a Zariski cover.

Proof Immediate from the above, because these properties all correspond to
criteria for a module to be zero. □

A map M ! N is universally injective if M ⊗ P ! N ⊗ P is injective for all
P . More commonly we say M is a pure submodule of N , and e.g. if 0!M !
N ! P ! 0 is exact, we say it’s pure-exact if M ⊂ N is pure.



74 Derived categories in AG

Lemma 1.4.25 Let 0 ! M ′ ! M ! M ′′ ! 0 be an exact sequence of
R-modules. The following are equivalent:

(a) 0!M ′ !M !M ′′ ! 0 is pure-exact.

(b) For every finitely presented module F ,

0! HomR(F,M
′)! Hom(F,M)! Hom(F,M ′′)! 0

is exact.

(c) There is a filtered family of split exact sequences

0!M ′
i !Mi !M ′′

i ! 0

whose filtered colimit is 0!M ′ !M !M ′′ ! 0.

Proof Note that (c) easily implies (a), because tensor products commute with
filtered colimits and tensoring with a split sequence remains split, and (b)
because F is compact so HomR(F,−) preserves the filtered colimit (and split
sequences).

(a) ⇒ (b) Let S• be the exact sequence viewed as a bounded acyclic complex,
so that purity is equivalent to Q ⊗ S• being acyclic for all Q. If F is finitely
presented, then let Q1 ! Q2 ! F ! 0 be a (finite free) presentation of F , so
that HomR(Qi,−) ∼= Q∨

i ⊗R (−), then choose a cokernel C as

0! F∨ ! Q∨
2 ! Q∨

1 ! C ! 0.

Now apply HomR(−, S•) to the original presentation to obtain

0! HomR(F, S
•)! Q∨

2 ⊗R S
• ! Q∨

1 ⊗R S
• ! C ⊗R S

• ! 0.

Exactness is checked termwise, and on the right four terms is by right-exactness
of tensor product and the cokernel sequence above. By assumption, the right
three complexes are acyclic, so the first one is too.

(b) ⇒ (c) Write M ′′ = lim−!i
M ′′

i as a filtered colimit of finitely presented

modules. We can pull back the exact sequence along the natural maps M ′′
i !

Mi to obtain a commutative diagram of exact sequences as follows:

0 M ′ Mi M ′′
i 0

0 M ′ M M ′′ 0

⌟

By functoriality of pullback, the top row is a filtered diagram of exact
sequences. Note that if we apply lim−!i

, the 5-lemma shows that lim−!i
Mi

∼−!M
and we obtain the original diagram. To see that each of the top sequences
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splits, apply Hom(M ′′
i ,−):

Hom(M ′′
i ,Mi) Hom(M ′′

i ,M
′′
i ) Ext1(M ′′

i ,Mi)

Hom(M ′′
i ,M) Hom(M ′′

i ,M
′′) Ext1(M ′′

i ,Mi)
0

Our supposition is that the bottom left map is surjective, so that the bottom
right map is zero. Thus the top right map is zero, which means that the Ext1

class of each top sequence is 0. □

This gives us a nice way to characterize various properties of purity, but most
importantly gives a new flatness result.

Corollary 1.4.26 Let F and P be R-modules.

(a) If F is finitely presented, then every pure exact sequence 0!M ′ !M !
F ! 0 splits.

(b) P is flat iff every exact sequence 0!M ′ !M ! P ! 0 is pure exact.

(c) A finitely presented module is flat iff it is (finite) projective.

(d) If P is flat, then a short exact sequence 0!M ′ ! P !M ′′ ! 0 is pure
exact iff M ′′ is flat. So, pure submodules of flat modules are flat.

Proof (a) If F is finitely presented and the sequence is pure, then the map
Hom(F, F )! Ext1(F, P ′) is zero, so the extension is trivial.

(b) We already know one direction. Pure exactness is trivially equivalent to
Tor1(M,N)! Tor1(P,N)! 0 being surjective for all N . In particular, if we
choose M ! P to be a surjection from a free module, then Tor1(P,N) = 0 for
all N so N is flat.

(c) If P is finitely presented flat, take a presentation 0 ! K ! F ! P ! 0
with F free. Then this is pure, hence split, so P is a summand of a free module.

(d) One direction is known, and the other is by the condition in (b). □

Example 1.4.27 Let R = C∞(R) be the ring of smooth functions on R, and

m := {f ∈ R : f(0) = 0} I := {f ∈ R : ∃ϵ > 0, f(x) = 0∀ |x| < ϵ}.

Consider the finite moduleM = R/I. We claimM is R-flat but not projective.
Note that the R-map R! Rm has kernel those f which are annihilated by an
element of R−m, i.e. f such that gf ≡ 0 for g(0) ̸= 0. If f is zero in a nbhd of
0, then we can clearly arrange this, and conversely if this holds, then f is zero
on the nbhd g−1(R−0). Thus we get an injective map M ↪! Rm, and if f/g is
an element of the codomain, with g(0) ̸= 0, then we can find a function h which
agrees with f/g on a nbhd of 0, hence gets sent to f/g under localization.
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M is flat because it is a localization. If M were projective, then I would be a
summand of R, so R! I ! R would give an idempotent e which generates I.
If e2 = e, then e(e− 1) = 0 as functions, so e = 0 or 1. This is a contradiction,
because I ̸= 0 and I ̸= R.
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2 Derived categories of schemes

2.1 Sheaf cohomology

In this section, we are going to discuss the basic theory of sheaf cohomology
using the language of the previous section. The category we will focus on is
Mod(OX), the category of sheaves of OX -modules, where (X,OX) is a ringed
space. In passing we will also care about PMod(OX), which is the category of
presheaves of OX -modules. We will consider the derived categories D∗(OX) :=
D∗(Mod(OX)), and the derived functors of standard functors associated to
maps of spaces, global sections, and tensor product. We will also construct
Čech cohomology as a means for computing sheaf cohomology.

2.1.1 General setup

Let us recall the basic setup of the theory of ringed spaces. Let (X,OX) and
(Y,OY ) be ringed spaces. If f : X ! Y is a morphism of ringed spaces, then
we have the pushforward map

f∗ : Mod(OX)! Mod(OY )

defined the same way on presheaves. We also have the inverse image map

f−1 : Mod(OY )! Mod(f−1OY ),

which is an exact functor, along with the pullback map

f∗ : Mod(OY )! Mod(OX)

obtained by base change f−1F ⊗f−1OY
OX along f ♭ : f−1OY ! OX . We have

an adjunction f∗ ⊣ f∗, so f∗ is right exact and f∗ is left exact. If U ⊂ X is an
open subset, then we have the sections functor

Γ(U,−) : Mod(OX)! Mod(OX(U)),

which is left exact. Slightly more generally, we usually consider the case
where OX is a sheaf of algebras over some base ring R, i.e. OX(X) is an R-
algebra, in which case we consider the composition of the functor above with
Mod(OX(U))! Mod(R) by restricting scalars. The same functor as given on
presheaves is by definition exact.

The categories are also naturally symmetric monoidal, with tensor products
F ⊗OX

G given by sheafifying the sectionwise tensor products. Likewise we
have an internal hom given sectionwise by

HomOX
(F ,G)(U) := HomOX |U (F|U ,G|U ).

This satisfies a tensor-hom adjunction, an internal tensor hom adjunction, and
so on.

Consider the case of an inclusion j : U ↪! X of an open subset, where U is
considered as the ringed space (U,OX |U ). Then we have some more explicit
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formulas

(j∗F)(V ) = F(U ∩ V ) j−1F = F|U j∗F = F|U ,

where the second equality is to be interpreted alongside the fact that the
natural map j−1OX ! OU is an isomorphism. Thus in this case, j∗ is an exact
functor, and this is exhibited by an explicit extension by zero functor which is
left adjoint to j∗ = j−1,

j! : Mod(OU )! Mod(OX),

defined on F as the sheafification of the presheaf jp! F by:

(jp! F)(V ) =

{
F(V ) V ⊂ U

0 V ⊊ U

In particular j!F has stalks either Fx if x ∈ U , or 0 otherwise. This is witnessed
by the counit map j!F|U ! F which is an isomorphism in U and zero else-
where. Note in particular that j! is an exact functor by the explicit description
of its stalks.

We also mention that if Z denotes the constant sheaf at Z, viewed as a sheaf of
rings on X, then Mod(X,OZ) is just the category Ab(X) of sheaves of abelian
groups on X. In this special case, we use f−1 and f∗ interchangeably, and all
of our functors go between Ab(X)⇄ Ab(Y ).

We recall in this case that more can be said for closed embeddings i : Z ! X
where the unit map i−1i∗F ! F is a stalkwise isomorphism inside Z, and
i∗F|X−Z = 0. Thus in this case, i∗ is an exact functor. The inverse image
and pushforward functors yield an equivalence of categories between abelian
sheaves on Z and abelian sheaves on X supported in Z.

To define the derived functors of all of the objects above, we want to have
enough injectives and projectives. Sheaf categories unfortunately don’t have
enough projectives, but since all of the non-left exact functors above were
defined with tensor products, it will suffice to consider flat resolutions. On the
other hand, they do have enough injectives.

Theorem 2.1.1 The categories Mod(OX) and PMod(OX) have enough
injectives. In both cases, an injective embedding can be chosen functorially.
Moreover, the inclusion functor Mod(OX)! PMod(OX) preserves injectives.

To prove this (and other things), we will make a simple observation: If F : A⇄
B : G is an adjunction between abelian categories (so F ⊣ G), and F is an
exact functor, then G preserves injectives. Indeed, if I is injective in A, then

HomB(−, G(I)) ∼= HomA(F (−), I)

is a composition of two exact functors. As an example, since sheafification
is exact, we deduce immediately that the inclusion Mod(OX) ↪! PMod(OX)
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preserves injectives. A second example is that if f : X ! Y is a flat morphism
of ringed spaces, meaning that f∗ is exact, then f∗ preserves injectives. Another
useful fact is that an arbitrary product (which exists) of injectives remains
injective. Indeed,

Hom(−,
∏
α

Iα) =
∏
α

Hom(−, Iα)

as abelian groups, and arbitrary products of abelian groups are exact.

Proof (of Thm. 2.1.1) The presheaf and sheaf cases are similar in structure
but the former is sectionwise and the latter is stalkwise. Let’s start with
presheaves: For each U ⊂ X, the sections over U functor ΓU : PMod(OX) !
PMod(OX(U)) is exact on presheaves. Define a functor

QU : Mod(OX(U))! PMod(OX)

by sending

QU (M)(V ) =

{
M U ⊂ V

0 U ⊈ V

(note the difference in direction from extension by zero). It is easy to check
that maps F ! QU (M) are in correspondence with maps F(U) ! M ,
and hence that ΓU ⊣ QU . To conclude, fix a presheaf F and an inclusion
F(U) ↪! IU into an injective OX(U)-module. Then QU (IU ) is injective by the
aforementioned adjunction property, and it is equipped with a canonical map
F ! QU (F(U))! QU (IU ). This induces a map

F !
∏
U⊂X

QU (IU )

where the RHS is injective, so it suffices to show that this is a monomorphism.
That is clear because over each open set, one of the factors in the product is
the inclusion F(U) ⊂ IU .

For the sheaf case, the stalk functor (−)x : Mod(OX)! Mod(OX,x) is exact.
If ix : {x} ! X is the inclusion, and we view {x} as a ringed space with
structure sheaf OX,x, then the stalk functor is i−1

x
∼= i∗x, so its right adjoint is

ix,∗, which is the skyscraper sheaf construction. Thus ix,∗ preserves injectives;
fix F a sheaf and for each x choose a monomorphism Fx ! Ix where Ix is an
injective OX,x-module.

We have a natural map F ! ix,∗Fx ! ix,∗Ix, which in particular induces a
map into the product

F !
∏
x∈X

ix,∗Ix,

where the RHS is injective. We can check that this is a mono sectionwise: over
U , the map is

F(U)!
∏
x∈U

Fx !
∏
x∈U

Ix,

where the first map is monic for sheaves, and the second one is a product of
monomorphisms of modules.
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Note that in each case, as long as we chose the injective embedding of F(U)
or Fx functorially, as we may do for modules over a ring (Thm. 1.4.10), it is
clear that the resulting injective embedding of F is functorial. □

While we’re at it, let us also discuss the existence of enough flat objects, whose
proof has a very similar structure to the one above. Recall that a sheaf F is
flat if F ⊗OX

(−) is exact. Note that because tensor products commute with
taking stalks, F is flat iff Fx is flat for all x. From this definition and the
tensor hom adjunction, it is clear that a direct sum of flats is flat.

Lemma 2.1.2 The category Mod(OX) has enough flat objects. The same is
true for PMod(OX). In both cases, a surjection from a flat object can be chosen
functorially.

Proof Start with Mod(OX): for each jU : U ↪! X, the extension by zero jU,!OU

is flat, because its stalks are either OX,x or 0. By adjunction,

HomOX
(j!OU ,F) ∼= HomOU

(OU ,F|U ) = F(U),

so each section s ∈ U gives a map fU,s : jU,!OU ! F . On stalks, this is either
the zero map, or if x ∈ U then it is the map OX,x ! Fx sending 1 7! sx.
Consider the induced map

f :
⊕
(U,s)

jU,!OU ! F

from the coproduct, where the LHS is flat. To show surjectivity, check at a
point x ∈ X: each sx ∈ Fx, coming from s ∈ F(U), is in the image of the
corresponding map fU,s on the stalk at x ∈ U , so we are done.

In the case of presheaves of OX -modules, repeat the same proof as above,
but replace jU,! with jpU,!, and note that for presheaves, flatness is checked
sectionwise. But the map we constructed above from the coproduct is clearly
surjective sectionwise in the presheaf case. Lastly, it is clear that this construc-
tion is functorial in either case. □

We will study the derived functors that the preceding two results give us in
more detail in the next section. In this section, we will focus on derived global
sections: if (X,OX) is a ringed space, and ΓU is the sections-over-U functor,
we denote the corresponding right derived functor

RΓ(U,−) : D+(OX)! D+(OX(U)).

If A• is a bounded above complex of OX -modules, we usually write

Hi(U,A•) := Hi(RΓ(U,A•))

and call this the hypercohomology of A over U . In the special case A• = F [0]
is just an object of Mod(OX), we write

Hi(U,F) := Hi(RΓ(U,F [0]))
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for the classical higher derived functors and call this the sheaf cohomology of
F over U .

First of all, let us see that our notation is not ambiguous. Let j : U ↪! X
be an inclusion, so that j∗ is the restriction functor (−)|U on OX -modules.
Since j∗ is right adjoint to the exact functor j!, it preserves injectives. Suppose
V ⊂ U ⊂ X. Then we have a commutative diagram

Mod(OX) Mod(OX |U )

Mod(OX(V ))

j∗

ΓV
ΓV

of functors. Since j∗ is exact, j∗ descends to the derived category, and since
j∗ preserves injectives, we deduce that the diagram

D+(OX) D+(OX |U )

D+(OX(V ))

j∗

RΓV
RΓV

commutes. In particular, RΓ(V,−) depends only on (V,OV ) and not the ambi-
ent space; likewise for H∗(V,−). Since H0(U,−) coincides with the global
sections functor on sheaves, it is customary at this stage to write H0 for
sections.

Next, viewing ΓU and ΓV as functors on Mod(OX) with V ⊂ U , restric-
tion provides a natural transformation ΓU ! ΓV , and hence a natural map
RΓ(U,−)! RΓ(V,−) which is restriction on a bounded below complex of Γ-
acyclics. Thus we obtain maps Hn(U,F)! Hn(V,F) natural in F•, which by
the above description form a presheaf:

Hn(X,F•) :=
(
U 7! Hn(U,F•)

)
.

These are called the hypercohomology presheaves. Here is the basic observation:
let i : Mod(OX) ↪! PMod(OX) be the natural inclusion, which is left exact
because it is right adjoint to sheafification. We have already discussed the fact
that i preserves injectives.

Thus, if F• ! I• is an injective resolution, Ri(F•) = I• as a complex of
presheaves, and the nth cohomology of this is a presheaf satisfying

U 7! ker
(
In(U)! In+1(U)

)
/im

(
In−1(U)! In(U)

)
,

but the RHS is Hn(Γ(U, I•)) = Hn(U,F•), which shows that we have a
canonical identification

Hn(Ri(F•)) = Hn(X,F•),

and in particular Rni(F) = Hn(X,F). In the rest of this section, we will
consider the theory of flasque sheaves. We will consider applications of flasque
sheaves in the section on derived functors of sheaves.
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Let F be an object of Mod(OX). F is called flasque if for each V ⊂ U , the
restriction map F(U)! F(V ) is surjective. Equivalently, all restriction maps
F(X) ! F(V ) are surjective, because we can lift to F(X) first and then
restrict down to F(U).

Flasqueness is a very non-geometric condition on a sheaf, since we usually
expect to obtain more ‘functions’ when we restrict to a smaller open. We
care about flasque sheaves mainly because they are Γ-acyclic, so we can com-
pute e.g. hypercohomology on flasque resolutions. The following is the main
structure theorem on flasque sheaves:

Lemma 2.1.3 Let X be a ringed space.

1. A finite direct sum of flasque sheaves is flasque.

2. If F is flasque, then F|U is flasque for every U ⊂ X.

3. If f : X ! Y is a morphism of ringed spaces and F is flasque, then f∗F
is flasque.

Let 0! F ′ ! F ! F ′′ ! 0 be an exact sequence of OX-modules.

4. If F ′ is flasque, then

0! F ′(U)! F(U)! F ′′(U)! 0

is exact for every U ⊂ X.

5. If F ′ and F are flasque, then F ′′ is flasque.

6. In the situation of (5), if f : X ! Y is a morphism of ringed spaces, then
0! f∗F ′ ! f∗F ! f∗F ′′ ! 0 is an exact sequence of OY -modules.

Proof (1) A direct sum of surjections is a surjection. (2) Flasqueness of F|U
is included in the definition of flasqueness of F . (3) The restriction maps
H0(U, f∗F)! H0(V, f∗F) are just the restriction maps

H0(f−1(U),F)! H0(f−1(V ),F)

of F , which are surjective. (5) assuming (4): We have a commutative diagram
involving the restriction maps

F(U) F ′′(U)

F(V ) F ′′(V )

where the horizontal maps are surjective by (4), and the left-hand vertical
map is surjective. Thus the right-hand one is too. (6) This is a sequence of
flasque sheaves by (3), hence it is exact over every open set by (5), thus exact
as OY -modules.

(4) We may take U = X; let s ∈ F ′′(X) be a section and consider the collection
{(U, t)} of opens U ⊂ X and sections t ∈ F(U) such that t 7! s|U . Order this
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collection by setting (U, t) ≤ (U ′, t′) if U ⊂ U ′ and t′|U = t. The fact that
F ! F ′′ is surjective means that the opens in this collection cover X. Also,
given a totally ordered subset {(Uα, tα)} of this collection, the sections tα glue
to a section t over

⋃
α Uα, by definition of the ordering.

Thus there is a maximal element (U, t) by Zorn’s lemma, so assume for con-
tradiction U ̸= X. Then we can find an element (U ′, t′) such that U ′ ⊊ U ,
so t − t′ 7! s − s = 0 over U ∩ U ′, which means there exists r ∈ F ′(U ∩ U ′)
such that r 7! t − t′. By flasqueness, extend r to a section over U ′, and con-
sider its image i(r) ∈ F(U). Then t and t′ + i(r) have the same restriction to
U ∩ U ′, so they glue to a section of F over U ∪ U ′. The image of this section
in F ′′(U ∩ U ′) is s, because the composite F ′ ! F ! F ′′ is zero, which con-
tradicts the maximality. □

Corollary 2.1.4 Let X be a ringed space. An injective OX-module is flasque.
Moreover, the flasque OX-modules form an adapted class for Γ, and f∗ for
any morphism f : X ! Y . In particular, any flasque OX-module is Γ- and
f∗-acyclic.

Proof Let U ⊂ X and j : U ↪! X be the inclusion, then j!OU ! OX is a
monomorphism, so

HomOX
(j!OU , I) = HomOU

(OU , I) = I(U)! HomOX
(OX , I) = I(X)

is surjective for any injective sheaf I, i.e. I is flasque.

To show the second claim, note that the flasque sheaves are a (right)
preadapted class by Lemma 2.1.3(1) and what we just proved. Thus, let F•

be a bounded below acyclic complex of flasque OX -modules; we have to show
Γ and f∗ preserve acyclicity.

Assume F i = 0 for i < n, and split into exact sequences

0! Gi ! F i+1 ! Gi+1 ! 0

where Gn = Fn and the lower Gi are zero. Since Gn is flasque, by induction
and Lemma 2.1.3(5), all Gi are flasque. Thus Γ and f∗ preserve each sequence
above, by Lemma 2.1.3(4) and (6), and hence they both preserve acyclicity of
the original complex. □

Here’s an example of how to use this, which we will see more of in two sections.
Suppose i : Z ! X is a morphism of ringed spaces which is a ‘closed topological
embedding’, meaning the underlying map of spaces is a closed embedding.
Then we know that i∗ is an exact functor, because (i∗F)x is either 0, or
Fz if x = i(z). Thus this descends to a functor on the derived categories
i∗ : D

∗(OZ)! D∗(OX).

Moreover, this comes with a natural ring homomorphism OX(X) ! OZ(Z),
along which restriction of scalars is exact. Thus this gives a mapD∗(OZ(Z))!
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D∗(OX(X)) on the derived categories, which is simply termwise restriction of
scalars. We can use this to formulate a basic ‘change of scalars’ result:

Lemma 2.1.5 Let Z and X be ringed spaces and i : Z ! X be a closed
topological embedding. Then the diagram

D+(OZ) D+(OX)

D+(OZ(Z)) D+(OX(X))

i∗

RΓ RΓ

commutes (up to natural isomorphism). In particular, there is a canonical
identification

Hn(Z,F•) = Hn(X, i∗F•)
of hypercohomology for all n ≥ 0.

Proof We claim both directions of the square are the derived functors of the
composite Mod(OZ) ! Mod(OZ(Z)) ! Mod(OX(X)). One way is clear
because the second functor is exact, so all modules are acyclic for it. For the
other way, note that the composite is equal to

Mod(OZ)
i∗−! Mod(OX)! OX(X)

But flasque sheaves form an adapted class for both i∗ and RΓ, and i∗ pre-
serves flasque sheaves, so we are done by the results on composition of derived
functors. □

Remark 2.1.6 Note that if f : X ! Y is any map of ringed spaces, then the
exact same proof can be repeated with f instead of i, except pushing forward
may not be exact, so we have to replace the top functor with

Rf∗ : D
+(OX)! D+(OY )

and we’ll get a similar commutative diagram. In this case,

Hn(X,F•) = Hn(Y,Rf∗F•)

for all n ≥ 0. We will study the properties of derived pushforward in the next
two sections.

Example 2.1.7 Suppose we have a morphism O1 ! O2 of sheaves of rings on
X. Then this gives a morphism of ringed spaces (X,O1) ! (X,O2), which
on underlying spaces is the identity map. Thus the lemma applies, and shows
that the hypercohomology of a complex of O2-modules viewed as an O1(X)-
module, is the same as its hypercohomology by first viewing it as a complex of
O1-modules. If we take Z! OX , then this shows that the underlying abelian
group of cohomology as OX -modules agrees with abelian sheaf cohomology.
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2.1.2 Čech cohomology

Recall that in a category with enough injectives, we defined

RHomA : D(A)op ×D+(A)! D(Z)

via the equivalence K+(IA) ∼−! D+(A), and showed that it can be computed
via an injective resolution in the second factor, or a projective resolution in
the first factor. If we consider A = Mod(OX) or PMod(OX), the hom complex
functor HomOX

(−, I) factors through Mod(OX(X)) because each Hom group
is an OX(X)-module, so we can consider RHom as a functor

RHomOX
: D(OX)op ×D+(OX)! D(OX(X)),

and likewise for the derived categories of PMod(OX). This is because any
relevant exactness/acyclicity is checked on the underlying abelian group. Via
the exact restriction of scalars functor D(OX(X))! D(Z), the diagram

D(OX)op ×D+(OX) D(OX(X))

D(Z)

commutes (and again, likewise for PMod(OX)). This is because, if we fix I a
bounded below complex of injectives, the functor is just the one induced by
Hom(−, I) on the localizations. Note that in particular, if A,B ∈ D+(OX),
then

H0(RHomOX
(A,B)) = HomD+(OX)(A,B)

naturally has the structure of an OX(X)-module.

Almost all of the properties of RHom carry over even when we consider it as
an OX(X)-module. For example, for a fixed sheaf F , RHom(F ,−) viewed as
a functor D+(OX)! D+(OX(X)) is still the right derived functor of the left
exact functor

HomOX
(F ,−) : Mod(OX)! Mod(OX(X)).

We prove this the same way as before: the right derived functor on the derived
category RHomOX

(F ,−) exists, and on the equivalent category K+(IMod(OX))
it is isomorphic to HomOX

(F ,−), but the same is true for Hom(F [0],−) =
Hom(F ,−). Likewise, the same holds for PMod(OX). Combining the above
remarks shows that hypercohomology of a complex F• is just maps OX ! F•

in the derived category. Also, by this discussion we view Exti(F ,G) as an
OX(X)-module.

Now, let U = {Ui} be an open cover of the ringed space X. For indices
i0, . . . , ip, we use the notation

Ui0···ip := Ui0 ∩ · · · ∩ Uip .
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If F is an object of PMod(OX), we define

Čp(U ,F) :=
∏

i0,...,ip

F(Ui0···ip) p ≥ 0.

We make this into a complex in Ch+(OX(X)) by defining the differential as

d(s)(i0,...,ip+1) =

p+1∑
k=0

(−1)ksi0···îk···ip+1
,

where on the RHS we implicitly consider the restriction of the section s to the
open Ui0···ip+1 . Here is d2 = 0:

d2(s)i0···ip+2 =

p+2∑
l=0

(−1)ld(s)i0···îl···ip+2

=

p+2∑
l=0

(∑
k<l

(−1)k+lsi0···îk···îl···ip+2
+
∑
k≥l

(−1)k+lsi0···îl···îk+1···ip+2

)
=

∑
k<l

(−1)k+lsi0···îk···îl···ip+2
+
∑
k>l

(−1)k−1+lsi0···îl···îk···ip+2

=
∑
k<l

(−1)k+lsi0···îk···îl···ip+2
−
∑
k<l

(−1)k+lsi0···îk···îl···ip+2

= 0.

For the third equality, we re-indexed k to k+1, and for the fourth we flipped k
and l. Thus, Č•(U ,F) is a complex, called the Čech complex of F with respect
to U . We write

Ȟp(U ,F) := Hp(Čp(U ,F))
for its cohomology, called the Čech cohomology of F with respect to U .
Čech cohomology behaves well with respect to products. Indeed, since tak-
ing sections of presheaves (or sheaves) commutes with arbitrary products, and
products commute with products, we have

Č•(U ,
∏
α

Fα) =
∏
α

C•(U ,Fα).

Since arbitrary products are exact in the category of modules, we conclude
Ȟn(U ,

∏
α Fα) =

∏
α Ȟ

n(U , Fα) for all n.

Our next goal is to relate this cohomology to the sheaf cohomology defined
above, which will be through a spectral sequence. Čech cohomology is not
itself a derived functor on Mod(OX), but it is one on PMod(OX). The result
is the following: Let ji : Ui ! X be the inclusion, and consider the presheaf
extension-by-zero functors jpi,!. We write Opre

U for the image presheaf of the
canonical map ⊕

i

jpi,!OUi ! OX

induced by the counits jpi,!OUi ! OX , i.e. the sectionwise image. Then:
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Proposition 2.1.8 The diagram of functors

PMod(OX) Ch+(Mod(OX(X))

D+(PMod(OX)) D+(OX(X))

Č(U,−)

RHompre
OX

(OU ,−)

commutes up to canonical natural isomorphism. Moreover, there is a canonical
identification Hompre

OX
(OU ,−) = Ȟ0(U ,−). Therefore

RȞ0(U ,−) = Extpre,nOX
(OU ,−) = Ȟn(U ,−)

for all n ≥ 0.

Let us demonstrate this in two simple steps. First, since we are working in the
presheaf category, OX is projective, because it is projective sectionwise. So,
OU is projective in PMod(OU ), and since j! is a right adjoint to restriction,
which is exact, jp! OU is projective.

Now, let ji0···ip be the inclusion of Ui0···ip . Write

K−n(U) :=
⊕

i0,...,in

jpi0···in,!OUi0···in
,

so each K−n(U) is projective. Moreover,

Hompre
OX

(K−n(U),F) =
∏

i0,...,in

Hompre
OX

(jpi0···in,!OUi0···in
,F)

=
∏

i0,...,in

Hompre(OUi0···in
,F|Ui0···in

)

=
∏

i0,...,in

F(Ui0···in) = Čp(U ,F)

for any presheaf F , by adjunction. Since the Čech differential Čn(U ,−) !
Čn+1(U ,−) is natural, it corresponds by Yoneda to a map K−n−1(U) !
K−n(U), which also satisfies d2 = 0 by Yoneda. We modify this differential by
multiplying the −pth one by (−1)p, so that

Hom(K•(U),F) = Č•(U ,F)

holds as complexes (according to our convention for Hom complexes). Since
K• is a bounded above complex of projectives, we may replace the left-hand
side with RHom(K(U),F) after passing to the derived category. It remains to
show that K(U) is isomorphic in the derived category to Opre

U .

This is the second step: form the augmented complex

· · ·! K−2(U)! K−1(U)! K0(U) =
⊕
i

jpi,!OUi ! OU ! 0
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We claim this is an exact sequence of presheaves; if this holds, then by applying
Hom(−,F) and using one-sided exactness, we deduce that Hom(OU ,F) ∼=
Ȟ0(U ,F) as both sides are kernels of the same map. To prove the claim,
we may show that evaluating the sequence at each open set W produces a
contractible complex of OX(W )-modules.

Proof (of Prop. 2.1.8) This proof is essentially copied from Lemma 01EM in
the Stacks Project. As above, fix an open set W , and let I be the collection
of indices {i} such that W ⊂ Ui, so that by definition of the functors jp! , the
augmented complex above becomes:

· · ·!
⊕

i0,...,ip+1∈I

OX(W )!
⊕

i0,...,ip∈I

OX(W )! · · ·

The differential here is

d(s)i0···ip =

p+1∑
j=0

∑
i∈I

(−1)jsi0···ij−1iij ···ip .

Now, choose an element ℓ ∈ I which we will use to define the contracting
homotopy. Set:

h(s)i0···ip+1 =

{
si1···ip+1 i0 = ℓ

0 i0 ̸= ℓ

Then it is an elementary check that

dh+ hd(s)i0...ip = si0···ip

by splitting the sum into components where i0 = ℓ and i0 ̸= ℓ, where the two
sums cancel as in the proof that d2 = 0. □

Here are some immediate deductions from this result. In fact, these can be
deduced in a more direct way by explicitly constructing homotopies, which we
will do e.g. in the case of the alternating Čech complex.

Example 2.1.9 Let U be an open cover of X, and suppose that X ∈ U is itself
one of the elements of the cover. Then for each presheaf F , the Cech complex
Č•(U ,F) just has a zeroth cohomology group Ȟ0(U ,F) = F(X) with higher
cohomology all zero. Indeed, in this case the presheaf Opre

U is (by definition)
all of OX , and Hompre(OX ,−) is the global sections functor which is exact on
presheaves. This will be the key observation in the proof that quasicoherent
sheaves on affine schemes have vanishing higher cohomology, which is because
of the fact that standard affine covers of local rings have an element which is
the whole space already.

In fact, in this case Č•(U ,F) ≃ F(X)[0] already in the homotopy category:
indeed, we just showed that

K(U) ≃ OU [0] = OX [0]
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in the homotopy category, so applying Hompre
OX

(−,F) gives homotopy equiva-
lences

Č(U ,F) = Hompre
OX

(K(U),F) ≃ Hompre
OX

(OX ,F) = F(X)[0]

as desired.

Example 2.1.10 One also might want to know the relation between Čech com-
plexes when we add an open set. Let U be an open cover of X, and U ∪ V =
U∪{V } be the cover obtained from adding V . Also let U∩V = {U∩V : U ∈ U}
be the open cover of V obtained by restricting U . From the definition it is clear
that we have a canonical inclusion Opre

U ⊂ Opre
U∪V of presheaves.

This data gives a natural map Opre
U ⊕ jpV,!OV ! Opre

U∪V , which is surjective by
definition of the relevant objects, and we wish to compute the kernel. Fix an
open set W ⊂ X and consider the map on sections. The codomain is OX(W )
if W is contained in V or an element of U , and zero otherwise. The domain is
OX(W ) ifW is contained in an element of U but not V , zero ifW is contained
in neither, OX(W )⊕OX(W ) if W is contained in an element of U and V , and
OX(W ) if it’s contained in V and not an element of U .

Based on this explicit description, it is easy to see that we have an exact
sequence

0! jpV,!O
pre
U∩V ! Opre

U ⊕ jpV,!OV ! Opre
U∪V ! 0

of presheaves on X, and hence an exact triangle in the derived category.
Applying RHompre

OX
(−,F) gives an exact triangle

Č(U ∪ V,F)! Č(U ,F)⊕F(V )[0]! Č(U ∩ V,F|V )! Č(U ∪ V,F)[1]

in the derived category of OX(X). For the second term, we used the fact that
jpV,!OV was a projective object, hence RHom could be computed using Hom.

This is called the Čech Mayer-Vietoris sequence. Thus we get a long exact
sequence which looks like this:

0! Ȟ0(U ∪ V,F)! Ȟ0(U ,F)⊕F(V )! Ȟ0(U ∩ V,F)!

Ȟ1(U ∪ V,F)! Ȟ1(U ,F)! Ȟ1(U ∩ V,F)! Ȟ2(U ∪ V,F)! · · ·

As a sample application, let’s show by induction on n that a cover U consisting
of n opens has vanishing Čech cohomology in degree ≥ n. In the case n = 1 we
can apply the previous result that the Cech complex only has Ȟ0. Assuming
the result for covers with n elements (for all spaces and presheaves), let U =
{U1, . . . , Un}, V = Un+1, then for all i ≥ 0 there are exact sequences

Ȟi(U ∩ Un+1,F|Un+1)! Ȟi+1(U ∪ Un+1,F)! Ȟi+1(U ,F).

Since U and U ∩ Un+1 are covers consisting of n elements, for all i ≥ n the
left- and right-hand terms in the sequence above are zero. Thus the middle
term is zero, proving the claim. We will prove shortly a much stronger result
by exhibiting a homotopy equivalent complex which has only n terms in it.
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We now use what we have shown to relate Čech cohomology to sheaf cohomol-
ogy, which was the point of introducing it. We’ll give two different methods of
doing this, the latter of which will illustrate a slightly more general technique.

Theorem 2.1.11 Let X be a ringed space and U an open cover of X.

(a) There is a natural map Č(U ,−)! RΓ(X,−) in D+(OX(X)).

(b) For each OX-module F , there is a bounded spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = Ȟp

(
U , Hq(F)

)
=⇒ Hp+q(X,F)

converging to a finite filtration on the RHS, which is natural in F .

In particular, if the restrictions of F to all finite intersections of elements
of the open cover U are Γ-acyclic, then the map Č(U ,F) ! RΓ(X,F) is an
isomorphism in D+(OX(X)).

Proof Consider the composition of functors

Mod(OX)
iX−−! PMod(OX)

Ȟ0(U,−)
−−−−−−! Mod(OX(X)).

First observe that Ȟ0(U ,F) is the kernel in

0! Ȟ0(U ,F)!
∏
i

F(Ui)!
∏
i,j

F(Ui ∩ Uj)

where the second map is the same one as in the sheaf condition, by inspection
of the Čech differential. Thus this gives a natural map H0(X,F)! Ȟ0(U ,F)
induced by restriction, which is an isomorphism iff F satisfies the sheaf
condition for the cover U . So, Ȟ0(U ,−) ◦ iX = Γ(X,−).

We know Mod(OX) and PMod(OX) have enough injectives and that iX pre-
serves them, so the theorem on a composition of derived functors says that
RΓ = RȞ0(U ,−) ◦ RiX . The natural map iX ! RiX provides a natural
transformation

Č(U ,−) = RȞ0(U ,−) ◦ iX ! RȞ0(U ,−) ◦RiX = RΓ.

The spectral sequence is exactly the Grothendieck spectral sequence for a
composition of right derived functors, and our explicit computation of RpiX
as cohomology presheaves. For the last remark, we have

Ep,q
1 = Čp(U , Hq(F)),

so by assumption for q > 0 and p ≥ 0, this is zero. Thus the spectral sequence
degenerates at E2, with only the first row

Ep,0
2 = Ȟp(U , H0(F)) = Ȟp(U ,F)

being nonzero. Thus Ȟp(U ,F)! Hp(X,F) is an isomorphism, so the map of
(a) is a quasi-isomorphism. We are talking about the same map because of the
description of edge maps in the Grothendieck spectral sequence. □
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The spectral sequence in the theorem above is called the Čech-to-derived spec-
tral sequence. We will give a different proof and slight generalization shortly.
First, some other results on Čech cohomology:

Example 2.1.12 If F is a flasque OX -module, then Ȟn(U ,F) = 0 for n > 0
and any open cover U (and Ȟ0(U ,F) = F(X), since F is a sheaf). Indeed, any
restriction of a flasque sheaf is flasque, so by the theorem its Čech cohomology
agrees with its sheaf cohomology.

Lemma 2.1.13 Let F ′ be an OX-module such that Ȟ1(U ,F ′) = 0 for every
cover U in a cofinal system of open covers of X. Then for any exact sequence
0! F ′ ! F ! F ′′ ! 0 of OX-modules,

0! F ′(X)! F(X)! F ′′(X)! 0

is an exact sequence of OX(X)-modules.

In this context, a cofinal system of open covers is a collection of open covers
such that every open cover has a refinement in the collection.

Proof We just have to check surjectivity of F(X)! F ′′(X), so let s ∈ F ′′(X)
be a section. Then there’s an open cover {Ui} and sections ti ∈ F(Ui) such
that ti 7! s|Ui , and by restricting we may assume that this cover is in the
given cofinal system. For each i, j, tj − ti 7! s − s = 0, so there is a unique
rij ∈ F ′(Uij) such that rij 7! tj − ti. Thus r = (rij)ij ∈ Č1({Ui},F ′), and we
claim it is a cocycle. Indeed,

d(r)ijk = rjk − rik + rij = 0

holds because of injectivity of F ′ ! F and

d(r)ijk 7! tk − tj − (tk − ti) + tj − ti = 0

over F(Uijk). Hence by assumption there exists qi ∈ F ′(Ui) such that qj−qi =
rij for all i, j. Letting f be the map F ′ ! F , consider the sections ti − f(qi).
Then

tj − f(qj)−
(
ti − f(qi)

)
= tj − ti − f(rij) = 0

over Uij , so these sections glue to an element of F(X). This maps to s because
it does so on an open cover. □

Example 2.1.14 Suppose F is an OX -module such that for all U ⊂ X and open
covers U of U , Ȟp(U ,F|U ) = 0 for p > 0. Then Hp(X,F) = 0 for p > 0. We
prove this by induction on p. Choose an exact sequence 0! F ! I ! G ! 0
with I injective, so that Hi(X,G) ∼−! Hi+1(X,F) for i > 0. Moreover, since
H1(X, I) = 0, Lemma 2.1.13 shows that H1(X,F) = 0, which is the base
case. For the general case, Lemma 2.1.13 shows that this sequence is in fact an
exact sequence of presheaves, and since Čech cohomology is a derived functor
on presheaves, Ȟi(U ,G|U ) = Ȟi+1(U ,F|U ) = 0 for i > 0 since I is flasque.
Thus by the inductive hypothesis applied to G, we are done.
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A very slight generalization of the argument above will give us affine cohomol-
ogy vanishing for quasi-coherent sheaves, and gives a more practical criterion
for checking cohomology vanishing.

Lemma 2.1.15 Let X be a ringed space and F an OX-module. Assume there
exists a basis B such that for each U ∈ B, there is a cofinal system of open
coverings CovU of U such that:

(a) For U ∈ CovU , Ui0···ip ∈ B.

(b) For U ∈ CovU , Ȟ
p(U ,F|U ) = 0 for p > 0.

Then Hp(U,F) = 0 for p > 0 and all U ∈ B.

Proof We proceed by induction on p > 0 over all F simultaneously. Choose
an exact sequence 0! F ! I ! G ! 0 where I is injective. First of all, this
gives an exact sequence

I(U)! G(U)! H1(U,F)! H1(U, I) = 0,

and since the first Čech cohomology vanishes on a cofinal system of open covers
of U , we conclude H1(U,F) = 0 by Lemma 2.1.13. This is the base case. For
p > 1, note moreover that Hp−1(U,G) ∼−! Hp(U,F), so it suffices to show
that Hp−1(U,G) = 0, for which it suffices to show that G satisfies the same
hypotheses as F in the assumptions.

To check this, for each U and U ∈ CovU , the sequence of sheaves induces a
sequence

0! Č•(U ,F|U )! Č•(U , I|U )! Č•(U ,G|U )! 0 (∗)
of complexes which we claim is exact. Since products of modules are exact, this
reduces to showing that 0! F(V )! I(V )! G(V )! 0 is exact, where V is
of the form Ui0···ip . But then V ∈ B, so this follows again from Lemma 2.1.13
as before.

The exact sequence ∗ of complexes gives an exact sequence

Ȟn(U , I|U )! Ȟn(U ,G|U )! Ȟn+1(U ,F|U )

in Čech cohomology for every n ≥ 1. The left term is 0 because I|U is flasque,
and the right term is zero by assumption. Therefore the middle term is zero,
so G satisfies the same hypotheses as F . □

Now we come to the second method for relating Čech cohomology to derived-
functor cohomology. The idea is to sheafify (not literally) the Čech complex
into a complex of sheaves.

Continue the assumptions that X is a ringed space and U is an open cover of
X. Let F be a presheaf, and define the complex of presheaves

Čp(U ,F) :=
∏

i0,...,ip

ji0···ip,∗F|Ui0···ip
=

∏
ℓ(I)=p

jI,∗F|UI
,
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where we are using the obvious convention for the second notation, noting
that I runs over tuples of the form I = (i0, . . . , ip) and its length ℓ is p,
not p+ 1. We define the differential component-wise as before: to give a map
Čp(U ,F) ! Čp+1(U ,F) we have to give maps Čp(U ,F)|UI

! F|UI
for each I

of length p, and restricting commutes with the product so we define

d(s)i0···ip+1 =

p+1∑
k=0

(−1)ksi0···îk···ip+1

sectionwise. Moreover, this is natural in F , so if F• is a complex of presheaves,
we can define a bicomplex Č•(U ,F•) by the same formula levelwise, except
that we should twist the vertical differentials by (−1)q to agree with our
convention for bicomplexes. Finally, note that there is no ambiguity about
sheaves/presheaves because arbitrary products in the two categories agree.

Lemma 2.1.16 With notation as above, let U be an open cover, F be an
OX-module, and F• a bounded above complex of OX-modules.

(a) As defined above, Č(U ,F) is indeed a complex, and Č(U ,F•) is indeed a
bicomplex.

(b) The identities

Γ
(
V, Č(U ,F)) = Č(U ∩ V,F|V ) Č(U ,F•)|V = Č(U ∩ V,F•|V )

both hold for every open subspace V ⊂ X.

(c) The natural morphism of complexes F [0] ! Č•(U ,F) is a quasi-
isomorphism. More generally, the natural morphism of complexes

F• ! Tot Č•(U ,F•)

is a quasi-isomorphism.

In light of (c), we usually call Č(U ,F) or Č(U ,F•) a Čech resolution of F or
F• respectively.

Proof (a-b) Note that the first claim in (b) holds by definition of j∗. Thus the
second claim of (b) holds for a single sheaf, and so it’s clear for a complex of
sheaves. For (a), the second claim follows from the first, and the first follows
from (b) applied to every open and the fact that the regular Čech complex is
a complex.

(c) The natural map F !
∏

i ji,∗F|Ui is the one induced by the restriction
maps. We need to show that

0! F ! Č0(U ,F)! Č1(U ,F)! · · ·

is an exact sequence of OX -modules. It suffices to show this after restricting
to an open cover, namely U , so by the second part of (b) we may assume that
X ∈ U . Then, by the first part of (b), evaluation on every open V produces an



94 Derived categories in AG

exact sequence, because the augmented Čech complex is exact when the cover
contains the whole space. This proves the first part of (c).

For the second part, the natural map above extends termwise to a map F• !
Č0(U ,F•) ↪! Tot Č•(U ,F•). On the other hand, we have the spectral sequence

Ep,q
1 = Hq

vH
p
h(Č

•(U ,Fq)) =⇒ Hp+q(Tot Č•(U ,F•)).

The LHS is 0 for p > 0, and Hq(F•) by the first part, so this coincides with
the cohomology of the totalization, and the induced map

Hq(F•)! Hq(Tot Č•(U ,F•)) ∼= Hq(F•)

is an isomorphism. □

This gives us a very easy way to formulate the Čech to sheaf cohomology map.
Namely, we have the natural transformation Γ! RΓ, and thus a commutative
diagram:

Γ(X,F) C•(U ,F)

RΓ(X,F) RΓ(X, Č•(U ,F))
∼=

To check that this coincides with the comparison map we defined earlier, we
have to show that

Č(U ,F) Γ(Č(U ,F))

RȞ0(F) RȞ0 ◦RiX(F) RΓ(Č(U ,F))

∼=

commutes. We first claim that Č•(U ,F) is a complex of Ȟ0(U ,−)-acyclic
objects for any presheaf F . Indeed, since Čech cohomology commutes with
products, we may show that for j : V ! X an inclusion,

Ȟp(U , jV,∗F|V ) = 0 p > 0

where V is contained in an element of U ; this is clear because Č(U , jV,∗F|V ) =
Č(U ∩ V,F|V ), and the latter complex only has zeroth cohomology since V is
an element of U ∩ V . To apply this fact in showing that the two comparison
maps agree, we consider the following diagram:

Ȟ0(F) RȞ0iX(F) RΓ(X,F)

Ȟ0(Č(U ,F)) RȞ0(Č(U ,F)) RΓ(X, Č(U ,F))

∼=
∼=

Since F is a sheaf, the outer composites agree with the natural maps Γ !
RΓ because of the uniqueness statement in the universal property of derived
functors. The bottom left map is an isomorphism because we just showed that
Č(U ,F) was a bounded below complex of RȞ0(U ,−). So, what we have to
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show is that the identification of RȞ0iX(F) with Č(U ,F) under the map to
RȞ0(Č(U ,F)) agrees under the displayed isomorphism with Ȟ0(Č(U ,F)) =
Č(U ,F). This is evident from the bifunctoriality of RHom and the projective
resolution of Opre

U .

The Čech resolution gives a more natural way to describe the Čech-to-derived
spectral sequence, and we will state a slightly more general version of it.

Proposition 2.1.17 Let X be a ringed space, F• ∈ Ch+(OX), and U an
open cover of X.

(a) There is a natural bounded spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = Ȟp

(
U ,H(F•)

)
=⇒ Hp+q(X,F•)

converging to a bounded filtration on the hypercohomology.

(b) Suppose f : X ! Y is a morphism, and that U is finite. Denote the
composite Ui0···ip ↪! X ! Y by fi0···ip . There is a bounded spectral
sequence

Ep,q
1 =

⊕
i0,...,ip

Hq
(
Rfi0···ip,∗F•|Ui0···ip

)
=⇒ Hp+qRf∗(F•)

converging to a bounded filtration on the derived pushforwards. Here the
E1 differential is the Čech differential on the higher pushforwards.

Proof (a) This is just the spectral sequence associated to a bicomplex, where
we take vertical cohomology first. Namely, choose an injective resolution
F• ! I•, and consider Č•(U , I•). Since restriction to an open set is exact,
the right adjoint j∗ preserves injectives. Since arbitrary products of injectives
are injective, it follows that Č•(U , I•) is a bicomplex of injective objects, and
hence so is the totalization.

By Lemma 2.1.16, this means that we have isomorphisms

RΓ(X,F•) ∼−! Γ(X, I•) ∼−! Γ(X,Tot Č(U , I•)) = Tot Č(U , I•)

and likewise on open subsets. Computing vertical cohomology for Č•(U , I•)
first, we obtain

Hq
v (Č

p(U , I•)) =
∏

i0,··· ,ip

Hq(I•(Ui0···ip))

=
∏

i0,··· ,ip

Hq(Ui0···iP ,F•),

and so the corresponding spectral sequence will give

Ȟp(U ,Hq(F•)) =⇒ Hp+q Tot Č•(U , I•),

but we showed above that the RHS is Rp+qΓ(X,F•) as desired.
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(b) We argue the same way as before, except that while products of R-modules
are exact, products of OX -modules aren’t. Once again consider Č•(U , I•),
which is a bicomplex of injectives, and therefore

Rf∗F ∼−! f∗I• ∼−! f∗ Tot(Č(U , I•)) = Tot f∗Č(U , I•).

This will take care of the RHS of the spectral sequence. For the LHS, note that

f∗Čp(U , I1) =
⊕

i0,...,ip

fi0,...,ip,∗Iq|Ui0...ip
,

so taking vertical cohomology and using the fact that sums commute with
cohomology, we obtain the desired spectral sequence. □

To conclude this section, we discuss an often-used variant of the Čech complex,
which is more convenient when actually computing with small open covers.
This is the ordered Čech complex, denoted Č•

ord(U ,F), where U = {Ui : i ∈ I}
is an open cover of X and I is an ordered set. Then we define

Čp
ord(U ,F) :=

∏
i0<···<ip

F(Ui0···ip),

and so Čp
ord(U ,F) = 0 if |U| ≤ p. We use the same differential as in the

standard Čech complex, which still works because if (i0, . . . , ip) is in strictly

increasing order, then (i0, . . . , îk, . . . , ip) is also in strictly increasing order.
Thus we have a new chain complex, and this admits a natural map Č•(U ,F)!
Č•

ord(U ,F) which forgets the components that aren’t in strictly increasing
order. The main point is:

Lemma 2.1.18 Let X be a ringed space, U an ordered open cover of X, and
F an object of PMod(OX). The natural map

Č•(U ,F)! Č•
ord(U ,F)

is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof Recall from Prop. 2.1.8 that we defined Opre
U , constructed a projective

resolution K•(U) ! Opre
U [0], and saw that Hom(K•(U),F) = Č•(U ,F). To

prove this lemma, we can make an almost identical definition

K−n
ord =

⊕
i0<···<in

jpi0···in,!OUi0···in
,

and it is just as clear from earlier that Hompre
OX

(K•
ord(U),F) = Č•

ord(U ,F). It is
also clear that the canonical projection as in the lemma statement is induced
(after applying Hom(−,F)) by a canonical inclusion K•

ord(U) ↪! K•(U). It
suffices to show that this map is a homotopy equivalence. Since these are
complexes of projectives, we may show it is a quasi-isomorphism.

The key point is that K0(U) = K0
ord(U), and so the corresponding definition

for Opre
U is the same in the ordered and unordered case. Therefore, we just
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need to show that the augmented complex

· · ·! K−2
ord(U)! K−1

ord(U)! K0
ord(U)! Opre

U ! 0

is exact. We now basically use the same proof as in Prop. 2.1.8, whereby we
fix an open W ⊂ X, and consider the set I ′ of indices for which W ⊂ Ui. Over
W , the augmented complex becomes

· · ·!
⊕

i0<i1∈I′

OX(W )!
⊕
i0∈I′

OX(W )! OX(W )! 0,

(assuming I ′ ̸= ∅). We can use almost the same cone contraction as ear-
lier, except that placing a fixed index at the beginning might not retain the
ordering. Thus, choose ℓ ∈ I ′, and define a homotopy by

h(s)j0···jp+1 =

{
(−1)rsj0···ĵr···jp+1

∃jr = ℓ

0 otherwise
.

Now, just as in the earlier proof, hd + dh = 0 follows from breaking the sum
into terms including components with index ℓ and excluding them, and those
including ℓ cancel out. □

This gives another proof that if U is a cover with n elements, then Ȟp(U ,F) =
0 for p ≥ n. Note also that since the ordered Čech cohomology is identified
with the unordered one, we also have properties such as a cover being ordered
Čech-acyclic if one of the opens is the whole space. Using this, we can make
the construction sheafy:

Remark 2.1.19 We may make a corresponding definition Č•
ord(U ,F) for the

sheaf Čech complex by only including terms with strictly increasing indices.
Then the same argument we used earlier shows that the augmented complex
F [0]! Č•

ord(U ,F) is exact, provided F is a sheaf. Moreover, the corresponding
projection map Č•(U ,F)! Č•

ord(U ,F) is therefore a quasi-isomorphism.
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2.2 The derived category D(OX)

2.2.1 The main derived functors

In the previous sections we focused on RΓ and Čech cohomology. Now we will
describe the other derived functors, such as

Rf∗ Lf∗ (−)⊗L
OX

(−) RHom Ext

to name a few. We will discuss their relation to RΓ, and some basic com-
patibilities that they have with each other. Often, we can say a lot more if
we consider certain objects in D+(OX) that satisfy more hypotheses, such
as ‘pseudo-coherence’ or ‘perfectness’, which we will study more in the next
section. Examples are the consideration of duals, projection formulae, and so
on.

The most important derived functor is Rf∗ for f : X ! Y a morphism of ringed
spaces. We showed in Remark 2.1.6 that if f : X ! Y is such a morphism,
then there is a commutative diagram

D+(OX) D+(OY )

D+(OX(X)) D+(OY (Y ))

Rf∗

RΓ RΓ

where the bottom map is the restriction of scalars functor induced by
OX(X) ! OY (Y ). Thus, the natural map f∗ ! Rf∗ induces a comparison
map

RΓ(Y, f∗F•)! RΓ(Y,Rf∗F•) = RΓ(X,F•)
which is an isomorphism, e.g., if F• is a bounded above complex of f∗-acyclics.
Here is a much more general statement:

Theorem 2.2.1 Let f : X ! Y and g : Y ! Z be morphisms of ringed spaces.

(a) There is a canonical identification

Rg∗ ◦Rf∗ = R(g ◦ f)∗

of pushforwards D+(OX)! D+(OZ).

(b) For A ∈ D+(OX), there is a bounded spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = Hp

(
Rg∗H

q(Rf∗A)
)

=⇒ Hp+q(R(g ◦ f)∗A)

converging to a finite filtration on the RHS. In particular, if F is an
OX-module, then we have a spectral sequence

Rpg∗
(
Rqf∗F

)
=⇒ Rp+q(gf)∗F .

This is called the Leray spectral sequence.

Proof This is a composition of derived functors and the corresponding
Grothendieck spectral sequence. We have to check that f∗ sends e.g. injectives
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to g∗-acyclic sheaves. Indeed, injectives are flasque, g∗ preserves flasqueness,
and flasque sheaves are g∗ acyclic. □

Sheaf cohomology is a special case of derived pushforward. If X is a ringed
space, the unique map p : X ! ∗ extends to a map of ringed spaces by viewing
(∗,OX(X)) as a ringed space. Then Mod(O∗) = Mod(OX(X)), and the functor
p∗ coincides with Γ.

Other useful results are the ‘hypercohomology spectral sequences’, for which
we apply Thm. 1.3.24. If F• is a bounded below complex of OX -modules, this
gives us bounded spectral sequences

Ep,q
1 = Rqf∗Fp =⇒ Hp+qRf∗(F•)

and, for RΓ,
Ep,q

1 = Hq(X,Fp) =⇒ Hp+q(X,F•).
This gives a way to convert results about cohomology of a single sheaf to results
about arbitrary objects of the derived category. We also have the corresponding
secondary sequences on cohomology:

Ep,q
2 = Rpf∗(H

qA) =⇒ Hp+qRf∗(A)

and
Ep,q

2 = Hp
(
X,Hq(A)

)
=⇒ Hp+q(X,A)

for A ∈ D+(OX). In applications to algebraic geometry, we will often want
to argue about complexes which have quasicoherent or coherent cohomology,
and this spectral sequence lets us translate sheaf level statements about such
things to bounded below statements.

The following result, called the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, is a good demonstra-
tion of how to formulate results in the derived category:

Proposition 2.2.2 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of ringed spaces, and A ∈
D+(OX). Let U, V ⊂ X be open subsets, and denote by fU , fV , and fU∩V the
composites of f with the inclusions of U , V , and U ∩ V into X respectively.
Then there is a distinguished triangle

Rf∗A
(1 1)T

−−−−! RfU,∗A|U ⊕RfV,∗A|V
(1 −1)
−−−−! RfU∩V,∗A|U∩V ! Rf∗A[1]

in D+(OY ) which is natural in A.

Proof Choose a quasi-isomorphism A ∼−! I• with I• ∈ K+(IOX
), then the

(augmented) ordered Čech complex for I• with respect to U, V , is the exact
sequence of complexes:

0! I• (1 1)T

−−−−! jU,∗I•|U ⊕ jV,∗I•|V
(1 −1)
−−−−! jU∩V,∗I•

U∩V ! 0

This gives an exact triangle

A! RjU,∗A|U ⊕RjV,∗A|V ! RjU∩V,∗A! A[1]
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in D+(OX). Now apply Rf∗ to this. □

The following observation justifies the name: take f to be the identity, apply
RΓ, and then the long exact sequence in cohomology is

· · ·! Hi(X,A)! Hi(U,A)⊕Hi(V,A)! Hi(U ∩ V,A)! Hi+1(X,A)! · · ·

mirroring the Mayer-Vietoris sequence in topology.

We next discuss the locality of derived pushforward, and a fundamental
computation which expresses pushforward in terms of cohomology. First, let
f : X ! Y be a map and U ⊂ Y an open subset. Let f |f−1U denote the
restricted map f−1(U)! U . Then by definition we have an equality of functors

(−)|U ◦ f∗ = (f |f−1U )∗ ◦ (−)|f−1U .

Now restriction is exact, and we showed that it preserves injectives. It follows
that we have a canonical identification(

Rf∗A
)
|U = R(f |f−1U )∗(A|f−1U ),

and therefore (
Rpf∗F

)
|U = Rp(f |f−1U )∗(F|f−1U ) p ≥ 0

for F an OX -module. This means that whenever we are checking a property
which is target local, we may always check on an open cover. For example, if
U ⊂ Y we see that

RΓ(U,Rf∗A) = RΓ(U,R(f |f−1U )∗A) = RΓ(f−1(U), A),

viewed in the derived category of the ringOX(f−1(U)) by restriction of scalars.
Next let us consider a seemingly stupid composition of functors:

Mod(OX)
f∗−! Mod(OY )

iY−! PMod(OY )
a
−! Mod(OY )

Sheafification a is exact, and the composite of the last two functors is the
identity. Thus the whole composite equals f∗. Since everything is a-acyclic,
this implies that

Rf∗ = a ◦R(iY ◦ f∗) = a ◦RiY ◦Rf∗,

where in the second equality we have used the fact that a flasque sheaf is iY -
acyclic. That is the case because RpiY (G) = Hp(G) = 0 as Hp(U,G) = 0 if G
is flasque. Therefore, for A ∈ D+(OX), we have

Hp(Rf∗A) = aHp(RiY (Rf∗A)) = aHp(Rf∗A)

= a
(
U 7! Hp(U,Rf∗A)

)
= a

(
U 7! Hp(f−1(U), A)

)
.

Once again, we are implicitly viewing U 7! Hp(f−1(U), A) as a presheaf of
OY -modules via restriction of scalars.
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Example 2.2.3 Take A = F [0] and f = 1X . Then this says that F = a(U 7!
H0(U,A)), which we already know, and

0 = a
(
U 7! Hp(U,F)

)
= aHp(F)

for p > 0, which is new. In other words, each cohomology class in Hp(X,F)
restricts to zero in a nbhd of every point. This is a reincarnation of the fact
that taking sections is locally exact, but globally not right exact.

(Perhaps reorganize to add something more apt here.)

We now discuss a useful criterion for derived pushforward and cohomology
commuting with filtered colimits. First of all, exactness of a sequence of sheaves
is checked on stalks, which is a certain colimit, and filtered colimits commute
with colimits; therefore taking filtered colimits of OX -modules is exact. It
follows that on each of the derived categories we obtain a functor

lim−!
D

I
: D∗(Mod(OX)I)! D∗(OX),

where we use the superscript D to distinguish this from some kind of colimit
inside D∗(OX). If we restrict to the bounded above (or below) case, we know
that this can be computed by any preadapted class in K+(Mod(OX)I), where
I. We usually take this class to be the pointwise injectives. Every object of
Mod(OX)I admits a monomorphism into a pointwise injective object because
we have functorial injective embeddings in Mod(OX).

This preadapted class has good properties. Even if its elements are not
themselves injective objects of the functor category, we note that exactness
in a functor category is checked pointwise. So, given a left exact functor
F : Mod(OX) ! A, the induced functor F : Mod(OX)I ! AI is also left
exact, and given an acyclic complex of pointwise injective objects A, F (A)
is acyclic, because F (A)(i) = F (A(i)) is acyclic as A(i) is an acyclic com-
plex of injectives. This means that we can define the right derived functor
RF : D+(Mod(OX))! D+(AI).

Remark 2.2.4 More generally, here is what we have just said: If A is an abelian
category and R is a preadapted class with functorial embeddings, then for
any small category C, the class RC forms a preadapted class in AC . Next,
if R is adapted to a left exact functor F : A ! B, then RC is adapted to
FC : AC ! BC so that we can define the derived functor RFC : D+(AC) !
D+(BC). Lastly, suppose A• ∈ Ch+(AC), and choose a resolution A• ! X•

with X•(c) ∈ K+(R) for each c ∈ C. Then RFC(A) = F (X) pointwise and
termwise, i.e. RFC(A)(c) = F (X(c)•). Since the evaluation functors are exact,
A•(c) ! X•(c) is also a quasi-isomorphism, and RF (A•(c)) = F (X(c)•).
Therefore, RF (A) is represented by the object c 7! RF (A(c)), where if c! c′

is a map in C, then the corresponding map RF (A(c)) ! RF (A(c′)) is given
by functoriality of RF and the fact that A(c)! A(c′) is a chain map. Another
way to say this last part is that the derived functor RFC factors through

D+(AC)! D+(A)C 99K D+(BI)
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where the first map is induced by the exact evaluation functors.

We can combine these two observations above to discuss how filtered colimits
interact with sheaf cohomology.

Proposition 2.2.5 Let Y have a basis of qcqs opens, X have a basis of qua-
sicompact opens, and f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of ringed spaces. For any
filtered category I, the diagram

D+(Mod(OX)I) D+(OX)

D+(Mod(OY )
I) D+(OY )

lim−!
D

I

RfI
∗ Rf∗

lim−!
D

I

commutes up to canonical isomorphism. In particular, if F(−) is a filtered
diagram of OX-modules, then:

(a) With the assumptions on f as above, the natural map

lim−!
i∈I

Rpf∗F(i)! Rpf∗
(
lim−!
i∈I

F(i)
)

is an isomorphism for all p ≥ 0.

(b) If X is qcqs and has a basis of quasicompact opens, then the natural map

lim−!
i∈I

Hp(X,F(i))! Hp
(
X, lim−!

i∈I

F(i)
)

is an isomorphism for all p ≥ 0.

Therefore, in the circumstances described above, the functors Rpf∗ and
Hp(X,−) preserve arbitrary coproducts for all p ≥ 0.

Proof Consequence (a) follows directly from the diagram and the fact that Rf I∗
is computed pointwise, which was discussed above. If we take Y = (∗,OX(X)),
then f qcqs means that X is qcqs, and we get (b). The fact about arbitrary
coproducts holds because a coproduct is a filtered colimit of biproducts (or
empty, in which case we already know the functors preserve 0).

Now the main result. First let us show that under the assumptions of the
proposition, lim−!I

f∗(F(i)) ∼−! f∗(lim−!i
F(i)). Since Y has a basis of qcqs opens

and f is qcqs, we reduce immediately to showing that lim−!i
H0(X,F(i)) ∼−!

H0(X, lim−!i
F(i)) is an isomorphism whenever X is qcqs and has a basis of qc

opens. So, consider each F(i) as a sheaf on the basis of all qc opens, which is
closed under finite intersection by assumption.

We claim that the presheaf filtered colimit U 7! lim−!i
F(i)(U) (for U quasi-

compact) is already a sheaf on the basis, which completes the proof since X
is quasicompact, and the sheaf colimit is the sheafification of the presheaf col-
imit. To demonstrate the sheaf condition for an open cover {Uj} of some qc
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open U , it suffices to show the sheaf condition on any subcover, and hence we
may assume {Uj} is finite. Thus the sheaf condition for each F(i) is the exact
sequence

0! F(i)(U)!
⊕
j

F(i)(Uj)!
⊕
j,k

F(i)(Uj ∩ Uk),

and taking filtered colimits gives the sheaf condition for (lim−!i
F(i))(U).

This shows that f∗ commutes with filtered colimits, and so the underived
version of the diagram in the proposition commutes. To conclude, we apply
composition of derived functors. By the discussion above, it suffices to show
that if I(−) is a filtered diagram of injective objects, then lim−!i

I(i) is f∗-
acyclic. By the description of Rpf∗ as a sheafification, we may show that
Hp(f−1(U), lim−!i

I(i)) = 0 for all p > 0 and U ⊂ Y qcqs. Then f−1(U) is qcqs,

so we reduce to showing that Hp(X, lim−!i
I(i)) = 0 for p > 0 whenever X is

qcqs and has a basis of quasicompact opens, and I(−) is a filtered diagram of
injectives.

We show this using Čech cohomology. Let U be a finite open cover of a quasi-
compact open U ⊂ X by qc opens. Since Ui0···ip is still qcqs and has a basis
of qc opens, we have

lim−!
i∈I

H0(Ui0···ip ,F(i)) ∼−! H0(Ui0···ip , lim−!
i∈I

F(i)),

so lim−!i
Čp(U , I(i)|U ) ∼−! Čp(U , lim−!i

I(i)|U ) by finiteness of U . Since filtered

colimits are exact, this statement holds on the level of Čech cohomology. Since
each I(i) is injective, the cohomology on the LHS vanishes, which proves that

Ȟp(U , lim−!
i∈I

I(i)|U ) = 0 p > 0

for every finite open cover U of U by qc opens. Since such coverings form
a cofinal system, we conclude by Lemma 2.1.15 that higher cohomology of
lim−!i

I(i) vanishes for all qc opens in X. □

Our next topic is RHom, which we will define in the exact same way as RHom.
We will see, however, that to prove the relevant properties of RHom, many
specific properties of sheaves are needed; namely, what follows is not just an
obvious generalization of RHom.

Let F•,G• be (possibly unbounded) complexes of OX -modules, and define

Homn
OX

(F•,G•) :=
∏
p∈Z

HomOX
(Fp,Gn+p),

with differential given by the same formula df − (−1)nfd, where this formula
makes sense on every open and hence as sheaves. So,

H0
(
U,Hom•

OX
(F•,G•)

)
= HomOU

(F•|U ,G•|U )
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as complexes of OX(U)-modules since products commute with sections, from
which we immediately deduce e.g. that the definition above actually gives
a complex. More generally, most facts that we prove about the sheaf hom
complex will pass through the formula above. For example, we get for free that

Hom•
OX

(F•,G•[k]) = Hom•
OX

(F•[−k],G•) = Hom•
OX

(F•,G•)[k]

because it is true on every open.

Lemma 2.2.6 Let X be a ringed space. In what follows,

F•,F•
1 ,F•

2 ,G•,G•
1 ,G•

2

are all possibly unbounded complexes of OX-modules.

(a) Hom naturally defines a functor

Ch(OX)op × Ch(OX)! Ch(OX).

This restricts to Ch−(OX)op × Ch+(OX) ! Ch+(OX). Moreover, these
are homotopy invariant, meaning that both restrict to functors

K(OX)op ×K(OX)! K(OX) K−(OX)op ×K+(OX)! K+(OX)

on the homotopy categories.

(b) For any map ϕ : G•
1 ! G•

2 , there is a canonical identification

Hom•
OX

(F•,Cone(ϕ)) = Cone
(
Hom•

OX
(F•, φ)

)
.

For any map ϕ : F•
1 ! F•

2 , there is a canonical identification

Hom•
OX

(Cone(ϕ),G•) = Cone
(
Hom•

OX
(ϕ,G•)

)
as well.

(c) If I• ∈ K+(IOX
) and ϕ : F•

1 ! F•
2 is a quasi-isomorphism, then

Hom•
OX

(F•
1 , I•)! Hom•

OX
(F•

2 , I•)

is a quasi-isomorphism.

(d) If I• ∈ K(IOX
), then Hom•

OX
(F•, I•) is a complex of flasque OX-

modules. If in addition F• is a complex of flat OX-modules, then
Hom•

OX
(F•, I•) is a complex of injectives.

Proof (a) The first part is from functoriality of sheaf hom and of products.
Note that if the first argument is zero after degree q and the second is zero
below degree r, then whenever n < −q + r, either p > q or n+ p ≤ n+ q < r,
so Hom(Fp,Gn+p) = 0 either way. For homotopy invariance, note e.g. that a
homotopy G•

1 ! G•−1
2 induces a map Hom(Fp,Gn+p

1 ) ! Hom(Fp,Gn+p−1
2 ),

and hence a map

Homn
OX

(F•,G•
1 )! Homn−1

OX
(F•,G•

2 ) n ∈ Z
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which is a homotopy by functoriality. Likewise for the first argument.

(b) This is true after taking sections over every open set, and the identification
is compatible with restriction. Here we are using the fact that Hom preserves
finite biproducts in either variable.

(c) It suffices by (b) to prove that if F• is acyclic, then Hom•
OX

(G•, I•) is
acyclic. But to show exactness we may show exactness on sections over every
open set, and indeed HomOU

(F•|U , I•|U ) is acyclic for all U because I•|U is
a bounded above complex of injectives.

(d) Note that a product of flasque sheaves is flasque, because products com-
mute with sections, and products are exact for modules over a ring. Thus we
may show that HomOX

(F , I) is flasque for I an injective sheaf. Indeed, for an
open inclusion j : U ! X, applying HomOX

(−, I) to the injective morphism
j!F|U ↪! F gives the exact sequence

HomOX
(F , I)! HomOX

(j!F|U , I) = HomOU
(F|U , I|U )! 0

by adjunction. This shows flasqueness.

For the second statement, we once again reduce to showing that HomOX
(F , I)

is injective if F is flat and I is injective, because products preserve injectives.
But by the tensor-hom adjunction,

HomOX

(
−,HomOX

(F , I)
) ∼= HomOX

((−)⊗OX
F , I),

so the LHS is a composition of two exact functors. □

By part (a) of the lemma, the sheaf hom complex gives a functor K(OX)op ×
K+(IOX

) ! K(OX), which by (c) descends to a functor D(OX)op ×
K+(OX) ! D(OX). Via the equivalence K+(IOX

) ! D+(OX), we get a
functor

RHomOX
: D(OX)op ×D+(OX)! D(OX).

By part (c) of the lemma, the functors

RHomOX
(A,−) RHomOX

(−, B)

are both triangulated for any A ∈ D(OX) and B ∈ D+(OX). Note that by (a),
if A ∈ D−(OX), then this lands in D+(OX). Lastly, the choice of an inverse
equivalence D+(OX)! K+(IOX

) comes with a natural transformation which
induces a natural morphism

Hom ! RHom

of bifunctors, which on the bounded below complexes of injectives in the second
variable is an isomorphism.

Proposition 2.2.7 Let X be a ringed space.

(a) If U ⊂ X, then

RHomOX
(A,B)|U = RHomOU

(A|U , B|U )
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for any A ∈ D(OX) and B ∈ D+(OX).

(b) For F ∈ Mod(OX), there is a canonical identification

RHomOX
(F ,−) = RHomOX

(F [0],−)

of the right derived functor with sheaf RHom.

(c) There is a canonical identification

RΓ
(
X,RHomOX

(A,B)
)
= RHomOX

(A,B)

in D+(OX(X)) for A ∈ D−(OX) and B ∈ D+(OX).

Proof (a) Replace B by a bounded below complex of injectives, then we con-
clude by exactness of restriction and the fact that the restriction of a bounded
below complex of injectives still has the same property.

(b) Since RHom(F [0],−) is triangulated, and due to the natural map from
Hom(F [0],−) = Hom(F ,−), there is a natural map in the direction specified
by the universal property of derived functors, making the obvious diagram
commute. This is an isomorphism on K+(IOX

), and hence on D+(OX).

(c) Note that Γ(X,Hom(A,B)) = Hom(A,B), so we have some natural maps

RHom(A,−) Hom(A,−)! RΓ(Hom(A,−))! RΓ(RHomOX
(A,−))

in the derived category of OX(X). Testing on K+(IOX
), the left- and right-

hand maps are isomorphisms, and the remaining map is an isomorphism as
well because Hom(A, I•) is flasque, by Lemma 2.2.6. □

In light of (b) above, we write

ExtpOX
(−,−) := Hp(RHomOX

((−)[0], (−)[0]))

for the classical right derived functors of HomOX
(F ,−), so these form

bifunctors
Mod(OX)op ×Mod(OX)! Mod(OX).

Then by (c), or simply the fact that Hom(F , I) is flasque if I is injective, we
have the following spectral sequence:

Hp(X, ExtqOX
(F ,G)) =⇒ Extp+q

OX
(F ,G)

This is called the local-to-global spectral sequence. More generally, instead of
applying the Grothendieck spectral sequence, we can use the main ingredient
in its proof, which gives a spectral sequence

Hp
(
X,Hq

(
RHomOX

(A,B)
))

=⇒ HomD(OX)(A,B[p+ q])

of OX(X)-modules, for A ∈ D−(OX) and B ∈ D+(OX). The point of
introducing RHom is that it is in fact usually much easier to compute,
and as we will see it behaves a lot more like classical RHom’s for modules.
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For example, we know that RHomOX
(OX ,−) is the identity functor while

RHomOX
(OX ,−) is RΓ. Thus the spectral sequence above is a generalization

of the hypercohomology spectral sequence.

Another reason that RHom is more similar to the module case is because we
can often compute it using resolutions in the first variable. Let us temporarily
call an OX -module internally projective if HomOX

(F ,−) is exact. Thus in this
case Extp(F ,−) = 0 for p > 0, and conversely if Extp(F ,−) = 0 for p > 0, then
an exact sequence 0! G1 ! G2 ! G3 ! 0 induces a long exact sequence

0! Hom(F ,G1)! Hom(F ,G2)! Hom(F ,G3)! Ext1(F ,G1) = 0

by exactness of RHom. So being internally projective is equivalent to having
Extp(F ,−) = 0 for p > 0. For example, a finite locally free sheaf is internally
projective.

Example 2.2.8 If F is an internally projective module, then the local-to-
global spectral sequence for Exts immediately gives a natural identification
Hp(X,Hom(F ,−)) = ExtpOX

(F ,−). For instance if F = E is finite locally free,
then Hp(X, E∨ ⊗OX

G) = ExtpOX
(E ,G).

Example 2.2.9 Just as in the case where the target is modules, Hom(F•,G•) is
the product totalization of the bicomplex Cp,q = HomOX

(F−p,Gq), so there is
an associated spectral sequence. However this doesn’t automatically converge
to what we expect since products aren’t exact; so, assume either that F• ∈
Chb(OX) and G• is arbitrary, or F• ∈ Ch−(OX) and G• ∈ Ch+(OX). Both of
these ensure that the products taken are finite, so we get spectral sequences

Hp
h

(
Hq

v (HomOX
(F•,G•))

)
=⇒ Hp+q

(
HomOX

(F•,G•)
)

and
Hp

v

(
Hq

h(HomOX
(F•,G•))

)
=⇒ Hp+q

(
HomOX

(F•,G•)
)
.

So, for example, if F• is a bounded above complex of internally projective
sheaves, then for G• a bounded below acyclic complex, HomOX

(F i,G•) is
acyclic. Thus the first spectral sequence degenerates to 0 and the total complex
HomOX

(F•,G•) is acyclic.

Lemma 2.2.10 Let F• be a bounded above complex of internally projective
modules. Then the natural map

HomOX
(F•,−)! RHomOX

(F•,−)

is an isomorphism of functors K+(OX)! D+(OX).

Proof Let G• ∈ K+(OX) and G• ! I• be a qis with I• ∈ K+(IOX
). Then the

diagram

HomOX
(F•,G•) RHomOX

(F•,G•)

HomOX
(F•, I•) RHomOX

(F•, I•)

∼=
∼=
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commutes by naturality in both variables, and we already know that the right
and bottom maps are isomorphisms. By Lemma 2.2.6(b) and the fact that
HomOX

(F•,−) preserves acyclics, the left map is also an isomorphism. □

Here’s how this occurs in practice: we often care geometrically about comput-
ing RHomOX

(F ,G), e.g. where F is some coherent sheaf, and we have a finite
resolution of F by vector bundles. So, we can first compute RHomOX

(F ,G)
which is just Hom applied to the resolution, and then compute cohomology
and use the local-to-global spectral sequence. We will return to internally
projective sheaves in the next section.

Now let’s discuss Lf∗ and the derived tensor product. First, the latter; we
know that Mod(OX) is closed symmetric monoidal and has exact arbitrary
sums, and enough flat objects, so the entire discussion about (−) ⊗L (−)
already applies. By convention, we denote the corresponding Tor sheaves as
TornOX

(F ,G), instead of TornMod(OX)(F ,G), though they mean the same thing.

Example 2.2.11 Let A,B ∈ D−(OX), and represent them by complexes F• !
A, G• = B where F• is a bounded above complex of flats. Then we defined the
complex F•⊗G• as the (sum) totalization of the natural bicomplex. Since this
is a shifted third quadrant bicomplex, we have the associated spectral sequence

Hp
hH

q
v (F∗ ⊗ G∗) =⇒ Hp+q(F• ⊗ G•).

Since each F i is flat, we have Hq
v (F∗ ⊗ G∗) = F∗ ⊗ Hq(G•). Thus the LHS

above is Hp(F• ⊗Hq(G•)). Therefore, this gives a bounded spectral sequence

Hp(A⊗L
OX

Hq(B)) =⇒ Hp+q(A⊗L
OX

B),

which is called the hyper-Tor spectral sequence. In particular, if A = F is
represented by a single sheaf, then

Torp(F , Hq(B)) =⇒ Hp+q(F ⊗L
OX

B).

The general version is useful because it relates the cohomology of A ⊗L
OX

B,
which isn’t a derived functor of anything, to the cohomology of something
which is a derived functor, since

A⊗L
OX

Hq(B) = L
(
(−)⊗OX

Hq(B)
)
(A)

as Hq(B) is just an OX -module.

Example 2.2.12 We can repeat the same trick as above for RHom, but we
have to make sure the first argument is bounded above as explained earlier.
So if A ∈ D−(OX) and B ∈ D+(OX), then by replacing B with a bounded
below complex of injectives we obtain a spectral sequence

Hp(RHomOX
(H−q(A), B)) =⇒ Hp+q(RHomOX

(A,B)),
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so in particular

ExtpOX
(H−q(A),G) =⇒ Hp+q

(
RHomOX

(A,G)
)
.

The same thing of course works for regular RHom, so we have

Hp(RHomOX
(H−q(A), B)) =⇒ Hp+q(RHomOX

(A,B))

and likewise an Ext version as above.

The nice property of the derived tensor product is that it behaves well with
respect to stalks. First of all, since the stalk functor (−)x : Mod(OX) !
Mod(OX,x) is exact, it induces a termwise map on the derived categories
(−)x : D

∗(OX)! D∗(OX,x). Then, here’s a simple lemma about flat sheaves.

Lemma 2.2.13 Let X be a ringed space. An OX-module F is flat if and only
if Fx is flat over OX,x.

Proof We already know the ⇐ implication. For the other direction, we just
need to know that for any OX,x module M there is an OX -module with stalk
M at x. So take the skyscraper sheaf corresponding to M at x. □

Remark 2.2.14 In the tensor product case, we want to (as before) assert the
existence of a map

(−)⊗L
OX

(−)! (−)⊗OX
(−)

natural in both variables, of functors K−(OX)×K−(OX)! D−(OX). This is
more delicate than the RHom case because we don’t have enough projectives
(actually, that case was a bit delicate too, so I should go back and fix it); so, if
R is the class of flats, while we have a map K−(OX)! K−(R)[S−1

R ], we don’t
automatically have a map K−(OX)! K−(R) coming from a choice of inverse.

So here’s what we can do instead: By construction, for each F , the functor
F ⊗L

OX
(−) as D−(OX)! D−(OX) is a left derived functor of F ⊗ (−) using

an adapted class, so we have a natural map F ⊗L
OX

(−) ! F ⊗OX
(−) of

functors K−(OX) ! D−(OX). Since a morphism F ! F ′ gives a natural
transformation F ⊗ (−) ! F ′ ⊗ (−), there is an induced morphism of left
derived functors making the diagram

F ⊗L (−) F ⊗ (−)

F ′ ⊗L (−) F ′ ⊗ (−)

commute. We know that if G• ! B is a flat resolution, then the comparison
map is induced by F⊗LB = F⊗G• ! F⊗B; now if F• is any bounded above
complex, the differentials induce commutative diagrams like the one above,
and by taking direct sums we get a map of totalizations

F• ⊗L
OX

B = Tot(F∗ ⊗ G•)! F• ⊗B,



110 Derived categories in AG

This is exactly the desired map of complexes. If B is a bounded above complex
of flats, then this is obviously an isomorphism, and if F• is a bounded above
complex of flats, then tensoring with it preserves quasi-isomorphisms.

Remark 2.2.15 Here is another thing we are using to construct natural maps
when comparing derived functors. If R is a (say left) preadapted class, then we
know that the natural map Q : K−(R)! D−(A) is a localization by the quasi-
isomorphisms. This means that restriction along Q induces an equivalence

Q∗ : Fun(D−(A),C)! FunS(K−(R),C),

where FunS denotes the full subcategory of functors which send quasi-
isomorphisms in K−(R) to isomorphisms. By currying/product-hom adjunc-
tion, this also induces an equivalence

Fun(D−(A)× C,D)! FunS×1(K−(R)× C,D),

where the RHS denotes the full subcategory of bifunctors G for which G(−, C)
sends quasi-isomorphisms to isomorphisms for every C ∈ C. Therefore, to pro-
vide natural transformations between functors in the LHS, we can precompose
with Q and then provide natural transformations there.

The natural map (−)⊗L
OX

(−)! (−)⊗OX
(−) gives rise to a zig-zag of maps(

(−)⊗L
OX

(−)
)
x
! (−)x ⊗OX,x

(−)x  (−)x ⊗L
OX,x

(−)x

because regular tensor product commutes with stalks, all landing inD−(OX,x).
Now in the first variable, place a bounded above complex F• of flat sheaves.
The left hand map becomes an isomorphism because the same was true before
taking stalks. The RHS is an isomorphism because F•

x is a bounded above
complex of flat OX,x-modules. Therefore, as functors K−(R) × D−(OX) !
D−(OX,x), the LHS and RHS are isomorphic, so the same is true onD−(OX)×
D−(OX) by the remark above. We have shown:

Lemma 2.2.16 Let A,B ∈ D−(OX). For all x ∈ X, there is a canonical
identification

(A⊗L
OX

B)x = Ax ⊗L
OX,x

Bx

in D−(OX,x). In particular, for F ,G ∈ Mod(OX), the natural map

TorOX
n (F ,G)x ! TorOX,x

n (Fx,Gx)

for every x ∈ X and n ∈ Z.

Now we discuss derived pullback. Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of ringed
spaces. Consider the class R of flat OY -modules, which we already know
is preadapted. We claim it is adapted to the pullback functor f∗. If F• is
a bounded above acyclic complex of flat OX -modules, then apply f∗, and
consider the resulting sequence on stalks at a point x ∈ X:

· · ·! Fn−1
f(x) ⊗OY,f(x)

OX,x ! Fn
f(x) ⊗OY,f(x)

OX,x ! · · ·
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Since each Fn
f(x) is flat over OY,f(x) and the sequence is bounded above, the

sequence above is in fact exact (by a result early on in the discussion of derived
tensor product). Therefore f∗F• is an acyclic complex, and we deduce that R
is an adapted class, so the derived functor Lf∗ : D−(OY ) ! D−(OX) exists.
Here are the very basic properties:

Proposition 2.2.17 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of ringed spaces.

(a) If g : Y ! Z is a morphism of ringed spaces, the natural map

L(g ◦ f)∗ ! Lf∗ ◦ Lg∗

is an isomorphism of functors D−(OZ)! D−(OX).

(b) Let U ⊂ Y be an open subset, and f |f−1(U) denote the restricted morphism
f−1(U)! U . Then there is a canonical identification

Lf∗(A)|f−1(U) = L(f |f−1(U))
∗(A|U )

in D−(OX |f−1(U)) for A ∈ D−(OY ).

(c) For any A ∈ D−(OY ) and x ∈ X, the natural map

Lf∗(A)x ! Af(x) ⊗L
OY,f(x)

OX,x

is an isomorphism, where on the RHS we mean the derived functor of the
base change by OX,x defined previously.

(d) For any A,B ∈ D−(OY ), the natural map

Lf∗(A⊗L
OY

B)! Lf∗(A)⊗L
OX

Lf∗(B)

is an isomorphism.

Proof (a) If F is flat over OY , then f
∗F is flat over OX , because its stalk at x

is the base change Ff(x)⊗OY,f(x)
OX,x and flatness is stable under base change.

(b) This follows from the commutative diagram

f−1(U) U

X Y

f |f−1(U)

f

of ringed spaces, (a), and the fact that pulling back along an open inclusion is
just restriction.

(c) First of all, recall that we justified the notation on the RHS because the
restriction of scalars (which is exact) of the derived base change is indeed the
derived tensor product. The statement is derived functors of the composite in
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the commutative square:

Mod(OY ) Mod(OY,f(x))

Mod(OX) Mod(OX,x)

(−)f(x)

f∗ ⊗OY,f(x)
OX,x

(−)x

Taking stalks is exact, so the only thing to do is find a preadapted class on
Mod(OY ) whose stalks land in an adapted class for base change to OX,x, for
which we can take the flat OY -modules.

(d) We have maps

Lf∗(A⊗L
OY

B)! Lf∗(A⊗OY
B)! f∗(A⊗OY

B)

and maps

Lf∗(A)⊗L
OX

Lf∗(B)! f∗(A)⊗L
OX

f∗(B)! f∗(A)⊗OX
f∗(B),

all of which are natural in A and in B. The two RHS’s are naturally isomorphic
in A and B. If we take A and B to be bounded above complexes of flat
sheaves, then the first maps in the bottom and top row are isomorphisms. The
second in the top row is also an isomorphism because the tensor product of flat
sheaves is flat, and the second in the bottom row is an isomorphism because
the pullback of flat modules is flat. Thus we obtain a canonical isomorphism
on D−(OY )×D−(OY ). □

Remark 2.2.18 Let A ! B be a morphism in D(OX), and suppose that
Ax ! Bx is an isomorphism in D(OX,x) for every x ∈ X. Since taking stalks is
exact and termwise, this implies that Hn(A)! Hn(B) is a stalkwise isomor-
phism, and hence an isomorphism of sheaves. Thus A! B is an isomorphism.
Therefore we can often argue on stalks even in the derived category.

Remark 2.2.19 Let A ! B be a morphism in D+(OX), and suppose that
RΓ(U,A)! RΓ(U,B) is an isomorphism in D+(OX(X)) (or D+(OX(U)), or
even D+(Z)) for every open U ⊂ X. We claim A ! B is an isomorphism.
We may assume A = I•

1 and B = I•
2 are in K+(IOX

), and then since I•
2 is a

bounded below complex of injectives, the map I•
1 ! I•

2 comes from a chain
map. Then for each n, In

1 (U) ! In
2 (U) is an isomorphism for every U , so

I1 ∼−! I2 in K+(OX), which implies the result.

Note that for this result, we only need to check on all opens U in a basis for
X, because that is all we used in the last step of the proof. Moreover, it is of
course enough to show that Hn(U,A)! Hn(U,B) is an isomorphism for all n
and all U in a basis, because that implies the condition in the statement.

Remark 2.2.20 Let φ : O1 ! O2 be a morphism of sheaves of rings on X, so
that we get an associated morphism f : (X,O2) ! (X,O1) of ringed spaces.
We have already discussed the fact that f∗ is exact in this case and is just
restriction of scalars. Since f−1 = Id, f∗(F) = F ⊗O1 O2 is extension of
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scalars. Then we have a canonical identification f∗(F ⊗O1 O2) = F ⊗O1 O2,
where on the RHS we mean as O1-modules. Since f∗ is exact, this implies that
f∗Lf

∗(A) = A ⊗L
O1

O2, so we often write (−) ⊗L
O1

O2, for derived change of
scalars.

Now let f : X ! Y be a morphism, and observe that the functor f−1 is exact,
so descends to the derived categories. We may write f as the composite

(X,OX)! (X, f−1(OY ))! (Y,OY )

where the first map is induced by f−1OY ! OX , and the second is given on
spaces by f and the morphism of sheaves f−1OY ! f−1OY is the identity.
The second map is flat, so we are justified in writing

Lf∗(A) = f−1(A)⊗L
f−1OY

OX

according to the convention above.

A simple and practical example of a left derived functor is the closed-
embedding projection formula. Let i : Z ! X be a morphism of ringed spaces
which is a closed embedding on the underlying topological spaces. If F is a
sheaf on Z and G is a sheaf on Y , then since i∗(i∗F ⊗ G) = i∗i∗F ⊗ i∗G, the
counit map induces a morphism i∗(i∗F ⊗G)! F ⊗ i∗G, and thus a morphism
i∗F ⊗ G ! i∗

(
F ⊗ i∗G

)
by adjunction.

Consider the stalk at a point x /∈ i(Z): the RHS is 0, and the LHS is 0⊗G = 0.
On the other hand, if x = i(z), then the stalk at x on either side is

Fz ⊗OX,i(z)
Gi(z) ! Fz ⊗OZ,z

(
Gz ⊗OX,i(z)

OZ,z

)
,

which is an isomorphism. Thus the natural projection map is an isomorphism.
Since i∗ is exact, this likewise induces natural morphisms

i∗(A)⊗L
OX

B ! i∗A⊗OX
B ∼= i∗

(
A⊗OZ

i∗B
)
 i∗

(
A⊗L

OZ
Li∗B

)
.

If we replace B with a bounded above complex of flat modules, the left map
is an isomorphism, and i∗B is a bounded above complex of flat OZ-modules,
so the right-hand map is also an isomorphism. Thus we deduce the derived
projection formula:

Lemma 2.2.21 Let i : Z ! X be a closed topological embedding, and A ∈
D−(OZ), B ∈ D−(OX). Then the natural map

i∗A⊗L
OX

B ! i∗
(
A⊗L

OZ
Li∗B

)
is an isomorphism.

Because of this result, combined with the fact that hypercohomology is invari-
ant under pushing forward by closed embeddings, we often drop the i∗ and
just implicitly view an object A ∈ D−(OZ) as an object of D−(OX). It is sep-
arately also true that i∗ : D

−(OZ) ! D−(OX) is a fully faithful embedding,
but we won’t discuss this yet.
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Example 2.2.22 Since i∗ is exact, it commutes with cohomology (of com-
plexes), and so

Hp(i∗A⊗L
OX

B) = i∗H
p(A⊗L

OZ
Li∗B).

In particular, for sheaves F and G we have

TorOX
p (i∗F ,G) = i∗ TorOZ

p (F , Li∗G)

for all p. Now on the other hand, we have shown that i∗ actually commutes
with RΓ. So, suppose that A⊗L

OZ
Li∗B ∈ Db(OZ). Thus when we apply i∗ we

land in Db(OX), and therefore

RΓ(X, i∗A⊗L
OX

B) = RΓ(Z,A⊗L
OZ

Li∗B)

viewed in D+(OX(X)).

Example 2.2.23 Suppose i1 : Z1 ! X and i2 : Z2 ! X are two closed embed-
dings, and consider the structure sheaves i1,∗OZ1 and i2,∗OZ2 as sheaves on
X. In scheme theory, we often want to think of their derived tensor product as
a derived intersection product, which generalizes the fact that their ordinary
product is the structure sheaf of their scheme-theoretic intersection. Then the
projection formula shows that:

i1,∗OZ1 ⊗L
OX

i2,∗OZ2 = i1,∗
(
OZ1 ⊗L

OZ1
Li∗1i2,∗OZ2

)
= i1,∗

(
Li∗1i2,∗OZ2

)
= i2,∗

(
Li∗2i1,∗OZ1

)
In particular, we can compute the derived intersection by pulling back OZ2 to
Z1 or pulling back OZ1 to Z2, and we get the same answer.

For example, suppose Z1 and Z2 are effective divisors on a scheme X. Then
we have two term resolutions

i1,∗OZ1 ≃
[
OX(−Z1) ↪! OX

]
[1] i2,∗OZ2 ≃

[
OX(−Z2) ↪! OX

]
[1]

by line bundles, which are in particular flat resolutions. So we have a few
options for computing the derived intersection. If we replace both sides in the
definition by resolutions, then we will obtain a three term complex[

OX(−Z1 − Z2)! OX(Z1)⊕OX(Z2)! OX

]
[2]

by definition of the tensor product. This is most ideal if we need to compute
something like RHom or further pullback, because it is a complex of locally
frees. Alternatively, we can directly apply e.g. Li∗1 to this, which gives the
complex [

OX(−Z2)|Z1 ! OZ1

]
[1],

which is best suited for directly computing cohomology.

The most interesting statements usually arise from relating left and right
derived functors. This often happens through adjunctions. For example, let
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f : X ! Y be a morphism, then we have the standard adjunction f∗ ⊣ f∗.
Therefore, by our results on derived adjunctions, for A ∈ D−(OY ) and
B ∈ D+(OX) we have a canonical isomorphism

RHomOX
(Lf∗A,B) ∼= RHomOY

(A,Rf∗B)

in D+(OY (Y )), where the LHS is viewed via restriction of scalars along
OY (Y ) ! OX(X). We would like to generalize this statement to something
on the level of sheaves.

To do this, first consider the sheaf-level adjunction; given a morphism f : X !
Y , applying the sheaf adjunction to f−1(U) ! U and recalling the behav-
ior of pullback and pushforward with respect to this, we deduce a natural
isomorphism

HomOf−1(U)

(
f∗F|f−1(U),G|f−1(U)

) ∼−! HomOU

(
F|U , f∗G|U

)
.

This commutes with the restriction maps (i.e. is natural in U as well), so it
induces an isomorphism

f∗ HomOX

(
f∗F ,G

) ∼−! HomOY

(
F , f∗G

)
of OY -modules, by definition of the relevant objects, again natural in F and G.
By taking direct sums of both sides, this immediately generalizes to the case
where F• is in K−(OY ) and G• ∈ K+(OX). Now, we have natural morphisms

f∗ HomOX
(f∗F•,G•) HomOY

(F•, f∗G•)

Rf∗ HomOX
(f∗F•,G•) HomOY

(F•, Rf∗G•)

Rf∗ RHomOX
(f∗F•,G•) RHomOY

(F•, Rf∗G•)

Rf∗ RHomOX
(Lf∗F•,G•)

∼=

as functors K−(OY )×K+(OX)! D+(OY ). If we take G• to be a complex of
injectives, then the two upper-most maps on the left are isomorphisms, the first
one because HomOX

(−,G•) is flasque by Lemma 2.2.6. If we also take F• to
be a bounded above complex of flats, then Lf∗F• ! f∗F• is an isomorphism,
so the bottom map on the left is an isomorphism. Therefore, this induces a
natural map

Rf∗ RHomOX
(Lf∗A,B)! RHomOY

(A,Rf∗B) (∗)

in D+(OY ), natural in A ∈ D−(OY ) and B ∈ D+(OX). We note at this stage
that it does not obviously follow from the diagram that this is an isomor-
phism; a bounded above complex of flats in the first variable doesn’t necessarily
compute RHom, and it is not clear if the pushforward of a bounded below
complex of injectives (which is only a complex of flasques) computes RHom.
Yet nonetheless we still can prove the following theorem by indirect means:
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Proposition 2.2.24 For A ∈ D−(OY ) and B ∈ D+(OX), the map (∗) is an
isomorphism

Rf∗ RHomOX
(Lf∗A,B) ∼−! RHomOY

(A,Rf∗B)

in D+(OY ), natural in A and B.

Proof We are going to apply Remark 2.2.19, which allows us to check this after
applying RΓ(U,−) for every U ⊂ Y . But because of the properties we have
proven regarding the relation of pushforward and pullback with restriction,
doing this gives a map

RHomOf−1(U)
(Lg∗(A|U ), B|f−1(U))! RHomOU

(A|U , Rg∗(B|f−1(U)))

where g is the restricted map f−1(U)! U . This is the same map as the derived
adjunction applied to g, because both were defined using the adjunction g∗ ⊣
g∗, as one can check easily. □

We note that this is a nice example of using derived categories, because its
statement was not trivial after replacing with a complex of injectives or flats.
We also note that, because we have ignored unbounded derived categories,
the isomorphism is not induced by any unit or counit map, but instead we
describe it as the unique extension of the underived formula upon restricting
to injectives and flats.

Example 2.2.25 Let A = F be a sheaf, and take the map f to be the inclusion
x ↪! X of a point where the domain has structure sheaf OX,x. Then f

∗ is the
functor (−)x which is exact, and f∗ is the skyscraper sheaf functor, which is
also exact. So, both commute with cohomology, and since sheaf ext on a point
is just module ext, we get

f∗ Ext
p
OX,x

(Fx,M) = ExtpOX
(F , f∗M)

for any OX,x-moduleM , so ExtpOX,x
(Fx,M) = ExtpOX

(F , f∗M)x. In particular,
if F is internally projective, then Fx is projective for every x ∈ X. E.g. if F is
also of finite presentation and X is a locally ringed space, then F is a locally
free sheaf of finite rank. So, being internally projective is usually equivalent to
being a vector bundle.

Example 2.2.26 Let us record the fact from the example above that if we
denote the skyscraper sheaf functor by Skx, which descends to the derived
category, then

Skx RHomOX,x
(Ax, B) = RHomOX

(A, SkxB)

for B ∈ D+(OX,x) and A ∈ D−(OX). In particular, suppose A is itself of the
form SkxA for A ∈ D−(OX,x), then

Skx RHomOX,x
(A,B) = RHomOX

(SkxA, SkxB).
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As an aside, we note that the usual derived adjunction formula tells us that
RHomOX,x

(Ax, B) = RHomOX
(A, SkxB), which is an incarnation of the fact

that skyscraper sheaves are (clearly) flasque.

Remark 2.2.27 Let A be a bounded above complex of flats, and B a bounded
below complex of injectives. Now we can verify that

HomOY
(A, f∗B)! RHomOY

(A,Rf∗B)

is in fact an isomorphism. Indeed by Prop. 2.2.24, it suffices to check that

HomOY
(f∗A,B)! Rf∗ RHomOY

(Lf∗A,B)

is an isomorphism, which we already showed in this case.

For the last result in this section, let us show the easier proposition that
the tensor-hom adjunction derives well. Recall that from the adjunction, one
immediately proves

HomOX
(F1 ⊗OX

F2,F3) ∼= HomOX

(
F1,HomOX

(F2,F3)
)

Now suppose F•
1 ,F•

2 , and F•
3 are (arbitrary) complexes of OX -modules. Then

HomOX
(
⊕

p+q=n

Fp
1 ⊗OX

Fq
2 ,Fr

3 )
∼=

∏
p+q=n

HomOX
(Fp

1 ⊗OX
Fq

2 ,Fr
3 )

∼=
∏

p+q=n

HomOX

(
Fp

1 ,HomOX
(Fq

2 ,Fr
3 )
)
.

Now take the product over all n, and set r = n+m; thus we will get

Homm
OX

(F•
1 ⊗OX

F•
2 ,F•

3 )
∼=

∏
p,q

HomOX

(
Fp

1 ,HomOX
(Fq

2 ,F
p+q+m
3 )

)
∼=

∏
p

HomOX

(
Fp

1 ,Hom
p+m
OX

(F•
2 ,F•

3 )
)

∼= Homm
OX

(
F•

1 ,HomOX
(F•

2 ,F•
3 )
)
,

which gives a tensor-hom adjunction in the category Ch(OX). Now we bring
this to the derived category.

Proposition 2.2.28 Let X be a ringed space. There is a canonical isomor-
phism

RHomOX

(
A⊗L

OX
B,C

) ∼= RHomOX

(
A,RHomOX

(B,C)
)

in D+(OX) natural in A,B ∈ D−(OX) and C ∈ D+(OX).

Proof We will do this more quickly than the previous results. Choosing rep-
resentatives, the natural maps A ⊗L

OX
B ! A ⊗OX

B and the natural maps
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from Hom to RHom, induce maps

HomOX
(A⊗OX

B,C)! RHomOX

(
A⊗L

OX
B,C

)
and

HomOX

(
A,HomOX

(B,C)
)
! RHomOX

(
A,RHomOX

(B,C)
)
.

By the result in Ch(OX), the two LHS’s are identified. Now, take B to be a
bounded above complex of flat OX -modules, and C to be a bounded below
complex of injectives. Then the top map is an isomorphism. Moreover, by
Lemma 2.2.6(d), each HomOX

(B,C) is a bounded below complex of injectives,
so the bottom map is an isomorphism too. □

In particular, under the same assumptions for A,B,C, we have

RHomOX

(
A⊗L

OX
B,C

) ∼= RHomOX

(
A,RHomOX

(B,C)
)
.

This is a result that we already knew if B ∈ Mod(OX), so this is a direct
generalization of that.

2.2.2 Appendix: Cohomology of a Noetherian space

The goal of this short section is to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 2.2.29 Let X be a ringed space whose underlying space is Noethe-
rian, and suppose dim(X) = d. Then Hp(X,F) = 0 for all p > d and
F ∈ Mod(OX).

Corollary 2.2.30 Let X be a Noetherian ringed space of dimension d.

(a) For A ∈ D[a,b](OX), RΓ(X,A) ∈ D[a,b+d](OX(X)). In particular RΓ
restricts to a functor Db(OX)! Db(OX(X)).

(b) Suppose f : X ! Y is a morphism. For A ∈ D[a,b](OX), Rf∗A ∈
D[a,b+d](OX). In particular Rf∗ restricts to a functor Db(OX) !
Db(OY ).

Proof (a) is a special case of (b). For each F , Rpf∗(F) is the sheafification of
U 7! Hp(f−1(U),F), which for p > d is zero since f−1(U) is a Noetherian
space of dimension ≤ d. Thus the result follows from Example 1.2.29. □

The proof of the main result is by some trickery. First, to simplify notation, we
may assume that OX = Z, so that all sheaves considered are abelian (because
cohomology commutes with change of ring). Thus all sheaves and ringed spaces
in this section are considered abelian. Also, the number in the theorem (namely
dim(X)) is definitely achieved, as e.g. the example of Pn will show.

For this section, we will use the following special notation: for an open set
U ⊂ X, we write ZU := j!Z where j : U ↪! X. If F is an abelian sheaf and {si}
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is a collection of local sections with si ∈ F(Ui), we say that F is generated by
{si} if the induced map ⊕

i

ZUi
! F ! 0

is surjective. Warning: a sheaf generated by finitely many local sections need
not be of finite type (e.g. ZU itself has support U , so on a connected space it
can’t be of finite type).

But, what is true is that every sheaf F is a filtered colimit of sheaves gen-
erated by finitely many sections. Indeed, let {Fα} be the collection of all
subsheaves generated by finitely many sections of F , considered as a filtered
system with inclusion maps. Then the natural map lim−!α

Fα ! F is an iso-
morphism. Indeed, it’s injective, and surjectivity can be checked on stalks; but
this is clear because a local section s ∈ F(U) generates a subsheaf of F which
is generated by finitely many sections.

The main lemma which actually does real ‘work’ is somehow the following
simple one. We will explain how to prove the theorem after stating the lemma,
and then prove the lemma at the end.

Lemma 2.2.31 Let X be an irreducible Noetherian space and F ⊂ Z an
abelian subsheaf generated by finitely many local sections. Then there is a
filtration

0 = F0 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fn = F
such that for 0 < i ≤ n, there are open sets U, V ⊂ X and an exact sequence
of the form 0! ZU ! ZV ! Fi/Fi−1 ! 0.

Intuitively, this lemma says that we can finitely filter the sheaf F so that the
filtration quotients are generated by one local section with one local relation.
As mentioned, let’s prove the main theorem. The main trick we’ll apply aside
from the lemma and the previous remark is that for a Noetherian space, as we
showed, cohomology over all opens commutes with filtered colimits of sheaves.

Proof (Thm. 2.2.29) The proof is a sequence of a bunch of reductions. We
prove by induction on d that if dim(X) ≤ d, then all sheaves F satisfy
Hp(X,F) = 0 for p > d.

1. We may assume X is irreducible. Indeed, induct on the (finite) number of
components and assume the base case is done. Let X1 ∪ · · · ∪Xk = X be
the components and write U = X\X1, then we have the extension-by-zero
sequence

0! jU , !F|U ! F ! iX1,∗F|X1 ! 0.
Then jU,!F|U is supported in U ⊂ X2∪· · ·∪Xk and iX1,∗F|Z is supported
in X1, so both are pushed forward from a Noetherian space of lower or
equal dimension, and with strictly fewer irreducible components.

2. Now if dim(X) = 0, then since X is irreducible it is the only nonempty
closed set: if there were another one Z, then it would contain some
nonempty irreducible component Z1, and then Z1 ⊂ X would contradict
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dimension 0 unless Z = ∅. But then X has only one nonempty open, so
every sheaf on X is flasque.

3. For the remainder of the proof, assume X is irreducible and d > 0. Since
cohomology commutes with filtered colimits, we may assume F is gen-
erated by finitely many local sections, say {s1, . . . , sk}. If we let G ⊂ F
be the subsheaf generated by s1, . . . , sk−1, then in the exact sequence
0 ! G ! F ! F/G ! 0 the left and right sheaves are generated by
strictly fewer than k local sections. Thus inductively we may assume F
is generated by one local section.

4. We claim that we can actually assume that F is of the form ZV . Indeed,
by (3) there is an exact sequence 0 ! G ! ZU ! F ! 0 for some open
set U ⊂ X, so under such an assumption Hp(X,F) ∼−! Hp+1(X,G) for
p > d, and hence by replacing F with G we may assume F ⊂ ZU ⊂ Z.
Once again by writing F as a filtered colimit of its subsheaves generated
by finitely many sections, we may assume F ⊂ Z is generated by finitely
many sections. Thus we have a filtration 0 ⊂ F1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fn = F where
the lemma and claimed assumption show that Hp(X,Fi/Fi−1) = 0 for
p > d. Thus the sequence 0 ! Fi−1 ! Fi ! Fi/Fi−1 ! 0 shows
inductively that Hp(X,Fi, ) = 0 for p > d, which includes the result.

5. Thus, let V ⊂ X be a nonempty open and consider the extension-by-zero
sequence 0 ! ZV ! Z ! G ! 0 where G is supported on the closed
subset X\V . Since X is irreducible, and V is nonempty, dim(X\V ) ≤ d−
1, and henceHp(X,G) = 0 for p ≥ d. Thus,Hp(X,ZV )

∼−! Hp(X,Z) = 0
for p > d, however Z is flasque because every open set of X is irreducible
and hence connected.

This proves the induction step as desired. □

We will see a few arguments of this form in the sequel, where we argue by var-
ious inductions and sub-inductions, and keep reducing cohomology statements
via exact sequences until we get to something trivial. Finally, the lemma:

Proof (of Lemma 2.2.31) Since X is irreducible, F(U) ⊂ Z for all U , so F
is generated by (U1, n1), . . . , (Uk, nk), where we may assume ni > 0 for all i.
Note that for any subcollection {(Ui, ni) : i ∈ I} of these generators, F(

⋂
i Ui)

contains the ideal (ni : i ∈ I) = (d) where d = gcd(ni : i ∈ I); so by adding
all such opens and gcds over all I ⊂ {1, . . . , k}, we may assume that for each
x ∈ X, gcd(ni : i ∈ {i : x ∈ Ui}) is attained by some (Ui, ni) containing x.

Let F0 = 0 and for each n let Fn be generated by {(Ui, ni) : ni ≤ n}. Thus we
get an ascending filtration as in the lemma statement which ends at F . Write
U≤n =

⋃
i,ni≤n Ui, and note that

(Fn)x = (ni : {i ≤ n : x ∈ Ui}) = gcd(ni : {i ≤ n : x ∈ Ui})Z.

(Fn)x = (Fn−1)x = 0 if x /∈ U≤n, and (Fn)x = (Fn−1)x if x ∈ U≤n−1, because
in the latter case the gcd already occurs as a generator at x with value ≤ n−1.
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In the remaining case (Fn)x = nZ but (Fn−1)x = 0. Thus, the section n over
U≤n generates Fn/Fn−1, and the kernel of ZU≤n ! Fn/Fn−1 ! 0 is exactly
the subsheaf ZU≤n−1

. □
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2.2.3 Pseudocoherent and perfect complexes

In this section, we start to focus on more advanced notions regarding the
derived category D(OX) where X is a ringed space. Pseudocoherent objects of
the derived category will be a generalization of finitely presented OX -modules,
and perfect objects will be a generalization of finite locally free OX -modules. In
practice, pseudocoherence will not be very different from a finite type assump-
tion because we mostly care about Noetherian schemes. Perfect complexes will
not be very different from bounded complexes of vector bundles.

Before moving forward, let us also make the following convention: so far
D+, D− and Db have referred to the localizations of the respective homotopy
categories. We now will use these to refer to the essential images of these
subcategories inD(OX). In other words, these are the subcategories with coho-
mology bounded below, above, or in both directions. Indeed, one direction is
clear, and for the other observe that the map from/to the smart truncation
τ will be a quasi-isomorphism. We may also use the notation D[a,b](OX) for
objects whose cohomology is concentrated in the interval [a, b]. We want to
start to view the derived category D(OX) more abstractly, and think of its
objects as more than just complexes. So, we use letters A,B ∈ D(OX) when
talking abstractly about its objects, and F•,G• ∈ K(OX) when thinking about
chain complexes of OX -modules.

Here are the major definitions of this section.

Definition 2.2.32 An OX -module E is strictly perfect if it is a direct sum-
mand of a finite free OX -module. An object E• ∈ Ch(OX) is strictly perfect if
it is bounded, and En is strictly perfect for all n ∈ Z.

Definition 2.2.33 Let X be a ringed space.

1. A complex F• ∈ K(OX) is perfect if there is an open cover {Ui} of X such
that for each i, there exists a quasi-isomorphism E• ! F|Ui in Ch(OUi)
such that E is strictly perfect.

2. An object A ∈ D(OX) is perfect if it is represented by a perfect com-
plex. We denote by Perf∗(OX) ⊂ D∗(OX) the full subcategory of perfect
objects.

Definition 2.2.34 Let X be a ringed space and n ∈ Z.

1. A complex F• ∈ K(OX) is n-pseudocoherent if there is an open cover
{Ui} of X such that for each i, there exists a morphism E• ! F|Ui in
Ch(OX) with E strictly perfect, such that Hp(E•) ! Hp(F•|Ui) is an
isomorphism for j > m and an epimorphism for j = m.

2. A complex F• ∈ K(OX) is (−∞)-pseudocoherent, or just pseudocoherent,
if it is n-pseudocoherent for all n ∈ Z.

3. An object A ∈ D(OX) is n-pseudocoherent if it is represented by an
n-pseudocoherent complex for n ∈ [−∞,∞).
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Remark 2.2.35 Here are some basic observations about these definitions. First,
a strictly perfect sheaf is clearly finitely presented, and thus over a locally
ringed space it is finite locally free. In that case, it doesn’t change anything if
we define perfectness and pseudocoherence using finite free sheaves, or finite
locally free sheaves. Second, if X is quasicompact, then a perfect object A is
in Db(OX), because there is a finite open cover {Ui} such that Hp(A)|Ui = 0
for p ≫ 0 and p ≪ 0. Similarly, if X is quasicompact then a pseudocoherent
object A is in D−(OX).

Here are the basic properties of strictly perfect complexes.

Lemma 2.2.36 Let X be a ringed space.

1. If ϕ : E•
1 ! E•

2 is a morphism of strictly perfect complexes, then Cone(ϕ)
is a strictly perfect complex.

2. If E•
1 , E•

2 are strictly perfect complexes, then E•
1 ⊗ E•

2 is strictly perfect.

3. If f : X ! Y is a morphism of ringed spaces and E• is strictly perfect
on Y , then f∗E• is strictly perfect on X. In particular if E• is strictly
perfect, then E•|U is strictly perfect for any U ⊂ X.

4. A strictly perfect complex is a bounded complex of internally pro-
jective sheaves. In particular, if E• is perfect, then the natural map
HomOX

(E•,−)! RHomOX
(E•,−) is an isomorphism in D(OX).

Proof It is clear from the definition that the direct sum of two strictly perfect
OX -modules is strictly perfect. Therefore (1) is trivial. This also reduces (2) to
showing that if F ,G are strictly perfect then F ⊗G is. Indeed if F ⊕F ′ = On

X

and G⊕G′ = Om
X , then taking the tensor product of both sides and distributing

has one summand as F⊗G, and on the RHS we have Omn
X . (3) is clear because

f∗ takes On
Y to On

X , and preserves direct sums. For (4), note that if F ⊕F ′ is
finite free, then Extp(F ,−)⊕ Extp(F ′,−) = 0 for p > 0. □

Next we have some results that we aim to apply to the strictly perfect case,
but we can prove in more generality about internally projective objects.

Lemma 2.2.37 Let ϕ : E• ! F• be a morphism of complexes with E• a
bounded above complex of internally projective objects. Assume we’re in one
of the following situations:

(a) a ∈ Z is such that Ep = 0 for p < a, and Hp(F•) = 0 for p ≥ a.

(b) E• is bounded, and F• is acyclic.

(c) F• is acyclic and bounded below.

Then there is an open cover {Ui} of X such that ϕ|Ui is nullhomotopic.

Proof We claim that in any of the cases, H0HomOX
(E•,F•) = 0. For cases (b)

and (c), we showed this in Example 2.2.9. For (a), just use the same spectral
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sequence of Example 2.2.9 slightly more carefully, which converges as expected
because E• is bounded.

Now, observe that H0HomOX
(E•,F•) is the sheafification of the presheaf

U 7! H0 HomOU
(E•|U ,F•|U ) = HomK(OU )(E•|U ,F•|U ),

so the fact that this is zero means that every global section of this presheaf is
zero on an open cover. □

Corollary 2.2.38 Let E• be a bounded complex of internally projective objects
and F• a complex.

1. Suppose E• ∈ K[a,∞)(OX), and let ϕ : G• ! F• be a morphism of com-
plexes for which Hp(ϕ) is an isomorphism for p > a, and an epimorphism
for p = a. Then for any map α : E• ! F•, there is an open cover {Ui}
of X and maps βi : E•|U ! G•|U such that ϕ|Uβi = α in K(OU ).

2. For any α ∈ HomD(OX)(E•,F•), there exists an open cover {Ui} of X
such that α|Ui is given by a morphism of complexes E•|Ui ! F•|Ui .

3. If α : E• ! F• is a morphism of complexes which becomes 0 in D(OX),
then it is locally nullhomotopic.

Proof (1) The distinguished triangle G• ! F• ! Cone(ϕ)! G•[1] shows that
Hp(Cone(ϕ)) = 0 for p ≥ a. This also induces an exact sequence

HomK(OX)(E•|U ,G•|U )! HomK(E•|U ,F•|U )! HomK(E•|U ,Cone(ϕ)|U )

because restriction is exact. By the lemma part (a), the composite map E• !
Cone(ϕ) is locally 0, so on any such open cover, the exact sequence says that
we can lift it to a map E•|U ! G•|U .

(2) Write α as a roof E• ! G• q
 − F• where q is a qis. Applying (1) to q, we

can locally lift against q to get E•|U ! F•|U making the diagram commute,
which is therefore a representative for α.

(3) A map becomes zero iff there is a roof E• ! G• q
 − F• with the first map

being zero, commuting with α. Again by (a) we can locally lift against q, which
means that α has to locally be 0. □

Now we are going to apply these results to m-pseudocoherent and perfect
complexes. We’ll first focus on m-pseudocoherence. First of all, as we have
already explained, the condition in the definition of m-pseudocoherent on the
map E• ! F|U is equivalent to the cone having no cohomology in degrees
≥ m. We’ll use this all the time.

Lemma 2.2.39 Let X be a ringed space and E ∈ D(OX).

(a) Suppose that for each U in an open cover of X, there is a strictly per-
fect complex E• ∈ K(OU ) and a morphism E• ! E|U whose cone
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is in D<m(OU ). Then E is m-pseudocoherent. Moreover, any complex
representing E is m-pseudocoherent.

(b) Suppose that for each U in an open cover of X, there is a strictly perfect
complex E• ∈ K(OU ) such that E|U is isomorphic in D(OU ) to E•. Then
E is perfect. Moreover, any complex representing E is perfect.

Proof In either case, choose a representative F• for E, and consider the tri-
angle E• ! F•|U in D(OU ). It suffices to show that F• is m-pseudocoherent
or perfect. By Cor. 2.2.38, we may shrink U and assume E• ! F•|U is repre-
sented by a morphism of complexes, with the same hypothesis that either the
cone is in D<m(OU ) or it is 0. This is the definition of m-pseudocoherent or
perfect, and the representative was arbitrary. □

Next, there are some obvious properties of pseudocoherence which we write
down.

Lemma 2.2.40 Let X be a ringed space and E ∈ D(OX).

(a) If E is m-pseudocoherent, then it is k-pseudocoherent for all k ≥ m.

(b) If E is m-pseudocoherent, then E[n] is (m− n)-pseudocoherent.

(c) If E ∈ D<m(OX), then E is m-pseudocoherent.

(d) If E is perfect, then it is pseudocoherent.

Proof (a) and (d) are by definition. (b) Locally E•[n] ! E|U [n] ! C[n] !
has C[n] ∈ D<m−n since C ∈ D<m. (c) The triangle 0 ! E ! E ! 0 has
E ∈ D<m. □

Remark 2.2.41 In the following discussion, we will use the following facts (that
we have essentially already discussed) often. First, a left derived functor LF (in
the presence of an adapted class) sends D≤m(A)! D≤m(B). The proof is that
if we choose a representative in K≤m(A), then we can choose the resolution in
the adapted class to be in K≤m as well. Next, specializing to Mod(OX), the
derived tensor product and RHom preserve the following categories.

(−)⊗L
OX

(−) : D≤a(OX)×D≤b(OX)! D≤a+b(OX).

Indeed, we can choose a bounded above complex of flats in K≤a(OX) for the
first variable, and a representative in K≤b for the second, then the tensor
product lands in K≤a+b. Similarly,

RHom : D≤a(OX)op ×D≥b(OX)! D−a+b(OX),

because choosing a bounded below complex of injectives in K≥b(OX) for the
second variable and a representative in K≤a for the first, anym > b−a satisfies
either p > a or p < m+ b.
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Lemma 2.2.42 Let A ! B ! C ! A[1] be a distinguished triangle in
D(OX).

(a) If A is (m + 1)-pseudocoherent and B is m-pseudocoherent, then C is
m-pseudocoherent.

(b) If A and C are m-pseudocoherent, then B is m-pseudocoherent.

(c) If B is m-pseudocoherent and C is (m − 1)-pseudocoherent, then A is
m-pseudocoherent.

In particular, if any two of A, B, and C are pseudocoherent, then the third is
pseudocoherent as well.

Proof The conclusion follows immediately from the three statements, and
observe that (b) and (c) follow from (a) by rotation and the fact that A[1] is
m-pseudocoherent iff A is (m+ 1)-pseudocoherent.

For (a), fix x ∈ X so that on a nbhd U we have maps as in the solid part of
the following diagram:

F• G• H• F•[1]

A|U B|U C|U A|U [1]

So, here F•,G• are strictly perfect, and the maps to A|U and B|U preserve
cohomology in degrees above (m+ 1) and m respectively, and are surjections
on those degrees. By throwing out lower degree terms we may assume F• ∈
K≥m+1. Now represent B by a complex (but we use the same letter).

By further shrinking U , we may assume that the composite F• ! B|U is
represented by a morphism of complexes (Cor. 2.2.38(2)). Likewise, we may
assume that G• ! B|U is represented by a morphism of complexes by shrinking
again. By the condition on G• ! B|U , the composite F• ! B|U lifts to a map
F 99K G by again shrinking U , by Cor. 2.2.38(1).

By the triangulated structure, this data can be completed to a morphism of
triangles as shown in the diagram, where H• is strictly perfect as a cone of
morphisms of strictly perfect complexes. Now consider the diagram of long
exact sequences: the epimorphism 4-lemma shows that Hm(H•)! Hm(C|U )
is surjective, and the 5-lemma shows that Hp(H•) ! Hp(C|U ) is an isomor-
phism for p > m. □

This is a useful lemma because often we will try to prove things by inducting
along smart truncation triangles. Also, note that in particular, the pseudoco-
herent complexes form a full triangulated subcategory of D(OX). The same is
true for Perf∗(OX), though this is much easier; we reduce immediately to the
case of strictly perfect complexes, and we already know they are closed under
cones. Here is one application:
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Lemma 2.2.43 For m ≤ 0, an OX-module F is m-pseudocoherent if and
only if for each point there is a nbhd U and an exact sequence

Onm

U ! Onm+1

U ! · · ·! On−1

U ! On0

U ! F|U ! 0

of finite free modules.

Proof Since a finite free module is strictly perfect, such a local resolution
implies m-pseudocoherence. We remark that the only reason this isn’t trivial
is because we may not be in the locally ringed case. Conversely, note that if
F is 0-pseudocoherent then it admits a surjection from a strictly perfect (so
finite type) module, hence is finite type. So 0-pseudocoherent is equivalent to
finite type.

To complete the proof, suppose that there is a resolution as in the lemma
statement of length m, and assume F is (m−1)-pseudocoherent. Split up into
short exact sequences

0! Gi−1 ! Oni

U ! Gi ! 0

where G0 = F|U . It suffices to show that Gm−1 is finite type, i.e. 0-
pseudocoherent. Each sequence corresponds to a triangle in D(OX), each
Oni

U is (−∞)-pseudocoherent, and G0 is (m − 1)-pseudocoherent. Thus G1 is
m-pseudocoherent, G2 is (m + 1)-pseudocoherent, and so on, so Gm−1 is 0-
pseudocoherent. □

So, in particular, for modules 0-pseudocoherent is finite type, and (−1)-
pseudocoherent is finite presentation.

Example 2.2.44 Let A ∈ D≤a(OX) be m-pseudocoherent with m ≤ a. Then
in fact Ha(A) is of finite type. Indeed, by assumption τ≤aA = A, so we have
an exact triangle

τ<aA! A! Ha(A)[−a]! τ<aA[1].

Since m ≤ a, A is a-pseudocoherent, and so is τ<aA, thus H
a(A)[−a] is a-

pseudocoherent, so Ha(A) is 0-pseudocoherent.

Proposition 2.2.45 Let A ∈ D≤a(OX) and B ∈ D≤b(OX).

(a) If A and B are perfect, then A⊗L
OX

B is perfect.

(b) If A is m-pseudocoherent and B is n-pseudocoherent, then A ⊗L
OX

B is
max(a+ n, b+m)-pseudocoherent.

(c) Now let f : X ! Y be a morphism of ringed spaces and A ∈ D−(OY ). If
A is m-pseudocoherent (resp. perfect), then Lf∗(A) is m-pseudocoherent
(resp. perfect).

Proof For (a), we may choose U in an open cover so that A|U and B|U are
isomorphic in D(OX) to strictly perfect complexes. Then by locality of tensor
product, flatness of strictly perfect complexes, and the fact that strictly perfect
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complexes are preserved under tensor product (Lemma 2.2.36), we are done.
For (c) in the perfect case, the same thing works as f∗ preserves strictly perfect
complexes.

For (c) in the m-pseudocoherent case, let F• be strictly perfect on U so that
we have a triangle F• ! A|U ! C ! F•[1] with C ∈ D<m(OU ). Applying
Lf∗ gives the distinguished triangle

f∗F• ! Lf∗(A)|U ! Lf∗C !

and we conclude because f∗F• is strictly perfect on f−1(U), Lf∗(C) ∈
D<m(Of−1(U)).

Now do (b): we’ll suppress open sets. We may also assume that n ≤ b; if not,
then a + n > a + b, and since A ⊗L

OX
B ∈ D≤a+b, it is automatically (a + n)

(hence max(a+n, b+m))-pseudocoherent. Locally onX, we have distinguished
triangles E•

1 ! B ! C1 ! and E•
2 ! A ! C2 ! with E•

1 and E•
2 strictly

perfect, and C1 ∈ D<m, C2 ∈ D<n. Since n ≤ b, C2 ∈ D<b, so E•
2 ∈ D≤b.

By exactness of ⊗L, we get three distinguished triangles:

E•
1 ⊗L

OX
E•
2 ! A⊗L

OX
E•
2 ! C1 ⊗L

OX
E•
2 !

A⊗L
OX

E•
2 ! A⊗L

OX
B ! A⊗L

OX
C2 !

E•
1 ⊗L

OX
E•
2 ! A⊗L

OX
B ! C3 !

Here, C1 ⊗L
OX

E•
2 ∈ D<m+b and A ⊗L

OX
C2 ∈ D<a+n, so both are in

D<max(a+n,m+b). By the octahedral axiom, there is a distinguished triangle

C1 ⊗L
OX

E•
2 ! C3 ! A⊗L

OX
C2 !,

so C3 ∈ D<max(a+n,m+b). But E•
1 ⊗L

OX
E•
2 = E•

1 ⊗ E•
2 is strictly perfect by

Lemma 2.2.36, so we are done. □

Now let us prove a lemma which will be the key method in which we actually
use pseudocoherent and perfect objects of the derived category.

Lemma 2.2.46 Let F•,G•,H• ∈ Ch(OY ), and let f : X ! Y be a morphism
of ringed spaces.

(a) There are canonical natural maps

ev : HomOY
(F•,G•)⊗F• ! G•

HomOY
(F•,G•)⊗H• ! HomOY

(F•,G• ⊗H•)

F• ⊗H• ! Hom
(
Hom(F ,OY ),H

)
f∗HomOY

(F•,G•)! HomOX
(f∗F•, f∗G•)

all induced by the relevant adjunctions.
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(b) If G•
(−) is a complex of filtered diagrams of sheaves, then there is a

canonical map

lim−!
i∈I

HomOY
(F•,G•

i )! HomOY
(F•, lim−!

i∈I

G•
i )

where on either side we mean the termwise filtered colimit.

(c) Assume that F• is a bounded complex of finitely presented modules. Then
the map of (b) is an isomorphism. If H• is a complex of flat sheaves, then
second map of (a) is an isomorphism. If f is a flat morphism, then the
fourth map of (a) is an isomorphism. In particular, the canonical map

HomOY
(F•,G•)y ! HomOY,y

(F•
y ,G•

y)

is an isomorphism for all y ∈ Y .

(d) If F• is strictly perfect, the second, third, and fourth maps of (a) are
isomorphisms. In particular, F• is dualizable, meaning that the natural
map

F• ! Hom
(
Hom(F•,OY ),OY

)
is an isomorphism.

(e) If F• is bounded, and H• is strictly perfect, then the second map of (a)
is an isomorphism.

Proof (a) Recall that we have already shown the internal tensor hom adjunc-
tion for complexes. The external version of this (i.e. the actual adjunction) is
obtained by taking zero-cycles. The counit of this adjunction is the first map
(and it is also natural in F•). Now take the first map and tensor both sides
with H•. Then the tensor-hom adjunction produces the second map. For the
third map, we have a natural map

HomOX
(F•,G•)! HomOX

(F•, f∗f
∗G•) ∼= f∗HomOX

(f∗F•, f∗G•)

where the first one is induced by the unit map G• ! f∗f
∗G• of the standard

pull-push adjunction on complexes. Therefore by the same adjunction this
corresponds to the desired map. (b) just follows from the universal property
applied termwise.

(c-e) Let us first prove all of these statements in the case of single sheaves,
and then we’ll generalize this to complexes. Throughout, note that if we have
a natural transformation α of additive functors and αF⊕G is an isomorphism,
then αF is an isomorphism. This is because e.g. we can consider the kernel and
cokernel. Therefore, to prove the strictly perfect case for sheaves we usually
only need to consider the finite free case.

First, consider the natural map

Hom(F ,G)⊗H! Hom(F ,G ⊗H).

If F ∼= On
Y , then this reduces to Gn⊗H! (G⊗H)n which is an isomorphism.

Hence this works if F is strictly perfect too. Likewise, if H ∼= On
Y , then the
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map reduces to Hom(F ,G)n TorHom(F ,Gn) which is also an isomorphism. So
we’re done if H is strictly perfect as well. Finally, let F be finitely presented
andH be flat. Since the question is local, we may assume there is a presentation
On

X ! Om
X ! F ! 0, then we obtain a commutative diagram:

0 Hom(F ,G)⊗H Gm ⊗H Gn ⊗H

0 Hom(F ,G ⊗H) (G ⊗H)m (G ⊗H)n

∼= ∼=

The two right-hand maps are isomorphisms because tensor products commute
with sums, so the left-hand one is.

Next consider the single sheaf case of the fourth map of (a). If F ∼= On
Y , then

this becomes the map f∗(Gn)! (f∗G)n. This proves the statement when F is
strictly perfect. Now assume f is flat and F is finitely presented. Just as above,
we may assume that we have On

Y ! Om
Y ! F ! 0, and then applying either

f∗ Hom(−,G•) or Hom(f∗(−), f∗G) preserves exactness by flatness and gives
the result by the finite free case. In particular, if we take f = {y} ↪! Y , which
is flat because taking stalks is exact, we get that Hom(F ,G)y = Hom(Fx,Gx)
when F is finitely presented.

This last fact proves that (b) is an isomorphism in the case of sheaves with
F finitely presented, because stalks commute with filtered colimits of sheaves,
so we are reduced to the case of rings. But we have shown previously that
finitely presented modules over a ring are compact. Note that this implies that
Hom(F ,−) commutes with arbitrary direct sums if F is finitely presented.

Finally, consider the third map of (a) in the sheaf case and assume F is finite
free. Then it is just the map

Hn ! Hom(On
Y ,H) = Hom(OY ,H)n

which is an isomorphism. Thus the isomorphism holds in the strictly perfect
case, which completes all proofs in the case of individual sheaves.

It remains to reduce all claims to the sheaf case. Let’s start with the sec-
ond map of (a), and note that in all cases we are assuming F• is bounded,
so the products in the hom complexes become sums. Consider the chain of
isomorphisms:(

HomOY
(F•,G•)⊗H•)n ∼=

⊕
p

Homp
OY

(F•,G•)⊗Hn−p

∼=
⊕
r,p

Hom(Fr,Gr+p)⊗Hn−p

∼=
⊕
r,p

Hom(Fr,Gr+p ⊗Hn−p)

∼=
⊕
r

Hom(Fr,
⊕
p

Gr+p ⊗Hn−p)
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=
⊕
r

Hom(Fr, (G• ⊗H•)r+n)

= Homn
OY

(F•, G• ⊗H•).

Here, in any of the three cases we are considering, the third step follows from
the individual sheaf case. Now the fourth step: in two of the cases, Fr is
finitely presented, so Hom(Fr,−) preserves arbitrary sums as explained. In
the remaining case, H• is bounded, so there are only finitely many p for which
Gr+p ⊗Hn−p is nonzero.

Next consider the fourth map of (a). Again in the cases we consider, F• is
bounded so the products turn into sums, and f∗ commutes with sums. So
termwise, we have

f∗Homn(F•,G•) =
⊕
p

f∗ Hom(Fp,Gn+p)

∼=
⊕
p

Hom(f∗Fp, f∗Gn+p)

∼= Homn(f∗F•, f∗G•),

as desired, by the sheaf cases. The stalkwise consequence follows by taking f
to be the inclusion of a point, as before.

For the map of (b), note that we reduce immediately to the sheaf case because
finite direct sums commute with filtered colimits, so the Hom complex doesn’t
affect anything. All that remains is the third map of (a) when F• is strictly
perfect. Indeed,(

F• ⊗H•)n =
⊕
p

Fp ⊗Hn−p

∼=
⊕
p

Hom(Hom(Fp,OY ),Hn−p)

=
⊕
p

Hom(Hom−p(F•,OY ),Hn−p)

=
⊕
p

Hom(Homp(F•,OY ),Hn+p)

= Homn(Hom(F•,OY ),H•),

as desired, where in the fourth step we just replaced p with −p. □

It is a good moment to quickly discuss the relationship between some of the
conditions on sheaves we have been discussing. The upshot is that, in the
algebro-geometric setting, considering objects which are locally isomorphic in
the derived category to bounded complexes of finite locally free sheaves is
really the most general nice situation we can get for computing RHom in the
first variable. Thus, hereafter, we will forget about the notion of internally
projective sheaves.
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Proposition 2.2.47 Let X be a ringed space and F an OX-module. We
have the following implications: F locally strictly perfect =⇒ F internally
projective =⇒ F stalkwise projective =⇒ F flat. Moreover:

(a) If F is of finite type, then the first implication may be reversed.

(b) If F is of finite presentation, then the second and third implications may
be reversed as well.

Now suppose X is a locally ringed space. Then F finite locally free ⇐⇒ F
locally strictly perfect. Moreover:

(a) If F is of finite type, then F stalkwise projective implies F stalkwise free.

(b) If F is of finite presentation, then F flat implies F locally free, i.e. all
assertions are equivalent.

Proof In the first part, we have proven all of the starting implications. If F is
finite type and internally projective, then we can find a surjection On

U ! F !
0 and thus an exact sequence

HomOU
(F|U ,On

U )! HomOU
(F|U ,F|U )! 0.

Thus by further restricting U we can lift the identity section, which gives a local
splitting. Next, suppose F is of finite presentation. Then sinceHom(F , (−))x ∼=
HomOX,x

(Fx, (−)x), the RHS being an exact functor for all x implies that
Hom(F ,−) is an exact functor. If F is flat and finitely presented, then the
same is true of Fx over OX,x for each x, which implies that Fx is projective.

Now let X be locally ringed. If F is finite locally free, then clearly it is locally
strictly perfect. Since being locally strictly perfect implies being of finite pre-
sentation, proving (b) will prove the other direction. Note that (a) holds
because Fx is a finite projective module over a local ring for each x. For (b),
we may assume F is stalkwise free.

Fix x ∈ X; choose a basis for Fx over OX,x, then by finiteness we can lift
this to a map On

U ! F|U whose stalk at x is an isomorphism. Considering
the cokernel On

U ! F|U ! G ! 0, G is of finite type so its support is closed,
and Gx = 0, so by shrinking U we may assume On

U ! F|U ! 0 is surjective.
Consider the kernel K, which is of finite type since F is of finite presentation,
hence its support is closed. Again Kx = 0, so by shrinking U again On

U ! F|U
becomes an isomorphism. □

Now we come to some applications of pseudocoherence and perfectness to
derived notions. We will not do things in full generality right now, and instead
will prefer to discuss perfectness in more detail until after we have talked about
tor-dimension.

Proposition 2.2.48 Let Y be a ringed space with A ∈ D−(OY ) and B ∈
D≥b(OY ).



Vihaan Dheer 133

(a) Assume that F• ∈ Ch≥a(OY ) is a bounded complex of flat sheaves. There
is a morphism

RHomOY
(A,B)⊗F• ! RHomOY

(A,B ⊗OY
F•)

in D(OY ) natural in A and B.

(b) Assume that f : X ! Y is a flat morphism. Then there is a morphism

f∗ RHomOY
(A,B)! RHomOX

(f∗A, f∗B)

natural in A and B.

(c) Let I be a filtered category. Then there is a morphism

lim−!
D

i∈I
RHomOY

(A,Bi)! RHomOY
(A, lim−!

D

I
B•)

natural in A and B• ∈ D+(Mod(OY )
I).

(d) Let A be m-pseudocoherent. Then the morphism of (a) induces an iso-
morphism on Hp for p > m + a + b and a monomorphism on Hm+a+b.
The morphism of (b) induces an isomorphism on Hp for p > m+ b and a
monomorphism on Hm+b. In particular, if A is pseudocoherent both are
isomorphisms.

Remark 2.2.49 We are going to ignore (c) for right now, but it’s easy to prove
with the same arguments as in (a) and (b). It is interesting to note that it
implies, in the case e.g. of a qcqs scheme, that RHomOY

(A,−) commutes
with filtered colimits for A pseudocoherent. So for example in that case A is
‘derived-compact’.

Proof (a-b) Note that since F• is a bounded complex of flat sheaves, (−)⊗F•

preserves arbitrary quasi-isomorphisms. Likewise, the same holds for f∗ as it
is exact. We have a natural map

RHom(A,B)⊗F•  Hom(A,B)⊗F• ! RHom(A,B ⊗F•)

where the second map factors through Hom(A,B⊗F•). When B is a complex
of injectives the left map is an isomorphism, so we obtain the desired map.
Similarly we have

f∗ RHom(A,B) f∗Hom(A,B)! Hom(f∗A, f∗B)! RHom(f∗A, f∗B),

and the left map is an isomorphism when B ∈ K+(OY )

(d) Let’s do e.g. (b), and the proof of (a) will be the same. The statement is
local on Y , so by replacing f with f−1(U) ! U , we may assume there is a
triangle E• ! A! C ! E•[1] with C ∈ D<m(OY ) and E• is strictly perfect.
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By naturality, we get a morphism of distinguished triangles:

f∗ RHom(C,B) f∗ RHom(A,B) f∗Hom(E•, B)

RHom(f∗C, f∗B) RHom(f∗A, f∗B) Hom(f∗E•, f∗B)

Here we are using the fact that the pullback of strictly perfect complex is
strictly perfect, and that a strictly perfect complex computes RHom in the
first variable. The right-hand map is an isomorphism by Lemma 2.2.46 for two
separate reasons, and both of the objects in the left-hand map lie in D<b+m.
Therefore the 5-lemma and the monomorphism 4-lemma provide the result
regarding the middle map. □

We record the important consequence that if A is m-pseudocoherent and B ∈
D≥b, then we get a natural isomorphism

Hp(RHomOX
(A,B))x

∼−! Hp(RHomOX,x
(Ax, Bx))

for p > m+ b. So RHomOX
(A,B)x = RHomOX,x

(Ax, Bx) in the pseudocoher-
ent case, which is important because on OX,x we have enough projectives, so
we can use alternative techniques to compute things there. Note in particular
that for individual sheaves F ,G, we have

ExtpOX
(F ,G)x ∼−! ExtpOX,x

(Fx,Gx)

for p > m, where F is m-pseudocoherent.

Before moving to tor-dimension, let us prove a few more results which allow us
to relate pseudocoherence to having pseudocoherent terms or pseudocoherent
cohomology.

Lemma 2.2.50 A direct summand of an m-pseudocoherent object of D(OX)
is m-pseudocoherent.

Remark 2.2.51 Here we will use that the direct sum of exact triangles is exact.
This is true in any triangulated category, but in K∗(A) or D∗(A) for an abelian
category A, this is especially easy because cones commute with direct sums of
morphisms.

Proof Suppose A⊕B = C is m-pseudocoherent. We have distinguished trian-

gles A ! A ! 0 ! A[1] and B
0
−! B ! B ⊕ B[1] ! B[1], which add up to

the triangle:
C ! C ! B ⊕B[1]! C[1].

Thus B ⊕B[1] is m-pseudocoherent. Applying this same result inductively to
B ⊕ B[1] shows that B[n] ⊕ B[n + 1] is m-pseudocoherent. Now consider the
triangles

B[n]! B[n]⊕B[n− 1]! B[n− 1]! B[n+ 1]
coming from the corresponding split short exact sequence. Since this is local
we may assume B is bounded above (since C is). Thus for n ≫ 0, B[n] is in
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D<m and hence is m-pseudocoherent. Thus B[n−1] is m-pseudocoherent, and
so inductively B is m-pseudocoherent. □

Lemma 2.2.52 Let X be a ringed space.

(a) If F• ∈ K−(OX) and F i is (m − i)-pseudocoherent for all i, then F• is
m-pseudocoherent.

(b) If A ∈ D−(OX) and Hi(A) is (m− i)-pseudocoherent for all i, then A is
m-pseudocoherent.

Proof We prove (b), and (a) follows from the same trick but using stupid
truncations instead of smart ones. For every p ∈ Z, use the canonical truncation
triangle

τ≤p−1A! τ≤pA! Hp(A)[−p]! τ≤p−1A[1].
By assumption, Hp(A)[−p] is m-pseudocoherent for all p. Also, for p ≪ 0,
τ≤p−1A will also be m-pseudocoherent (e.g. for p < m). Thus at that point
τ≤pA is m-pseudocoherent, and τ≤p+1A is as well, and so on. Now for p≫ 0,
A = τ≤pA so we’re done. □

Now we will discuss a nice condition on complexes which is that of having
finite tor-dimension or having bounded tor amplitude. An object A ∈ D(OX)
has tor amplitude in [a, b] if it is bounded above and A ⊗L

OX
F ∈ D[a,b](OX)

for each OX -module F . In particular, it must in fact be bounded. An object
A has finite tor dimension if it has tor amplitude in [a, b] for some a, b.

The good behavior of tor dimension comes from the following result.

Proposition 2.2.53 Let X be a ringed space.

(a) Let F• be a bounded above complex of flat OX-modules. If F• has tor-
amplitude in [a, b], then cok

(
Fa−1 ! Fa

)
is flat. In particular, F• !

τ≥aF• is a quasi-isomorphism and τ≥aF• is a bounded complex of flat
modules.

(b) An object E ∈ D(OX) has tor amplitude in [a, b] if and only if it is

represented by a complex of flat OX-modules in Ch[a,b](OX).

(c) Let Rflat ⊂ Mod(OX) denote the preadapted class of flat OX-modules. Let

D
[a,b]
tor (OX) and Db

tor(OX) be the full subcategories of D(OX) of objects
with tor amplitude in [a, b], and finite tor dimension respectively. Then
the natural maps

K[a,b](Rflat)! D
[a,b]
tor (OX) Kb(Rflat)! Db

tor(OX)

are triangulated localizations by the quasi-isomorphisms.

Proof By assumption, F• is exact in degrees < a. Therefore

· · ·! Fa−2 ! Fa−1 ! Fa ! cok(da−1)! 0
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is a flat resolution of the cokernel, so Tor−1
OX

(cok(da−1),G) is isomorphic to the
cohomology of

Fa−2 ⊗ G ! Fa−1 ⊗ G ! Fa ⊗ G.
in the middle (for any G). But

Ha−1(F• ⊗ G) = Ha−1(F• ⊗L
OX

G) = 0

since F• has tor amplitude in [a, b], so Tor−1
OX

(cok(da−1),G) = 0 for every G.
For the second statement, the map is a quasi-isomorphism because F• only
has cohomology in degrees ≥ a.

(b) One direction is obvious because a bounded complex of flats computes
⊗L

OX
. For the other direction, by (a) we may choose a complex of flats F•

concentrated in [a,∞). Since it can’t have cohomology in degrees ≥ b, the
sequence

0! ker db ! Fb ! Fb+1 ! 0
is exact, and thus ker db is flat. Thus τ≤bF• ! F• is a quasi-isomorphism and
τ≤bF has the desired properties.

(c) Let us prove the bounded case, which is the one that we’ll actually use.
Consider the functor Kb(Rflat)! D−(OX), which has essential image Db

tor by
(b). Thus we have to show it is fully faithful. Since R is preadapted, we already
know that quasi-isomorphisms form a localizing class (compatible with the
triangulation) in the source category, so we apply the criterion of Prop. 1.1.21.

Namely, we want to show that for any quasi-isomorphism F•
1 ! G• in

K−(Rflat) with F•
1 in Kb(Rflat), there is a map G• ! F•

2 with F•
2 ∈ Kb(Rflat)

such that the composite is a quasi-isomorphism. Assume F•
1 is concentrated in

degrees ≥ a, then the map G• ! τ≥aG• satisfies these hypotheses by (a). □

Remark 2.2.54 (experimental) Take the unbounded tensor product functor
K(OX)×K(OX)! K(OX), and restrict it to the two subcategories

K(OX)×Kb(Rflat)! K(OX) Kb(Rflat)×K(OX)! K(OX).

Now if F• ∈ Kb(Rflat), then we know that (−) ⊗ F• preserves quasi-
isomorphisms of unbounded complexes, because in fact we showed this for
all bounded above complexes of flat OX -modules. But now suppose G• is an
unbounded complex, then we claim G• ⊗ (−) preserves quasi-isomorphisms in
Kb(Rflat). Note that it is closed under cones, so we may show it preserves
acyclics. But both spectral sequences for a totalization apply here, because
the corresponding bicomplex looks like either a vertical or horizontal strip.
Thus taking cohomology of G•⊗Fn first shows that the totalization is acyclic.
Therefore this descends to a bifunctor

(−)⊗L
OX

(−) : D(OX)×Db
tor(OX)! D(OX),

and likewise for the one in the other direction.

Thus, we can take derived tensor products when one of the factors has finite tor
dimension; but we should be very careful using this because we haven’t proven
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many properties of it. However, in general, almost everything carries over with
similar proofs as long as two unbounded complexes are not interacting with
each other. For instance, it is easy to see from the corresponding properties
that A ⊗L

OX
B ∼= B ⊗L

OX
A if A has finite tor dimension (in the sense of the

two functors above). Similarly,(
A⊗L

OX
B
)
⊗L

OX
C ∼= A⊗L

OX

(
B ⊗L

OX
C
)

if e.g. both B and C have finite tor dimension, so that both sides above make
sense.

Remark 2.2.55 We note that in the real world (i.e. under Noetherianity
hypotheses), pseudocoherence is usually not a real condition beyond finite-
type/coherence properties. But having finite tor dimension is a subtler
condition. For example, let X = Spec k[ϵ]/(ϵ)2 and Z = V (ϵ) ⊂ X. We
essentially showed earlier that OZ has infinite tor dimension on X; let us
demonstrate this again. Indeed, we have an infinite resolution

· · ·! OX
ϵ
−! OX ! OZ ! 0

where each map corresponds to multiplication by ϵ and the final map is the
canonical quotient. The section ϵ is zero on Z, so

OZ ⊗L
OX

OX ≃
[
· · ·! OZ

0
−! OZ

0
−! OZ ! 0

]
=

⊕
n≥0

OZ [n],

i.e. Tor−n
OX

(OZ ,OZ) = OZ for all n ≥ 0. Here, the point is that infinite tor
dimension is a detector of singularities. We will see later that sheaves supported
in the regular locus of a scheme tend to have finite tor dimension, and those
whose support intersects the singular locus have infinite tor dimension. Thus,
in general, we cannot expect sheaves to automatically have finite tor dimension
unless we are working over a regular scheme.

Lemma 2.2.56 Let A ∈ D(OY ) have tor-amplitude in [a, b].

(a) For any f : X ! Y , Lf∗(A) has tor-amplitude in [a, b].

(b) For any B ∈ D(OY ) with tor-amplitude in [c, d], A ⊗L
OY

B has tor-
amplitude in [a+ c, b+ d].

Proof Represent A by a complex E• ∈ Ch[a,b] of flats. (a) Then Lf∗(A) is
represented by f∗E•, which is still a complex of flats in [a, b]. (b) Represent B
by a complex of flats F• in [c, d], then E• ⊗ F• represents the derived tensor
product, the totalization is concentrated in [a+ c, b+ d] by definition, and the
tensor product and direct sum of flat sheaves is flat. □

Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of ringed spaces. We say f has tor-dimension
≤ n if Lf∗(F) ∈ D[−n,0](OX) for every F ∈ Mod(OY ).
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Lemma 2.2.57 Let A ∈ D(OX).

(a) A has tor-amplitude in [a, b] if and only if Ax ∈ D(OX,x) has tor-
amplitude in [a, b] for all x.

(b) If f : X ! Y is a morphism, then f has tor-dimension ≤ n if and only if
OX has tor-amplitude in [−n, 0] as an object of D(f−1(OY )), if and only
if OX,x has tor-amplitude in [−n, 0] as an object of D(OY,f(x)) for x.

Proof (a) One direction follows from (a) of the previous proposition. For the
other, note that an object being in D[a,b](OX) can be checked on stalks, and
⊗L

OX
commutes with taking stalks.

(b) The same proof as in (a) shows that f has tor dimension n iff (Lf∗F)x =
Ff(x)⊗L

OY,f(x)
OX,x is in D[−n,0] for every x and F . The other condition in (b)

says that M ⊗L
OY,f(x)

OX,x is in D[−n,0] for every x and OY,f(x)-module M .

Thus the question is whether or not every OY,f(x)-module M is of the form
Ff(x) for some sheaf F . This is true because we can take the skyscraper sheaf
of M at f(x) and apply f−1. □

Example 2.2.58 Let i : Z ! X be a closed embedding on the underlying spaces.
By the projection formula, i∗OZ ⊗L

OX
G ∼= i∗Li

∗G for every G on X. Thus

i∗OZ has tor amplitude in [−n, 0] iff i∗Li∗G is in D[−n,0](OX) for every G, iff
Li∗G ∈ D[n,0](OZ) for every G. Thus the tor dimension of i∗OZ coincides with
the tor-dimension of i.

Lemma 2.2.59 Let A! B ! C ! A[1] be a distinguished triangle in D(OX)

(a) If A has tor-amplitude in [a+ 1, b+ 1] and C has tor-amplitude in [a, b],
then B has tor-amplitude in [a, b].

(b) If A and C have tor-amplitude in [a, b], then B has tor-amplitude in [a, b].

(c) If B has tor amplitude in [a, b] and C has tor-amplitude in [a− 1, b− 1],
then A has tor-amplitude in [a, b].

Proof Note that (−)[1] takes D[a,b] to D[a−1,b−1]. Thus it suffices by rotation
to prove only one of the statements, and we’ll do (b). For each sheaf F ,

A⊗L F ! B ⊗L F ! C ⊗L F ! A[1]⊗L F

is exact, and the first and third objects lie in D[a,b], so the middle one does
too, completing the proof. □

Next we prove the main structure result relating perfect complexes to finite
tor dimension. The main element is the following trivial observation: if A! B
is a map in D(A) and B ∈ D≥n(A), then the map factors as A! τ≥nA! B.
Proof: Consider the canonical triangle τ≤n−1A ! A ! τ≥nA ! and apply
the cohomological functor Hom(−, B) to get an exact sequence

Hom(τ≥nA,B)! Hom(A,B)! Hom(τ≤n−1A,B) = 0
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where the 0 is because τ≤n−1A ∈ D≤n−1 and B ∈ D≥n.

Lemma 2.2.60 Let E ∈ D(OX) have tor amplitude in [a, b]. Then the
following are equivalent:

i. E is (a− 1)-pseudocoherent.

ii. E is perfect.

iii. E is pseudocoherent.

iv. E is locally isomorphic to a strictly perfect complex concentrated in [a, b].

Proof The obvious claims are (iv) ⇒ (ii) ⇒ (iii) ⇒ (i), so assume (i) and
we prove (iv). The claim is local so assume there is a map E• ! E inducing
isomorphisms on Hp for p ≥ a with E• strictly perfect and Ep = 0 for p < a.
Since E ∈ D>a, this map factors as E• ! τ≥aE• ! E so the second map is
an isomorphism. Moreover, by Prop. 2.2.53 τ≥aE• is a complex of flats. By
definition we have an exact sequence

Ea−1 ! Ea ! (τ≥aE•)a ! 0

which shows that (τ≥aE•)a is (−1)-pseudocoherent, i.e. finitely presented. Thus
(τ≥aE•)a is locally strictly perfect (Prop. 2.2.47), so by restricting further
τ≥aE• is strictly perfect.

Now we know that E can be locally represented by a strictly perfect complex
E• concentrated in [a,∞). In particular it is exact in degrees > b, so we have
an exact sequence 0! (τ≤bE•)b ! Eb ! Eb+1 ! 0, and hence (τ≤bE•)b is flat.
Since Eb and Eb+1 are pseudocoherent, it is also pseudocoherent, hence finitely
presented, hence locally strictly perfect. So by restricting, E ∼= τ≤bE• becomes
an isomorphism with a strictly perfect complex concentrated in [a, b]. □

Corollary 2.2.61 An object E ∈ D(OX) is perfect if and only if E is
pseudocoherent and locally has finite tor dimension.

Proof (⇒) Clear because E is locally isomorphic to a strictly perfect complex.
(⇐) The question is local on X, and thus the claim follows from Lemma 2.2.60.

□

Definition 2.2.62 If X is a ringed space, we define Perfb(OX) := Perf(OX)∩
Db

tor(OX) to be the full subcategory of D(OX) of perfect objects with finite
tor dimension.

In particular, this is not the category of bounded perfect objects. However, in
practice this is not a big restriction because e.g. if X is quasicompact, then
Perfb(OX) = Perf(OX) by the above corollary.

Example 2.2.63 Perfect objects have the 2/3 property for distinguished trian-
gles. Indeed, we showed pseudocoherent objects do and it holds for finite tor
dimension too. Another property is that a direct summand of a perfect object
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is perfect, because we showed this for pseudocoherence, and it’s obvious for
finite tor dimension.

Now let’s use this formalism to prove stuff. We showed earlier that if C ∈
Db

tor(OX), then there is a natural map

RHomOX
(A,B)⊗L

OX
C ! RHomOX

(A,B ⊗L
OX

C),

and that if A is pseudocoherent then it is an isomorphism.

Now assume that A ∈ Perfb(OX), so it has tor amplitude in [a, b], and hence
is locally a strictly perfect complex in [a, b]. It follows that RHomOX

(A,OX)
is also locally a strictly perfect complex in [−b,−a], i.e. RHomOX

(A,OX) ∈
Perfb(OX). If (and only if) A ∈ Perfb(OX), we define

A∨ := RHomOX
(A,OX) ∈ Perfb(OX)

to be the dual object of A. Also, perfect objects (or just objects of Db
tor(OX))

have the property that tensoring with them sends Db(OX)! Db(OX), which
we will also use. First, by the tensor-hom adjunction,

HomD(OX)(A
∨ ⊗L

OX
A,OX) ∼= HomD(OX)(A

∨, A∨)

if A ∈ Perfb(OX), which makes sense because of what we have just said. Thus
we obtain a natural map ev : A∨ ⊗L

OX
A ! OX called the evaluation map.

Now, for B ∈ D−(OX), this gives a natural map

A∨ ⊗L
OX

B ⊗L
OX

A! B

by associativity. If we assume B ∈ Db(OX), then the tensor-hom adjunction
makes sense and gives a natural map

A∨ ⊗L
OX

B ! RHomOX
(A,B).

We claim this is an isomorphism; indeed, on an open set where A∨ is strictly
perfect, this reduces to Lemma 2.2.46(d). Now, if C ∈ D−(OX), consider the
associativity isomorphism(

A∨ ⊗L
OX

B
)
⊗L

OX
C ∼−! A∨ ⊗L

OX

(
B ⊗L

OX
C
)
.

Thus if we assume B,C,B ⊗L
OX

C ∈ Db(OX) to be safe, we obtain a natural
isomorphism

RHomOX
(A,B)⊗L

OX
C ∼−! RHomOX

(A,B ⊗L
OX

C).

E.g. if we assume C ∈ Db
tor(OX) then this is a special case of what we showed

before, but otherwise this is more general.

Now return to the evaluation map. Since A∨ is in Perfb(OX), (A∨)∨ is also in
Perfb(OX), so the tensor-hom adjunction also gives the natural double-dual
map

A! (A∨)∨
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corresponding to A∨ ⊗L
OX

A! OX . This is also an isomorphism: on an open
set where A is a strictly perfect complex, the question reduces to the corre-
sponding statement in Lemma 2.2.46(d). Thus perfect complexes are dualizable
in D(OX). Therefore, we have a natural isomorphism

A⊗L
OX

B ∼−! (A∨)∨ ⊗L
OX

B ∼−! RHomOX
(A∨, B)

For any B ∈ D+(OX).

Let’s play around with this some more. Under our hypotheses, as long as A
and C are bounded, the natural map

RHomOX
(A,B)⊗L

OX
C ! RHomOX

(A,B ⊗L
OX

C)

is an isomorphism if C ∈ Perfb(OX) (meaning we don’t need to assume A is
pseudocoherent). To see this, recall that we showed this in Lemma 2.2.46(e) for
C strictly perfect and underived, so the only issue is that B⊗L

OX
C may not be

a bounded above complex of injectives even if C is perfect and B is a bounded
above complex of injectives. The trick is that B⊗L

OX
C ∼= RHom(C∨, B), and

C∨ ∈ Perfb, so locally on X it restricts to Hom(E•, B|U ) where E• is strictly
perfect. But since E• is a complex of flats, this is a complex of injectives.
Therefore in fact B ⊗L

OX
C does compute RHom after restricting to a small

enough open set.

Now let’s add in the sheafy derived tensor-hom adjunction. Assume that
A,B ∈ Db(OX) and E ∈ Perfb(OX). Then:

RHomOX
(A⊗L

OX
E∨, B) ∼= RHomOX

(A,E⊗L
OX

B) ∼= RHomOX
(A,B)⊗L

OX
E

We sometimes like to write the first isomorphism in more perverse ways, like
an inverse tensor-hom adjunction:

RHomOX

(
RHomOX

(E,A), B
) ∼= RHomOX

(A,E ⊗L
OX

B)

Next we investigate the consequences of the derived pull-push adjunction under
the assumption of perfectness. First of all, let f : X ! Y be a morphism and
suppose A ∈ Db(OY ) is such that Lf∗(A) ∈ Db(OX) (for whatever reason,
e.g. A or f have finite tor-dimension). Then by adjunction there is a canonical
unit map A ! Rf∗Lf

∗(A) corresponding to the identity Lf∗A ! Lf∗A. In
the special case that A = OY , this gives a map OY ! Rf∗OX , so

RHomOY
(E,OY )! RHomOY

(E,Rf∗OX) ∼= Rf∗ RHomOX
(Lf∗(E),OY )

for any E ∈ D−(OY ). Now suppose E ∈ Perfb(OY ), so that the RHom’s on
both sides are finite, since Lf∗E is also in Perfb(OY ). Then this by adjunction
induces a map

Lf∗(E∨)! (
Lf∗(E)

)∨
which we claim is an isomorphism. Indeed, look on an open nbhd where
E is strictly perfect; then Lf∗(E) and RHom(E,OY ) are strictly perfect,
so they compute RHom and Lf∗ respectively. Therefore this reduces to
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Lemma 2.2.46(d). Now it’s easy to generalize this isomorphism: For any
B ∈ Db(OY ) for which Lf

∗B ∈ Db(OX), this means

Lf∗ RHomOY
(E,B) ∼= Lf∗

(
E∨ ⊗L

OY
B
)

∼= Lf∗(E∨)⊗L
OX

Lf∗(B)

∼= Lf∗(E)∨ ⊗L
OX

Lf∗(B)
∼= RHomOX

(Lf∗(E), Lf∗(B)),

extending the already-known case when f is flat.

Now, we finish this section with a discussion of the projection formula. Let
f : X ! Y be a morphism, and let A ∈ Db(OX) be an object such that
Rf∗(A) ∈ Db(OY ). Then by adjunction there is a morphism Lf∗Rf∗A ! A
in D(OX), so we get a morphism

Lf∗
(
Rf∗A⊗L

OY
B
) ∼−! Lf∗Rf∗A⊗L

OY
Lf∗B ! A⊗L

OX
Lf∗B

for any B ∈ D−(OY ). Now assume B = E ∈ Perfb(OY ), so that Rf∗A⊗L
OY

E

and A⊗L
OX

Lf∗E are bounded. Thus we get by adjunction a morphism

Rf∗(A)⊗L
OY

E ! Rf∗
(
A⊗L

OX
Lf∗(E)

)
called the projection map. We claim it is an isomorphism. The proof is easy:

Rf∗A⊗L
OY

E ∼= RHomOY
(E∨, Rf∗A)

∼= Rf∗ RHomOX
(Lf∗E∨, A)

∼= Rf∗
(
A⊗L

OX
Lf∗E

)
by the previous result. As a concrete application,

RΓ(X,A⊗L
OX

Lf∗E) = RΓ(Y,Rf∗A⊗L
OY

E)

on the level of sheaf cohomology.

Remark 2.2.64 The remark about tor-dimension also applies to derived pull-
back along morphisms f : X ! Y : f having finite tor dimension, and Lf∗(B)
being bounded for some B, is a delicate question relating to singularities. For
example, if p ∈ X is a point of a scheme, then Specκ(p) ! X has finite tor-
dimension essentially exactly when p is singular. However, asking for Rf∗A to
be bounded is not a real condition; e.g. it’s satisfied for any bounded A with X
Noetherian, or any A with quasicoherent cohomology and f a qcqs morphism
of schemes.

To conclude this section, we will summarize all of the results that we just
proved for perfect objects.

Proposition 2.2.65 Let E ∈ Perfb(OX) and A,B ∈ Db(OX). Then we have
the following canonical isomorphisms as described above:

(a) E ⊗L
OX

B ∼−! RHomOX
(E∨, B).
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(b) E∨ ⊗L
OX

B ∼−! RHomOX
(E,B).

(c) RHomOX
(E,A)⊗L

OX
C ∼−! RHomOX

(E,A⊗L
OX

B) assuming A⊗L
OX

B ∈
Db(OX).

(d) RHomOX
(A,B)⊗L

OX
E ∼−! RHomOX

(A,B ⊗L
OX

E).

(e) RHomOX
(A⊗L

OX
E∨, B) ∼= RHomOX

(A,E ⊗L
OX

B).

Assume that f : X ! Y is a morphism, E ∈ Perfb(OY ), B ∈ Db(OY ), A ∈
Db(OX). Then:

(a) Lf∗ RHomOY
(E,B) ∼= RHomOX

(Lf∗E,Lf∗B), assuming Lf∗B ∈
Db(OX).

(b) Rf∗A⊗L
OY

E ∼= Rf∗
(
A⊗L

OX
Lf∗E

)
, assuming Rf∗A ∈ Db(OY ).
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2.3 The classical theory

In this section, we will specialize our discussions above to the case where the
ringed space X is a scheme. In the first section we will prove the foundational
results which allow us to work properly with the derived category of a scheme.
In the following sections, we will begin to do some basic algebraic geometry,
however the most interesting results and applications of derived categories will
need to wait until after an in-depth section on commutative algebra.

Let X be a scheme. In this case, we give the privileged notation D∗(X) :=
D∗(OX) to differentiate it from the case of a ringed space. We write D∗

qc(X) ⊂
D∗(X) to mean the full subcategory of objects A such that Hp(A) ∈ QCoh(X)
for all p ∈ Z. Likewise, D∗

coh(X) ⊂ D∗(X) means the full subcategory of
D∗(X) of objects A such that Hp(A) ∈ Coh(X) for all p ∈ Z. We will have to
work a bit to relate this to D∗ QCoh(X) and Db Coh(X), so we will care more
about Dqc and Dcoh for now.

At the very least, however, by the embedding of Mod(OX) ⊂ D(X) as
H0-objects, we do have a canonical embedding QCoh(X) ⊂ D∗

qc(X) and
Coh(X) ⊂ D∗

coh(X). More generally, since the kernel and image of a map of
quasicoherent sheaves is quasicoherent, a complex F• of quasicoherent sheaves
has F• ∈ Dqc(X). The inclusion QCoh(X) ! Mod(OX) is also exact, so we
do have a natural map D∗(QCoh(X))! D∗

qc(X).

The categories D∗
qc(X) ⊂ D(X) form triangulated replete subcategories.

Replete is clear, and closed under shifts is clear. If A! B ! C ! A[1] is an
exact triangle with A,B ∈ D∗

qc(X), then consider the exact sequence

Hn(A)! Hn(B)! Hn(C)! Hn+1(A)! Hn+1(B)

which we can split up into:

Hn(A)! Hn(B)! F ! 0 0! G ! Hn+1(A)! Hn+1(B)! G ! 0

and
0! F ! Hn(C)! G ! 0.

The first sequence shows that F and G are quasicoherent, and thus the second
sequence shows that Hn(C) is quasicoherent.

2.3.1 Cohomology of quasicoherent sheaves

Theorem 2.3.1 Let X be an affine scheme and F a quasicoherent sheaf.

(a) For an arbitrary cover U of X by quasicompact opens, Ȟp(U ,F) = 0 for
all p > 0.

(b) Hp(X,F) = 0 for all p > 0. More generally, if {Fα} is a family of
quasicoherent sheaves on X, then Hp(X,

∏
α Fα) = 0 for all p > 0.
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Proof (a) First assume that the cover U by quasicompact opens is finite. Then
in the Čech resolution of Lemma 2.1.16

0! F !
∏

ℓ(I)=0

jI,∗F|UI
!

∏
ℓ(I)=1

jI,∗F|UI
! · · · ,

we can write each product as a direct sum. All opens in an affine scheme are
separated, so for each I the inclusion jI : U ! X is in particular a qcqs map,
so jI,∗F|UI

is quasicoherent. Thus each term in the exact sequence above is
quasicoherent, so taking global sections shows that F(X)[0] ! C•(U ,F) is a
quasi-isomorphism. We’ll come back to the case that U is infinite momentarily.

(b) If {Fα} is a family of quasicoherent sheaves on an affine scheme, then
Ȟp(U ,

∏
α Fα) =

∏
α Ȟ

p(U ,Fα) = 0 for every (e.g.) finite affine open cover
U , by (a). Since X is separated, the affine opens form a basis of X which
is closed under finite intersection. Therefore by Lemma 2.1.15 we conclude
Hp(X,

∏
α Fα) = 0 for all p > 0.

(a) Now we do the infinite case. Consider the same Čech resolution as writ-
ten above; even though the terms aren’t all quasicoherent, it is a resolution
of F by products of quasicoherent sheaves, namely a Γ-acyclic resolution.
Thus H∗(X,F) coincides with the (complex) cohomology of Γ(X, Č(U ,F)) =
Č(U ,F), i.e. Ȟ∗(U ,F), so we are done by (b). □

We say that a scheme X is semiseparated if the intersection of any two affine
opens is affine, i.e. if the diagonal map X ! X ×X is affine. Note that:

separated =⇒ semiseparated =⇒ quasiseparated

The first implication is clear, and the second follows from the fact that an affine
morphism is quasicompact. We don’t really care about the difference between
semiseparated and separated schemes, but instead the terminology helps us
remember how things are proved. We also sometimes say that a morphism of
schemes is semiseparated if f−1(U) is semiseparated for every affine open U .
In particular a separated morphism is semiseparated.

Corollary 2.3.2 Let X be a scheme and F• a bounded below complex of
quasicoherent sheaves.

(a) If X is affine then the canonical map Γ(X,F•) ! RΓ(X,F•) is an
isomorphism in D(OX(X)).

(b) If f : X ! Y is an affine morphism, then the natural map f∗F• ! Rf∗F•

is an isomorphism in D(Y ). In particular, the natural map

RΓ(Y, f∗F•)! RΓ(Y,Rf∗F•) = RΓ(X,F•)

is an isomorphism in D(OY (Y )).

(c) Suppose {Ui} is an affine open cover of X such that Ui0···ip is affine
for all indices i0, . . . , ip. If F is a quasicoherent sheaf, the natural
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map Č•({Ui},F) ! RΓ(X,F) is an isomorphism, so the natural maps
Ȟp({Ui},F) ! Hp({Ui},F) are isomorphisms for all p ≥ 0. More gen-
erally, this holds if F is replaced by an arbitrary product of quasicoherent
sheaves.

Proof (a) Then F• is a bounded below complex of Γ-acyclic sheaves. (b) To
prove both claims it suffices to show that Rpf∗F = 0 for F quasicoherent and
p > 0. Indeed, Rpf∗F is the sheafification of the presheaf

U 7! Hp(f−1(U),F)

on Y , yet on the basis of affine opens this presheaf is zero because f−1(U) is
still affine. (c) This follows from Thm. 2.1.11, because if

∏
α Fα is a product

of quasicoherent sheaves, and U is affine, then (
∏

α Fα)|U =
∏

α Fα|U , so
Hp(U,

∏
α Fα) = 0 for all p > 0. □

Corollary 2.3.3 Let X be a scheme and A ∈ D+(X).

(a) There are natural maps Hp(X,A) ! H0(X,Hp(A)). If X is affine and
A ∈ D+

qc(X), then these are isomorphisms.

(b) If f : X ! Y is a morphism of schemes, then there are natural maps
Hp(Rf∗A) ! f∗H

p(A). If f is affine and A ∈ D+
qc(X), then these are

isomorphisms.

Proof Let I• be a bounded below complex of injectives. Then there is the
natural sheafification unit map given by Hp

PSh(I•) ! Hp(I•), and hence
Hp(I•(X))! Hp(I•)(X). This induces the desired map. Likewise for (b), this
construction gives a map Hp(I•(f−1(U)))! Hp(I•)(f−1(U)) for all U ⊂ Y ,
and thus

Hp(f∗I•)! f∗H
p(I•),

so this gives the desired map. To prove the isomorphisms, consider the two
spectral sequences:

Ep,q
2 = Hp(X,Hq(A)) =⇒ Hp+q(X,A)

Ep,q
2 = Rpf∗(H

q(A)) =⇒ Hp+qRf∗(A).

By cohomology vanishing for quasicoherent sheaves and the fact that the con-
structed maps are the edge maps of the spectral sequences we conclude. □

Note that in (c), if X is a semiseparated scheme, then every affine open cover
satisfies this property. Thus for such schemes we may compute sheaf cohomol-
ogy of quasicoherent sheaves using Cech cohomology with respect to an affine
open cover. A useful observation is that an open U ⊂ X of an affine scheme
is, even if not affine, separated. Therefore we still have control over the higher
terms in the Čech spectral sequence.

Lemma 2.3.4 Let X be a scheme and {Fα} a family of OX-modules.
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(a) If X is semiseparated and each Fα is quasicoherent, then the natural map

Hp
(
X,

∏
α

Fα

)
!

∏
α

Hp(X,Fα)

is an isomorphism for all p.

(b) Suppose f : X ! Y is a quasicompact semiseparated morphism of
schemes. If each Fα is quasicoherent, then the natural map

Rpf∗
(∏

α

Fα

)
!

∏
α

Rpf∗(Fα)

is an isomorphism for all p.

(c) If X is qcqs, then the natural map⊕
α

Hp(Fα)! Hp
(⊕

α

Fα

)
is an isomorphism for all p.

(d) If f : X ! Y is a qcqs morphism of schemes, then the natural map⊕
α

Rpf∗(Fα)! Rpf∗
(⊕

α

Fα

)
is an isomorphism for all p.

Proof (c), (d) We know these results because schemes have a basis of
qcqs opens, and because of our result on cohomology and filtered colimits
(Prop. 2.2.5).

(a) By Cor. 2.3.2(c), by choosing an affine open cover we may replace both
sides by Čech cohomology. But then we are done because Čech cohomology
commutes with arbitrary products.

For (b), note the extra quasicompactness. We have:

Rpf∗
(∏

α

Fα

) ∼= a
(
U 7! Hp(f−1(U),

∏
α

Fα)
)

∼= a
(
U 7!

∏
α

Hp(f−1(U),Fα)
)

= a
(
U 7!

∏
α

H0(U,Rpf∗Fα))

= a
(
U 7! H0(U,

∏
α

Rpf∗Fα)
)

=
∏
α

Rpf∗(Fα)

where we are considering sheafification over the basis of affine opens of Y .
Here, the second step is by part (a) and the fact that f−1(U) is semiseparated,
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and the third step is by quasicoherence of higher direct images, which will be
proven in Prop. 2.3.9. □

Remark 2.3.5 Recall that for (c) and (d), we actually know that cohomology
and derived pushforward (in the qcqs cases) commute with all filtered colimits.

Let X be a scheme. Observe from the definition that X is semiseparated iff
for each affine open U , the map U ↪! X is an affine morphism. So, let F be a
quasicoherent sheaf and consider the Čech resolution:

0! F !
∏
i

ji,∗j
∗
i F !

∏
|I|=1

jI,∗j
∗
IF ! · · ·

If X is semiseparated, then Hp(X, jI,∗j
∗
i F) = Hp(UI ,F|UI

) = 0, so by our
results above, the complex above is a resolution of F by Γ-acyclic objects.
Now if X is quasicompact and semiseparated, then we may even assume that
the open cover above is finite, so each term above after F is a quasicoherent
Γ-acyclic sheaf. Thus this gives a functorial resolution by Γ-acyclic sheaves.

Lemma 2.3.6 Let X be a quasicompact semiseparated scheme. Denote by
Γqc the sections functor QCoh(X)! Mod(OX(X)). Then the collection of Γ-
acyclic quasicoherent sheaves is a right adapted class for Γqc, and hence the
derived functor

RΓqc : D
+ QCoh(X)! D+(OX(X))

exists and makes the diagram

D+ QCoh(X) D+(X)

D+(OX(X))
RΓqc

RΓ

commutes.

Proof We just showed above that upon choosing a finite affine cover, the first
map in the Čech resolution gives an embedding of any quasicoherent sheaf
into a Γ-acyclic quasicoherent sheaf. Both the Γ-acyclics and quasicoherent
sheaves are closed under finite direct sums. If F• is a bounded below com-
plex of quasicoherent Γ-acyclics, then of course applying Γqc gives an acyclic
because Γqc = Γ. This proves the first claim. Finally, since the inclusion func-
tor D+ QCoh(X) ! D+(X) sends the adapted class to Γ-acyclic sheaves we
are done. □

Next we discuss boundedness of cohomology, i.e. the fact that for the schemes
we care about, all quasicoherent sheaves have cohomology vanishing in large
enough degree.

Lemma 2.3.7 Let X be a scheme.
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(a) If X is Noetherian of dimension d, then Hp(X,F) = 0 for all p > d and
all OX-modules F .

(b) If X is quasicompact semiseparated, then Hp(X,F) = 0 for all p > d
and quasicoherent sheaves F , where d+1 is the minimal size of an affine
open cover.

(c) If X is qcqs, then there exists d such that Hp(X,F) = 0 for all p > d and
all quasicoherent sheaves F .

Assuming the number d as in all three cases above, RΓ maps D
[a,b]
qc (X) to

D[a,b+d](OX(X)).

Proof (a) is known from Thm. 2.2.29. (b) Note that if we use the ordered Čech
complex for a cover of size d + 1, then Čp

ord(U ,F) = 0 for p ≥ d + 1, so the
result follows from Čech cohomology. (c) Consider the Čech spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = Ȟp(U , Hq(F)) =⇒ Hp+q(X,F)

for a finite affine cover U . For p ≫ 0 and all q, Ep,q
2 = 0 (e.g. once p exceeds

the size of the cover). For each i0, . . . , ip, Ui0···ip is a quasicompact subscheme
in an affine scheme, hence quasicompact separated. Hence by (b), for fixed p,
the presheaf Hq(F) for q ≫ 0 gives zero when evaluated on all Ui0···ip . This
means that Ep,q

2 is contained inside some large rectangle, and so the spectral
sequence above gives the result.

For the final statement, if A ∈ D
[a,b]
qc (X), then consider the hypercohomology

spectral sequence
Hp(X,Hq(A)) =⇒ Hp+q(X,A).

Then p is concentrated in [0, d], and q in [a, b], so the resulting diagonals have
nonzero range in [a, b+ d]. □

Now we come to the result on higher pushforwards. The proof is simple, and
to simplify it even more one can use the following observation:

Remark 2.3.8 Suppose Ep,q
r0 =⇒ Hp+q is a bounded spectral sequence of

sheaves converging to a bounded filtration on an object Hp+q. Assume that
Ep,q

r0 is quasicoherent for all p, q. Then in fact Ep,q
r is quasicoherent for all r ≥

r0, andH
n is quasicoherent for all n. Indeed, the first claim is inductively clear:

the kernel and image of a morphism of quasicoherent sheaves is quasicoherent,
and quasicoherent sheaves have the 2-out-of-3 property. Now, we have a finite
filtration Hn = F aHn ⊃ F a+1Hn · · · ⊃ F bHn = 0 such that

0! F p+1Hn ! F pHn ! Ep,n−p
∞ ! 0

is exact. By boundedness, Ep,n−p
∞ is quasicoherent, so if F p+1Hn is quasico-

herent then F pHn is as well. By induction, F aHn = Hn is quasicoherent.

Proposition 2.3.9 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes. For A ∈
D+

qc(X), we have Rf∗(A) ∈ D+
qc(Y ). In particular, for each affine open U ⊂ Y ,
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the natural map

Hp(f−1(U), A)! H0(U,Hp(Rf∗A))

is an isomorphism of OY (U)-modules for all p.

Proof We may assume A = F is a quasicoherent sheaf, because in general this
case and the hypercohomology spectral sequence for pushforwards, i.e.

Rpf∗(H
q(A)) =⇒ Hp+qRf∗(A),

along with Remark 2.3.8 imply that Rf∗A has quasicoherent cohomology. We
will apply the spectral sequence of Prop. 2.1.17 associated to a finite cover
{Ui} on X:

Ep,q
1 =

⊕
|I|=p

RqfI,∗F|UI
=⇒ Rp+qf∗F

Since the claim is local on Y , we may assume Y is affine, and hence X is qcqs,
so we can take an affine open cover and consider the spectral sequence.

Now if X was semiseparated, then each morphism fI would be a map of affine
schemes, so RqfI,∗F|UI

= 0 for q > 0 and R0fI,∗F|UI
= fI,∗F . Thus in this

case it follows from Remark 2.3.8 that Rpf∗F is quasicoherent for all p. Now,
if X is only qcqs, then each map fI : UI ! Y is qcqs out of a quasicompact
semiseparated scheme, and thus RqfI,∗F|UI

is quasicoherent by the first case.
Thus we conclude again by Remark 2.3.8.

Now to establish the second claim, we apply Cor. 2.3.3: Since U is affine and
Rf∗A|U = Rf∗(A|f−1(U)) ∈ D+

qc(U),

Hp(f−1(U), A) = Hp(U,Rf∗A)! H0(U,Hp(Rf∗A))

is an isomorphism. □

Example 2.3.10 Let X be a qcqs A-scheme and p : X ! SpecA be the struc-
ture map. If F is a quasicoherent sheaf, we can consider M = Hn(X,F) as an

A-module. Then the above result says that Rnp∗F = M̃ . We will give a more
functorial way to view this shortly.

Here is another example of this technique.

Lemma 2.3.11 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism. If Y is quasicompact,
then there exists d ≥ 0 such that Rpf∗(F) = 0 for all quasicoherent F and
p > d.

Proof By replacing Y with elements of a finite affine open cover we may assume
Y is affine. We again use the spectral sequence

Ep,q
1 =

⊕
|I|=p

RqfI,∗F|UI
=⇒ Rp+qf∗F

associated to some finite affine open cover {Ui} of X, but this time its alter-
nating version, so that Ep,q

1 = 0 once p exceeds the size of the cover. If X is
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semiseparated, then each fI : UI ! Y is a morphism of affine schemes hence
affine, so terms with q > 0 are zero, proving the result in this case. In the
general case, note that fI : UI ! Y is a morphism between quasicompact sep-
arated schemes, so for each of the finitely many columns with nonzero entries,
vertical entries are zero for q large enough, independent of F . Therefore the
spectral sequence is contained in a rectangle with size independent of F and
we are done. □

In the remainder of this section, we want to show that the derived category
constructions of the previous section are affine local, meaning that for an affine
open they just give the corresponding construction in the derived category of
the ring. At the very end, we will show that this holds for the actual derived
category itself, with some difficulty.

Example 2.3.12 Note that if Y = SpecA is affine, then an A-module M is flat
if and only if M̃ is a flat sheaf over OY . This is because flatness is checked
stalkwise in both cases, and both have the same stalks as Ap-modules. There-
fore, given a moduleM , we can choose a flat resolution ofM by quasicoherent
sheaves; so if f : X ! Y is any morphism, Lf∗(M̃) can be represented by a
complex of quasicoherent sheaves, and hence is in D−

qc(X). So, if f : X ! Y is
an arbitrary morphism of schemes, and F is a quasicoherent sheaf on Y , then
by locality of derived pullback, Lf∗(F) ∈ D−

qc(X).

Next suppose A ∈ Db
qc(Y ). We could use the canonical truncations

τ≤n−1A! τ≤nA! Hn(A)[−n]! τ≤nA[1]

and induct starting at the bottom nonzero cohomology group of A: then since
Dqc(X) is triangulated, induction will show that Lf∗(τ≤nA) ∈ Dqc(X) for all
n, and hence Lf∗A ∈ Dqc(X).

Finally, assume A ∈ D−
qc(Y ) is possibly unbounded. For each n ∈ Z we have

the canonical truncations

τ≤n−1A! A! τ≥nA! τ≤n−1A[1],

so applying Lf∗ gives a new triangle. Note that Lf∗(τ≤n−1A) ∈ D≤n−1(X),
so Hp(Lf∗(A)) ∼−! Hp(Lf∗(τ≥nA)) for p ≥ n. But τ≥nA is in Db

qc(Y ), so
Hp(Lf∗A) is quasicoherent for p ≥ n. Since n was arbitrary we are done. Note
that in this argument, we couldn’t have naively applied a spectral sequence
here because we don’t have enough projectives.

Example 2.3.13 We can get away with using spectral sequences in the case
of derived tensor products. First, the same argument as before by using a
flat resolution on affine opens, shows that if F and G are quasicoherent, then
F ⊗L

OX
G has quasicoherent cohomology, i.e. Tor−n

OX
(F ,G) is quasicoherent for

all n. Now recall the hyper-tor spectral sequence (Example 2.2.11):

Hp(A⊗L
OX

Hq(B)) =⇒ Hp+q(A⊗L
OX

B)
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First, if A = F is quasicoherent and B ∈ D−
qc(X), then this shows that F⊗L

OX

B ∈ D−
qc(X). By commutativity, we can reverse the logic: if A,B ∈ D−

qc(X),

then A⊗L
OX

Hq(B) ∈ D−
qc(X) by the first case, so A⊗L

OX
B ∈ D−

qc(X) by the
spectral sequence. We remark that everything still works if we take one of the
arguments to have finite tor dimension and the other one to be unbounded.

So, in the last two examples we have shown:

Lemma 2.3.14 Let A,B ∈ D−
qc(Y ), and let f : X ! Y be a morphism. Then

A⊗L
OY

B ∈ D−
qc(Y ), and Lf∗(A) ∈ D−

qc(X).

Next we will give another example, which involves pseudocoherence. Observe
that if A ∈ D(X) is m-pseudocoherent, then Hp(A) is locally isomorphic
to Hp(E•) for E• a strictly perfect complex for p > m. Hence Hp(A) is
quasicoherent for p > m, so if A is pseudocoherent then A ∈ Dqc(X).

Lemma 2.3.15 Let A ∈ D−(X) be pseudocoherent and B ∈ D+
qc(X). Then

RHomOX
(A,B) ∈ D+

qc(X).

Proof First consider the case A = E• of a strictly perfect complex, which is in
particular bounded with each term finite locally free. Since the claim is local,
we may assume that each term of E• is finite free; choose B = F•, then we
claim HomOX

(E•,F•) has quasicoherent cohomology. Since E• is bounded, all
products in the totalization are sums, and we can consider the corresponding
spectral sequence, which gives

Ep,q
1 = HomOX

(E−p, Hq(F•)) =⇒ Hp+q(HomOX
(E•,F•))

since HomOX
(E−p,−) is exact. Then the LHS is of the form Hq(B)n since E−p

is finite free, so Ep,q
1 is quasicoherent for all p, q. Thus the RHS is quasicoherent.

Now we do the general case, so again since the claim is local, consider an exact
triangle of the form E• ! A ! C ! E•[1] with C ∈ D<m and E• strictly
perfect. Then

RHomOX
(A,B)! RHomOX

(E•, B)! RHomOX
(C,B)[1]!

is exact. If B ∈ D≥b, then RHom(C,B)[1] ∈ D>b−m−1. Thus right-hand map
above is an isomorphism onHp for p ≤ b−m−1. In particular,RHomOX

(A,B)
has quasicoherent cohomology in degrees ≤ b − m − 1. Since this holds for
every m, we are done. □

Remark 2.3.16 We can extract a slightly more specific statement from the
proof of the lemma. Namely, let A ∈ D−(X) be m-pseudocoherent and
B ∈ D≥b

qc (X), then what we really showed is that Hp(RHomOX
(A,B)) is qua-

sicoherent for all p ≤ b−m− 1, i.e. τ≤b−m−1 RHomOX
(A,B) ∈ Dqc(X). So,

e.g., if F is (−d)-pseudocoherent and G is quasicoherent, then

Ext0OX
(F ,G), . . . , Extd−1

OX
(F ,G)
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are all quasicoherent sheaves.

Now we come to an important result, which is the fact that the bounded below
derived category is affine local. Let X = SpecR, and recall that we have an
adjunction

(̃−)Mod(R)⇄ Mod(OX) : Γ(X,−)
where (−̃) is an exact functor. Therefore, (−̃) extends to D∗(R) ! D∗(X),
and by Remark 1.3.21 we obtain a derived adjunction

(−̃) : D+(R)⇄ D+(X) : RΓ(X,−) (∗)

which comes with a unit and counit map. Since the original map factors
through QCoh(X), the left-hand functor factors through D+

qc(X).

Proposition 2.3.17 Let R be a ring and X = SpecR. The adjunction (∗)
restricts to an equivalence

(−̃) : D+(R)⇄ D+
qc(X) : RΓ(X,−)

of triangulated categories.

Proof First consider the unit of (∗), which is the map A ! RΓ(X, Ã). We
claim this is an isomorphism; indeed, writing A =M• this map is given by

M• ! Γ(X, M̃•)! RΓ(X, M̃•),

and the first map is an isomorphism since Mod(R) ! Mod(OX) is a fully

faithful adjoint, and the second map is an isomorphism since M̃• is a bounded
below complex of quasicoherent sheaves. Now consider the counit

˜RΓ(X,B)! B B ∈ D+(OX)

and restrict B to lie in D+
qc(X). We may show it is an isomorphism after

applying Hp, giving the map

˜Hp(X,B)! Hp(B).

Since both sides are quasicoherent, this reduces to showing Hp(X,B) !
H0(X,H0(B)) is an isomorphism, but this is exactly the isomorphism of
Cor. 2.3.3(a). □

It is in fact true that even the unbounded version (−̃) : D(R)! Dqc(X) is an
equivalence, but its proof is much harder since we haven’t set up unbounded
derived category theory. We will anyway give a self-contained proof of this in
an appendix to this section by introducing some ideas.

But, we anyway use this result to convert local questions about the derived
functors to commutative algebra. For example, this implies that if p : X !
SpecA is the structure map of a qcqs A-scheme, then for A ∈ D+

qc(X), Rp∗A

is just (−̃) applied to RΓ(X,A). Another example is the following: If R is a
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ring, A ∈ D−(R), B ∈ D+(R), and suppose Ã is pseudocoherent. Then the
natural map

˜RHomR(A,B)! RHomOX
(Ã, B̃)

is an isomorphism, where X = SpecR. Indeed, since we know the RHS is in
D+(X), we may show this after applying RΓ, and then after applying Hi,
from which we obtain

HomD(R)(A,B[i])! HomDqc(X)(Ã, B̃[i]).

This follows from our result if A is bounded, and will follow from the
unbounded result once we prove it. We are also interested in the correspond-
ing results for tensor product and derived pullback. To get this, we will want
to apply the functor from the proof of the unbounded case, so we will prove
this case later.

2.3.2 Unbounded right derived functors on schemes

The point of this section is to extend the result of the previous section to show
that D(R) = Dqc(SpecR). The idea behind the proof is to try to construct
an inverse by extending RΓ to all of Dqc(SpecR), which we will do by taking
a derived limit of the smart truncations τ≥−nA of an object as n ! ∞. It
will therefore require a short detour into the theory of derived limits of inverse
systems.

Let D be a triangulated category and consider an inverse system (Kn) of
objects, which means a countable sequence

K1
f1 − K2

f2 − K3 ! · · ·

of objects and morphisms as above. Suppose that the product
∏

iKi exists in
D; then this system induces a canonical map s :

∏
iKi !

∏
iKi so that the

nth component
∏

iKi ! Kn is given by
∏

iKi ! Kn+1
fn−! Kn. The derived

limit of the system is an object K of D, equipped with an exact triangle

K !
∏
i

Ki
1−s
−−!

∏
i

Ki ! K[1]

in D. In this case, we write K = R lim −i
Ki, and we view K to be equipped

with the maps K !
∏

iKi ! Ki.

Remark 2.3.18 Here’s why we make this definition. Suppose (Kn) is an inverse
system in Mod(R), then it is easy to check from the universal property that

lim −i
Ki is canonically the kernel of the corresponding map

∏
iKi

1−s
−−!

∏
iKi

as defined above. When we’re in the case of a module category, we write
R1 lim −i

Ki to denote the cokernel of the map 1− s, so that we have a sequence

0! lim −i
Ki !

∏
i

Ki
1−s
−−!

∏
i

Ki ! R1 lim −i
Ki ! 0
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that is exact. We could, but at the moment will not consider this as a derived
functor of anything, and instead just view this as notation.

This construction in a triangulated category has an extremely weak kind of
universal property. Suppose C ∈ D and that we have maps gn : C ! Kn

compatible with the (fi). It follows that the induced map g : C !
∏

iKi

satisfies gs = g, i.e. g(1 − s) = 0. Now applying the homological functor
Hom(C,−) to our distinguished triangle, we obtain the exact sequence:

HomD(C,K)!
∏
i

HomD(C,Ki)
(−)◦(1−s)
−−−−−−!

∏
i

HomD(C,Ki)

In particular, such a system (C, gn) is induced by a morphism C ! K, but
this is certainly not unique.

Note that for each C, Hom(C,Ki) is its own inverse system, and the kernel of
the middle morphism above is lim −i

Hom(C,Ki) in the category Ab. Therefore
we have an exact sequence

0! R1 lim −i
Hom(C,Ki[−1])! Hom(C,K)! lim −i

Hom(C,Ki)! 0

by splitting into short exact sequences. Note e.g. that if K were the categorical
limit then the right-hand map above would be an isomorphism, but here it’s
only surjective; the ambiguity is controlled by R1 lim −i

. We call this the Milnor
sequence.

Example 2.3.19 Consider the case D = D(R) for a ring R. For L ∈ D(R), we
know that Hi(L) = HomD(R)(R[−i], L). Thus given a system (Ki, fi) which
has a derived limit, we can take C = R[−i] in the Milnor sequence to obtain
an exact sequence

0! R1 lim −n
Hi−1(Kn)! Hi(K)! lim −n

Hi(Kn)! 0

in Mod(R) in cohomology.

Now let us study the basic properties of this operation. We do this by reducing
to the case of modules or abelian groups. For an inverse system (An) in a
category, it is called eventually constant if there exists k such that the maps
fn are isomorphisms for n > k.

Lemma 2.3.20 Let (An) be an inverse system in Mod(R).

(a) Removing finitely many terms doesn’t change lim − or R1 lim −. More
precisely, for any k the natural maps

lim −
i≥1

Ai ! lim −
i≥k

Ai R1 lim −
i≥1

Ai ! R1 lim −
i≥k

Ai

are isomorphisms.
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(b) Suppose (An) is eventually constant. Then R1 lim −i
Ai = 0, and if k is

such that fn is an isomorphism for n ≥ k, then lim −i
Ai ! Ak is an

isomorphism.

Proof (a) We can just do the case where we go from i ≥ k to i ≥ k+1. There
is a commutative diagram of exact sequences:

0 Ak

∏
i≥k Ai

∏
i≥k+1Ai 0

0 Ak

∏
i≥k Ai

∏
i≥k+1Ai 0

1 1−s 1−s

The kernel and cokernel of the left-hand map are zero, so by the snake lemma
the induced maps on kernels and cokernels of 1− s are isomorphisms.

(b) By (a), we may assume all maps in An are isomorphisms, and thus iden-
tities, so that An = A for all n. The claim that the limit is A is clear in any
category since this is a connected diagram of identities. For the claim about
R1 lim −, we must show that∏

i

Ai
1−s
−−!

∏
i

Ai (ai)i 7! (ai − ai+1)i

is surjective. Indeed if (bi) ∈
∏

iAi, then let a1 = 0, and inductively ai+1 =
ai − bi for all i ≥ 1. □

In the next result, we use the following construction: suppose (Kn) and (Ln)
are inverse systems in a triangulated category, then a morphism of such systems
is a system of maps gi : Ka(i) ! Li where a(1) < a(2) < · · · is an increasing
sequence of numbers, so that these commute with the defining morphisms. This
data defines a morphism g :

∏
iKi !

∏
i Li by first projecting to

∏
iKa(i) and

then taking the product morphism. On the other hand, we can define another
map g′ with nth component

g′n :
∏
i

Ki ! Ln gn ◦
( a(n+1)−1∑

p=a(n)

∏
i

Ki ! Kp ! Ka(n)

)
.

This is a telescoping sum and one easily checks that it satisfies g′n ◦ (1− sK) =
(1− sL) ◦ g, so we obtain a diagram

R lim −i
Ki

∏
iKi

∏
iKi R lim −i

Ki[1]

R lim −i
Li

∏
i Li

∏
i Li R lim −i

Li[1]

g̃ g g′
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of triangles. Thus by axiom there is a lift on R lim −’s. Again, this is non-unique,
but a defining feature of this is that we get a morphism

0 R1 lim −i
D(C,Ki[−1]) D(C,R lim −i

Ki) lim −i
D(C,Ki) 0

0 R1 lim −i
D(C,Li[−1]) D(C,R lim −i

Li) lim −i
D(C,Li) 0

of exact sequences in Ab for all C ∈ D.

Corollary 2.3.21 Let (Kn) be an inverse system in a triangulated category
whose R lim − exists.

(a) For any k, R lim −i≥k
Ki exists, and any induced natural map R lim −i

Ki !

R lim −i≥k
Ki is an isomorphism.

(b) Suppose (Kn) is eventually constant. If k is such that fn is an isomor-
phism for n ≥ k, then the R lim −i

Ki ! Kk is an isomorphism.

Proof (a) This follows from the morphism of exact sequences above, the
corresponding result for abelian groups, the five lemma, and the Yoneda
lemma.

(b) Consider the canonical exact sequence (e.g. the top row of the morphism
of exact sequences above). Then the R1 lim − term is zero by the abelian groups
case, and so we have isomorphisms

D(C,R lim −i
Ki)! lim −i

D(C,Ki)! D(C,Kk)

where the composite is the map induced by R lim −i
Ki ! Kk. Thus we are done

by the Yoneda lemma again. □

Now let us apply this to the case of derived categories. The first step is to
know that the categories we care about actually possess the relevant countable
products, and hence derived products. To do this, recall that if A is an abelian
category, then an object I• ∈ K(A) is K-injective if for every acyclic complex
A•, HomK(A)(A

•, I•) = 0. The following lemma is just summarizing some facts
we already know:

Lemma 2.3.22 Let A be an abelian category.

1. A bounded below complex of injectives is K-injective.

2. The following are equivalent for a complex I•:

(a) I• is K-injective.

(b) The map HomK(A)(A
•, I•) ! HomD(A)(A

•, I•) is an isomorphism
for all A• ∈ K(A).

(c) HomA(−, I•) preserves acyclics.
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(d) HomA(−, I•) preserves quasi-isomorphisms.

In particular, a quasi-isomorphism between K-injective complexes is a
homotopy equivalence. More generally, an isomorphism in D(A) between
K-injective complexes is represented by a homotopy equivalence.

3. A (termwise) product of K-injective complexes is K-injective.

4. If I• is K-injective, then I•[n] is K-injective for n ∈ Z.

5. If A• ! B• ! C• ! A•[1] is a distinguished triangle in K(A) and any
two of the three objects are K-injective, then the third is as well.

Proof (1) and (2) were proven in Cor. 1.3.5 (for (2), the proof carries over to
K-injectives without change). For (3), it is clear that

HomA(−,
∏
i

I•i )
∼=

∏
i

HomA(−, I•i )

because the same is true on individual homs, and products commute with
products. The result follows since products are exact in Ab.

(4) This follows from the fact that Hom(−, I•[n]) = Hom(−, I•)[n] and since
[n] preserves acyclicity.

(5) By rotation, we may assume A•, C• are K-injective. For any acyclic
complex K•, the functor HomK(A)(K

•,−) is homological, so it follows that
HomK(A)(K

•, B•) = 0 as desired. □

By the way, observe that categorical products in Ch(A) and K(A) are indeed
termwise. This follows because HomA(−,−) preserves termwise products in
the second variable, and the fact that products are exact, which means that
taking zero cycles ker d0 and H0 both commute with products. But these
constructions produce HomCh(A) and HomK(A) respectively.

Lemma 2.3.23 Let A be an abelian category with countable products.

(a) Let (Ai)i≥1 be a family of objects of D(A) such that each Ai is repre-
sented by a K-injective complex I•i . Then

∏
iAi exists in D(A) and is

represented by the K-injective complex
∏

i I
•
i .

(b) If A has enough injectives, then D(A) admits all products of objects in
D+(A). In particular, D(A) admits derived limits of all inverse systems
in D+(A).

Proof (a) The product of K-injectives is K-injective by Lemma 2.3.22(3), and
since this is also the product in K(A), we have

HomD(A)(X
•,
∏
i

I•i ) = HomK(A)(X
•,
∏
i

I•i )

=
∏
i

HomK(A)(X
•, I•i )
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=
∏
i

HomD(A)(X
•, I•i )

and thus we have the statement. (b) follows directly from (a) and the fact
that a bounded above complex of injectives is K-injective. Indeed, once the
relevant products exist we can always take cones and rotate. □

Remark 2.3.24 We usually write K(IK
A ) for the K-injective complexes, and

our results above show that this is a triangulated subcategory. Suppose (Kn)
is an inverse system in D(A) for which each Kn is represented by a K-injective
complex I•n. Then each map fn : Kn+1 ! Kn is represented by a morphism
gn : I

•
n+1 ! I•n in K(A), and the map 1 − s :

∏
i I

•
i !

∏
i I

•
i represents the

corresponding map 1− s :
∏

iKi !
∏

iKi. Therefore we may form its cone C
in K(A), and rotate to obtain the triangle

C[−1]!
∏
i

I•i
1−s
−−!

∏
i

I•i ! C

in the homotopy category. It follows that C[−1] is a K-injective complex rep-
resenting R lim −i

Ki. Observe that if each I•i was termwise injective, then the
same is true of the product, and hence of the cone C.

Here is the main situation we are going to be interested in. Let A be an abelian
category with countable products and enough injectives. Let A ∈ D(A) be an
object, then we have canonical truncation maps A! τ≥−nA and τ≥−n−1A!
τ≥−nA. Thus there is a natural inverse system

τ≥−1A τ≥−2A τ≥−3A · · ·

which is called the Postnikov tower of A.

Write An := τ≥−nA, so An ∈ D+(A) for each n. Thus by the lemma we may
form R lim −n

An ∈ D(A) equipped with its natural triangle and hence maps
R lim −n

An ! τ≥−nA. Moreover, the canonical morphisms A ! τ≥−nA are
clearly compatible with the morphisms in the inverse system, thus we obtain
some non-unique morphism A! R lim −n

An making the diagram

A R lim −n
An

τ≥−nA

commute for every n. Note that the following are equivalent:

(a) An induced map A⇝ R lim −n
An is an isomorphism.

(b) An induced map A ⇝ R lim −n
An induces epimorphisms Hk(A) !

Hk(R lim −n
An) for all n.

(c) For all n, R lim −n
An ! τ≥−nA induces isomorphisms on Hk for k ≥ n.



160 Derived categories in AG

(d) For each k, there exists some n ≥ −k such that the maps R lim −n
An !

τ≥−nA induce monomorphisms Hk(R lim −n
An)! Hk(τ≥−nA) = Hk(A)

Proof All of these follow from the fact that in the situation of the above
diagram, for all k ≥ −n we get an induced map

Hk(A)⇝ Hk(R lim −n
An)! Hk(τ≥−nA)

where the composite is an isomorphism (i.e. the identity). The induced map
is an isomorphism iff it is one on all cohomology; the sequence shows that the
first map is a split monomorphism, and the second is a split epimorphism. So,
the first is an epimorphism iff the second is a monomorphism iff they’re both
isomorphisms. □

In particular, whether A⇝ R lim −n
An is an isomorphism is independent of the

chosen map, and in fact it’s independent of the choice of R lim −, because any
two choices admit an isomorphism commuting with the maps to τ≥−nA. Thus,
we will signify this situation by saying that ‘the map A⇝ R lim −n

τ≥−nA is an
isomorphism’, and this statement is independent of all choices.

Example 2.3.25 This is a warmup for the main result. Suppose A = Mod(R)
for a ring R. Then for any A ∈ D(R), we claim that A⇝ R lim −n

τ≥−nA is an

isomorphism. By considering the Milnor sequence for HomD(R)(R[−k],−), we
obtain a commutative diagram

Hk(A) Hk(A)

0 R1 lim −i
Hk−1(τ≥−iA) Hk

(
R lim −i

(τ≥−iA)
)

lim −i
Hk(τ≥−iA) 0

with the bottom row exact. But now Hk−1(τ≥−iA) and Hk(τ≥−iA) are
eventually constant inverse systems, so the R1 lim − term is zero, and the right-
hand vertical map is an isomorphism. Thus the middle vertical map is an
isomorphism as desired.

Finally, we prove the case of interest below, which will require computing the
derived limit in K(X) and then passing to the derived category. To do this,
observe the following: if j : U ↪! X is an open inclusion, then we know that
HomOX

(j!OU ,F) ∼= F(U), thus if F• ∈ K(X), we have canonically

HomOX
(j!OU ,F•) = F•(U) =⇒ HomK(X)(j!OU [−p],F•) = Hp(F•(U))

by taking Hp of both sides.

Theorem 2.3.26 Let X be a scheme and A ∈ Dqc(X). Then the map

A⇝ R lim −n
τ≥−nA

is an isomorphism.
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Proof Following Remark 2.3.24, represent An := τ≥−nA ∈ Dqc(X) by a
bounded below complex of injectives I•

n, and write I• for the K-injective
complex fitting into

I• !
∏
n

I•
n

1−s
−−!

∏
n

I•
n ! I•[1]

in K(X), so that I• = R lim −n
An in D(X). For each open U ⊂ X, the Milnor

sequence in either K(X) or D(X) (since the targets are K-injective), applied
to j!OU [−p] gives the exact sequence

0! R1 lim −n
Hp−1(Γ(U, I•

n))! Hp(Γ(U, I•))! lim −n
Hp(Γ(U, I•

n))! 0

by the remark above. In other words:

0! R1 lim −n
Hp−1(U,An)! Hp(Γ(U, I•))! lim −n

Hp(U,An)! 0

If U is an affine open, then we know that

Hp(U, τ≥−nA) ∼= H0(U,Hp(τ≥−nA)),

since An ∈ Dqc(X), so this system is essentially constant with value
H0(U,Hp(A)), and likewise for p− 1. Thus the exact sequence shows that the
canonical map

H0(U,Hp(A))! Hp(Γ(U, I•))
is an isomorphism for all U ⊂ X affine. We are trying to show that
Hp(A) ! Hp(I•) = Hp(R lim −n

An) is an isomorphism for all p, and we have
a commutative diagram

H0(U,Hp(A)) Hp(Γ(U, I•))

H0(U,Hp(I•))

∼=

for affine opens U . Taking the filtered colimit over the basis of affine opens
of this diagram identifies the two right-hand terms, because Hp(I•) is the
sheafification of U 7! Hp(U, I•). Thus Hp(A)x

∼−! Hp(I•)x for all x, so
Hp(A) ∼−! Hp(I•). □

The operative result here is already contained in the proof of the above
theorem. Namely, it says that if X is affine, A ∈ Dqc(X), and I• is the K-
injective representative for R lim −n

τ≥−nA induced by injective resolutions for

τ≥−nA, then Γ(X,Hp(A)) ∼−! Hp(Γ(X, I•)).

Now the remaining proofs will be trivial using this. We use two basic general
observations. First, let F : D! E be an exact functor of triangulated categories
and (Kn) be an inverse system inD. Assume thatR lim −n

Kn andR lim −n
F (Kn)

both exist. Then the maps R lim −n
Kn ! Kn induce a comparison map

F (R lim −n
Kn)! R lim −n

F (Kn)



162 Derived categories in AG

making the obvious diagrams commute. The second simple fact that we will
use is that the canonical map A! τ≥−nA induces the map

HomD(A)(τ≥−nA,B)! HomD(A)(A,B)

which is an isomorphism if B ∈ D≥−n(A). We have discussed this before, and
it’s true because HomD(A)(D

<−n, D≥−n) = 0 and the canonical truncation
triangle

τ<−nA! A! τ≥−nA! τ<−nA[1]
for any abelian category A.

Corollary 2.3.27 Let R be a ring. The functor

(−̃) : D(R)! Dqc(SpecR)

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof Since (−̃) is exact, it commutes with the canonical truncation functors
and cohomology. Let A ∈ Dqc(SpecR), then we have the inverse systems
τ≥−nA and RΓ(τ≥−nA). First, consider the Milnor sequence

0!R1 lim −n
Hp−1(RΓ(τ≥−nA))! Hp(R lim −n

RΓ(τ≥−nA))

! lim −n
Hp(RΓ(τ≥−nA))! 0

over D(R), but then Hp(X, τ≥−nA) = Γ(X,Hp(A)) for n ≫ 0, so the left-
and right-hand systems are essentially constant. Thus R1 lim − vanishes, and we

obtain isomorphisms Hp(R lim −n
RΓ(τ≥−nA))

∼−! Γ(X,Hp(A)). Applying (−̃)

to both sides and using quasicoherence of Hp(A) shows that

˜Hp(R lim −n
RΓ(τ≥−nA))

∼−! Hp(A).

On the other hand, we may consider the canonical comparison map

˜R lim −n
RΓ(τ≥−nA)! R lim −n

˜RΓ(τ≥−nA) = R lim −n
τ≥−nA = A,

where the two equalities follow from the bounded below theorem and
Thm. 2.3.26. Taking cohomology produces the isomorphism above, and hence
this is an isomorphism in D(SpecR). This shows essential surjectivity.

It remains to show that if M,N ∈ D(R), then the map

HomD(R)(M,N)! HomD(X)(M̃, Ñ)

is an isomorphism. This is true ifM ∈ D+(R), because in that case the remark

above identifies both sides with the Homs from τ≥−nM and τ≥−nM̃ , and then
the result follows from the bounded below case. In the general case, we can
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write n = R lim −n
τ≥−nn and Ñ = R lim −n

τ≥−nÑ = R lim −n
˜τ≥−nN , so

R1 lim −n
D(R)(M, τ≥−nN [−1]) D(R)(M,N) lim −n

D(R)(M, τ≥−nN)

R1 lim −n
D(X)(M̃, ˜τ≥−nN [−1]) D(X)(M̃, Ñ) lim −n

D(X)(M̃, ˜τ≥−nN)

commutes with exact rows (with the four zeros, but they didn’t fit into the dia-
gram). By the bounded case, the left- and right-hand maps are isomorphisms,
so we are done by the five-lemma. □

This was the main result we cared about, but we can now use the theory above
to discuss some aspects of unbounded derived category theory. We will use the
notation Kqc(X) ⊂ K(X) for the full subcategory of objects with quasicoherent
cohomology.

Corollary 2.3.28 Let X be a scheme.

(a) For each F• ∈ Kqc(X), there is a morphism F• ! I• in Kqc(OX) which
is a quasi-isomorphism and I• ∈ Kqc(IK

X ). Moreover, we may choose I•

to be termwise injective, and F• ! I• to be termwise injective.

(b) The natural functor Kqc(X) ! Dqc(X) is a triangulated localization by
the quasi-isomorphisms and the induced map Kqc(IK

X ) ! Dqc(X) is a
triangulated equivalence.

Proof (a) Choose an isomorphism F• ! R lim −n
τ≥−nF• in Dqc(X), then we

already explained that we can choose the R lim − to be represented by a K-
injective complex I•. Thus the corresponding map F• ! I• is induced from
the homotopy category and is a quasi-isomorphism.

(b) The first claim is just because Kqc(X) is saturated under all quasi-
isomorphisms, so the standard localization subcategory criterion applies. For
the second statement, the same criterion and (a) imply immediately that
Kqc(IK

X )! Dqc(X) is fully faithful, and then (a) implies again that it is essen-
tially surjective. □

Remark 2.3.29 Since we already proved Postnikov completeness in D(R) for
a ring R, the same argument shows that all M• ∈ K(R) admit a quasi-
isomorphism to a K-injective complex of R-modules, and K(IR) ! D(R) is
a triangulated localization. Note that this is not automatically implied by the
affine equivalence because a priori, K-injective representatives could live in
Mod(OSpecR).

Write QX : Kqc(X) ! Dqc(X) for the localization functor, and suppose
F : Kqc(X)! E is an exact functor of triangulated categories. A right derived
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functor of F is an exact left Kan extension of F along QX . In more detail, it
is an exact functor RF : Dqc(X)! E equipped with a natural transformation

ε : F ! RF ◦QX

satisfying the following universal property: for every triangulated functor
G : Dqc(X)! E and map η : F ! G ◦QX , there is a unique map u : RF ! G
such that η = uQX ◦ ε. Of course, if a right derived functor exists then it is
unique up to canonical isomorphism.

Lemma 2.3.30 Any exact functor F : Kqc(X) ! E has a right derived
functor, which in fact satisfies the left Kan condition against all functors
Dqc(X) ! E. The canonical morphism F ! RF ◦QX is an isomorphism on
the subcategory Kqc(IK

X ).

Proof Choose an exact inverse S : Dqc(X)! Kqc(IX) and an isomorphism u

from Id to Dqc
S
−! Kqc(IX)! Dqc(X). Define

RF := Dqc(X)
S
−! Kqc(IX) ↪! Kqc(X)

F
−! E,

and for each F• ∈ Kqc(X) we have a natural map uQX(F•) : F• ! S(F•)
in Dqc(X). Since S(F•) is a K-injective complex, this comes from a unique
map vF• : F• ! S(F•) in Kqc(X). v is a natural transformation because the
naturality condition is equality of two maps to a K-injective complex, so it
follows from naturality of u. Define ε = Fv, giving a natural transformation

ε : F ◦ Id = F ! F ◦ ι ◦ S = RF.

Note that RF is a composition of exact functors, hence exact. Also, the restric-
tion of QXε to Kqc(X) is the isomorphism v in Dqc(X), and since the source
and target are K-injective, ε|Kqc is also an isomorphism.

To check that (RF, ε) is a left Kan extension, suppose G : Dqc(X) ! E is a
functor with a map η : F ! G ◦QX . Again letting ι : Kqc(IX) ↪! Kqc(X) be
the inclusion, we obtain a map ηι : Fι ! G ◦ QXι, and ει : Fι ∼= RF ◦ QXι,
and since QXι ∼= 1 compatibly, we induce a unique map RF ! G with the
desired properties. □

Remark 2.3.31 Note that in the proof, we didn’t need to use the fact that E

and F were triangulated except to assert that the resulting derived functor was
triangulated. Thus the result more generally allows us to Kan extend functors
along the localization map QX .

In particular, since the functors Γ: Kqc(X)! D(OX(X)) and f∗ : Kqc(X)!
D(Y ) for a morphism f : X ! Y are triangulated, we obtain unbounded
derived functors

RΓ: Dqc(X)! D(OX(X)) Rf∗ : Dqc(X)! D(Y ).

It is safe to use the same notation as the derived functors we have been working
with thus far, because the natural map from the bounded below versions to
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the restrictions of the unbounded ones are isomorphisms, as is checked on the
bounded below complexes of injectives. Of course, the definitions above all
apply dually, and to any triangulated subcategory of K(A) for any abelian
category. When there are enough K-injectives, then the above proof applies
as well.

Example 2.3.32 Suppose F : A ⇄ B : G is an adjunction between abelian
categories and suppose that F is exact. Then G preserves K-injectives. Indeed,
this is because termwise application of F and G descends to an adjunction
on the homotopy category, and exact functors preserve acyclic complexes. For
example, we can use this to see that the restriction functor (−)|U preserves
K-injectives, and hence unbounded RΓ and Rf∗ behave well with respect to
restriction.

To actually reason about these functors, it will be easiest to reduce them to the
bounded below cases using derived limits. Thus we should discuss and prove
some compatibilities.

Corollary 2.3.33 Let X be a scheme. Let (Kn) be an inverse system in
Dqc(X).

(a) All products of objects of Dqc(X) exist in D(X), and R lim −n
Kn exists in

D(X).

(b) The functors RΓ and Rf∗ commute with derived limits which remain in
Dqc(X), meaning that if R lim −n

Kn ∈ Dqc(X), then all induced maps

RΓ(X,R lim −n
Kn)! R lim −n

(RΓ(X,Kn))

and
Rf∗(X,R lim −n

Kn)! R lim −n
Rf∗(Kn)

are isomorphisms.

(c) There is a canonical hypercohomology Milnor sequence

0! R1 lim −n
Hk−1(U,Kn)! Hk(U,R lim −n

Kn)! lim −n
Hk(U,Kn)! 0

for each k and U induced by any presentation of R lim −n
Kn ∈ Dqc(X).

Remark 2.3.34 In (c), if R lim −n
Kn is not necessarily in Dqc(X), then

we still have such a sequence except one replaces the middle term with
HomD(U)(OU ,R lim −n

Kn|U ).

Proof (a) This follows from Lemma 2.3.23, since every object of Dqc(X) has
a K-injective representative.

(b) More generally, suppose F : Mod(OX)! B is a right exact additive
functor to an abelian category, then we know that RF : Dqc(X)! D(B)
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exists. Moreover, if I•
n is a K-injective complex representing Kn, then the

derived limit is represented by

R lim −n
Kn !

∏
n

I•
n !

∏
n

I•
n ! R lim −n

Kn[1]

where the product is termwise, and the middle map is a morphism of
complexes. Since the products remain K-injective, any induced map fits into
a morphism of triangles in D(B). In particular, if F commutes with countable
products then the claim follows, and this applies to f∗ and Γ.

(c) If we apply (b) to the defining triangle to get a derived colimit in
D(OX(X)), and take the cohomological Milnor sequence for a ring, then this
is exactly what we get.

(c) A presentation is of the form

R lim −n
Kn !

∏
n

Kn !
∏
n

Kn ! R lim −n
Kn[1],

so take the Hom-Milnor sequence for j!OU [−k]. It remains to observe that

HomD(X)(j!OU , A) = H0(U,A)

for A ∈ Dqc(X). Indeed, this result is already known to us on K(IX). In the
remaining case of the remark, just ignore this observation in the middle part
of the sequence. □

Remark 2.3.35 TODO: The reason for the crossed out text is that I naively
claimed that RΓ and Rf∗ commute with products. At this stage, my argument
was wrong because there’s no guarantee that e.g.

∏
n f∗(I•

n) represents the
product in E. Instead, we would want to use e.g. that Lf∗ ⊣ Rf∗ which is not
available yet. However, I didn’t cross out part (b) from the statement because
I think we could still prove it using one of the examples below.

Remark 2.3.36 What we showed in (b) should really be broken up into the
following two steps: (1) An exact functor Dqc(X)! E which commutes with
(categorical) products preserves derived limits of inverse systems, and (2) if
F : Mod(OX)! B preserves countable products, then RF commutes with
categorical products.

Example 2.3.37 If X = SpecR is an affine scheme, let A ∈ Dqc(X) and write
A ∼−! R lim −n

τ≥−nA. Then for each k,

Hk(X, τ≥−n) = H0(X,Hk(τ≥−nA)) = H0(X,Hk(A))

for n ≫ 0. Thus the Milnor sequence gives Hk(X,A) ∼= H0(X,Hk(A)) for
all k, extending the bounded below result. Thus, now let X be arbitrary and
consider the map Hk(U,A) ! H0(U,Hk(A)) for A ∈ Dqc(X). Since it is an

isomorphism on the basis of affine opens, we deduce that aHk(A) ∼−! Hk(A)
is an isomorphism of sheaves.
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There is a similar statement for pushforward; note that if I• is in Kqc(IX),
then we have maps

Hp(Γ(f−1(U), I•)) = Hp(Γ(U, f∗(I•)))! Γ(U,Hp(f∗I•))

where the last map is the sheafification unit. Therefore we have a natural map

Hp(f−1(U), A)! Hp(U,Hp(Rf∗A))

for A ∈ Dqc(X), i.e. a morphism f∗Hp(A) ! Hp(Rf∗A) of presheaves on
Y . This morphism is a sheafification, meaning the induced map af∗Hp(A)!
Hp(Rf∗A) is an isomorphism, because on K-injectives it is so by definition.

Remark 2.3.38 In the situation of Remark 2.3.36, RF : Dqc(X) ! D(B) is
called left t-exact, which means that it sends D≥n

qc (X) to D≥n(B) for all n.

This is clear because to compute RF on D≥n
qc (X) we can just use the classical

bounded below RF . We can also say something in the opposite direction, which
will be the next focus.

Lemma 2.3.39 Let X have globally finite QCoh-dimension (e.g. X is qcqs).
Then for each A ∈ Dqc(X) and k ∈ Z, the inverse system (τ≥−nA)n is
eventually constant. In particular, the natural map

Hk(X,A) ∼−! lim −n
Hk(X, τ≥−nA)

is an isomorphism for all k ∈ Z.

Proof The first statement (applied to k − 1) implies the second by the
hypercohomology Milnor sequence. For the first, consider the truncation
triangle

H−n(A)[n]! τ≥−nA! τ≥−n+1A! H−n(A)[n+ 1],

which induces an exact sequence

Hk+n(X,H−n(A))! Hk(τ≥−nA)! Hk(τ≥−n+1A)! Hk+n+1(X,H−n(A))

for every k (where the X’s are suppressed in the middle). For fixed k, the
middle map is an isomorphism for n ≫ 0, because Hk+n(X,H−n(A)) and
Hk+n+1(X,H−n(A)) are zero once n+ k exceeds the global QCoh dimension
bound. □

Lemma 2.3.40 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes. Then Rf∗
maps

Rf∗ : Dqc(X)! Dqc(Y ).
Furthermore, if d ≥ 0 is such that Rpf∗F = 0 for all p > d and F ∈ QCoh(X),
then Rf∗ maps D≤b

qc (X) to D≤b+d
qc (Y ). Such a d exists for instance if Y is

quasicompact, or X is Noetherian.

Proof We are going to first prove the boundedness result, and then use it to
establish quasicoherence of unbounded pushforward. We have seen that such
a d exists if X is Noetherian or if Y is quasicompact. We have also seen
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previously that this condition on d implies the result in the bounded below case
by considering the spectral sequence on the pushforwards of the cohomology.

Now suppose A ∈ D≤b(X). Then Rf∗(τ≥−nA) ∈ D≤b+d(Y ) for all n. For every
affine open U ⊂ Y , we know from Prop. 2.3.9 that

Hp(f−1(U), τ≥−nA) = H0(U,Hp(Rf∗τ≥−nA)) = 0

for p > b+ d. Therefore, by Lemma 2.3.39,

Hp(f−1(U), A) = lim −n
Hp(f−1(U), τ≥−nA) = 0

for p > b+ d and U affine, since f−1(U) is qcqs and hence has globally finite
QCoh-dimension. Since Hp(Rf∗A) is the sheafification of the presheaf U 7!
Hp(f−1(U), A) on the basis of affine opens of Y , we conclude Hp(Rf∗A) = 0
for p > b+ d.

It remains to prove quasicoherence of cohomology of Rf∗A for arbitrary A ∈
Dqc(X). This is local, so we may assume Y is quasicompact and thus some d
as in the first part exists. By the triangle

τ<nA! A! τ≥nA! τ<nA[1],

exactness of Rf∗ and the result we just proved shows that

Hp(Rf∗A)
∼−! Hp(Rf∗τ≥nA) p ≥ n+ d.

Note that Hp(Rf∗τ≥nA) is quasicoherent because of the bounded above case,
and since n is arbitrary we can make p arbitrarily small by reducing n. □

Remark 2.3.41 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes and A ∈
Dqc(X). Then we have the canonical map

Hp(Rf∗A)! lim −n
Hp(Rf∗τ≥−nA)

which we claim is an isomorphism. Indeed, restriction commutes with limits
(since e.g. it is a right adjoint), so the statement is local on Y . Thus we may
assume Y is quasicompact and then this is eventually constant as explained
at the end of the proof. This is a simple result which allows us to reduce to
the bounded below case when we’re working with natural maps. For example,
the following corollary.

Example 2.3.42 Suppose f : X ! Y is a morphism of schemes. The argument
(verbatim) of Cor. 2.3.3 usingK-injectives instead of bounded above complexes
of injectives shows that there are natural maps Hp◦Rf∗ ! f∗◦Hp for p ∈ Z. If
f is affine, then these are isomorphisms. Indeed, f is qcqs, and by the remark
above and naturality we reduce to testing on D+

qc(X), which was Cor. 2.3.3(b).

Corollary 2.3.43 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes.

(a) Let g : Y ! Z be qcqs as well. Then the natural map

R(f ◦ g)∗ ! Rf∗ ◦Rg∗
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is an isomorphism of functors Dqc(X)! Dqc(Z).

(b) Assume Y (and hence X) is qcqs. Then the natural map

RΓ(X,A)! RΓ(Y,Rf∗A)

is an isomorphism in D(OY (Y )).

(c) For each affine open U ⊂ Y , the natural map

Hp(f−1(U), A)! Hp(Rf∗A)

is an isomorphism. In fact, the natural map

˜RΓ(f−1(U), A)! Rf∗(A|f−1(U))

is an isomorphism in Dqc(U).

Proof Throughout this proof, we are suppressing some implicit change of
scalars morphisms, which is harmless because these functors are exact and
hence behave well on the unbounded derived category, and when applying
them after unbounded derived functors.

(a) The natural map is induced by the universal property. We have a
commutative diagram

Hp(R(g ◦ f)∗A) Hp(Rg∗(Rf∗A))

lim −n
Hp(R(g ◦ f)∗(τ≥−nA)) lim −n

Hp(Rg∗
(
Rf∗(τ≥−nA)

)
)

∼=
∼=

by naturality. The bottom map is an isomorphism by the bounded below case,
and the left-hand map is the above remark. To see that the right-hand map is
an isomorphism, note that it suffices to show

Hp(Rg∗Rf∗(τ<−nA)) = 0 n≫ 0

for all p, locally on Z. We can thus restrict to a qcqs open of Z, and thus
assume Z and Y are qcqs since g is qcqs. Thus X is qcqs as well since f is qcqs.
Then both Rg∗ and Rf∗ increase cohomological amplitude by finite numbers,
and the claim follows. This implies that the top map of the diagram is an
isomorphism for all p.

(b) Same argument as (a), but for the left side use Lemma 2.3.39. Then for the
right side, use the fact that Rf∗ and RΓ(Y,−) (since Y is qcqs) both increase
cohomological amplitude on the right by finite numbers.

(c) For the first part, we can argue directly from the bounded below case by
applying both the remark above and Lemma 2.3.39. For the second part, by
replacing Y with U we have to show that the sheafification of RΓ(X,A) in
D(OY (Y )) is Rf∗A. But by the equivalence D(OY (Y )) = Dqc(Y ) for affine
schemes, it suffices to show that

RΓ(X,A) ∼= RΓ(Y,Rf∗A),
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which is part (b). □

Remark 2.3.44 Note that this is the first stage where we proved some results
strictly less general than what we could state in our framework. Indeed, part
(a) is true without g being qcqs, and part (b) is true without Y being qcqs. But
these are drawbacks associated with avoiding general existence results for K-
injective complexes. In any case, this won’t really matter because real results
usually rely on schemes being qcqs.

Example 2.3.45 Of course, if X is affine and F• is a complex of quasicoherent
sheaves on X, then Γ(X,F•)! RΓ(X,F•) is an isomorphism, because F• =

M̃• and then both sides are M• by the affine equivalence D(R) = D(SpecR).
It follows that if f : X ! Y is an affine morphism and F• is a complex of
quasicoherent sheaves on X, then f∗F• ! Rf∗F• is an isomorphism. Indeed,
the claim is local on Y so assume X and Y are affine, then (c) of the above
corollary reduces us to the initial observation.

Example 2.3.46 If f : X ! Y is affine, then Rf∗ : Dqc(X) ! Dqc(Y ) is con-
servative. Indeed, by choosing triangles it suffices to show that ker(Rf∗) = 0.
If Rf∗A = 0, then for each affine open U ⊂ Y ,

0 = Rf∗A|U = Rff−1(U),∗(A|f−1(U))

so we reduce to the case where X and Y are affine. But in this case Rf∗
computes RΓ(X,−) and then restricts scalars to OY (Y ), and both of these
functors reflect zero as X is affine.

Example 2.3.47 Here is a more specific variant of the previous result; suppose
again that f : X ! Y is affine. Then in fact

Rf∗
(
D[a,b]

qc (X)
)
⊂ D[a,b]

qc (Y ) Rf−1
∗

(
D[a,b]

qc (Y )
)
⊂ D[a,b]

qc (X)

where a and b can possibly be infinite. Indeed, the left-hand statement follows
immediately from Example 2.3.42, and the right-hand one also follows from
Example 2.3.42 and the fact that f∗ : QCoh(X) ! QCoh(Y ) reflects 0, clear
by checking on an affine cover of Y .

Finally, let us briefly discuss unbounded RHom. This will be especially diffi-
cult to work with since we need strong hypotheses for it to be quasicoherent.
We have already discussed one case when this works, which is when the first
argument is pseudocoherent, but in that case the second argument must be
bounded below anyway. The new case we will get is when the first argument
is perfect. Then the new formalism will allow us to remove some boundedness
hypotheses on our earlier work with perfect objects.

As usual, we start by considering HomOX
as a functor on the unbounded

homotopy categories, and then restrict to a functor

K(OX)×Kqc(IX)! K(OX).
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When the second variable is fixed, it sends acyclics to acyclics by the criterion
for K-injectivity, and therefore (after choosing a quasi-inverse) we obtain an
unbounded functor

RHomOX
: D(X)×Dqc(X)! D(X)

In parallel, we do the same thing for the functor RHomOX
, and we obtain a

functor
RHomOX

: D(X)×Dqc(X)! D(OX(X)).
We know from before that these are exact in each variable. Now fix F• ∈ K(X);
the functors

RHomOX
(F•,−) RHomOX

(F•,−)
are exact, and we have constructed them exactly as in the construction of
a derived functor from K-injectives. Therefore these coincide with the right
derived functors of

Hom(F•,−) : Kqc(X)! D(X) Hom(F•,−) : Kqc(X)! D(X),

and we obtain canonical maps (between functors out of Kqc(X))

Hom(F•,−)! RHomOX
(F•,−) HomOX

(F •,−)! RHomOX
(F•,−)

which are isomorphisms on the K-injectives. By the universal property of right
derived functors, a map F• ! G• induces a unique natural transformation
between these functors. By uniqueness this gives natural maps

HomOX
! RHomOX

HomOX
! RHomOX

of bifunctors K(X) × Kqc(X) ! D(X), which is an isomorphism when the
second variable is K-injective. Importantly, and simply by construction, these
agree with the derived functors we defined for ringed spaces earlier.

We will wait for the next section to prove any serious results about these
functors in the unbounded case. However, since the restriction of K-injective
complexes with quasicoherent cohomology retains the same property, we can
at least assert that RHom behaves as expected upon restriction. What we will
show is the following important case where the unbounded RHom works well.

Lemma 2.3.48 Let E ∈ D(X) be perfect. Then RHomOX
(E,B) ∈ Dqc(X)

for each B ∈ Dqc(X).

Proof The claim is local on X, so we may assume E is strictly perfect, thus in
particular a bounded complex of locally frees. Write B = I• as a K-injective
complex with quasicoherent cohomology. By boundedness in the first variable,
the Hom-totalization spectral sequence only involves direct sums, so it applies
and converges to the cohomology ofRHom. We claim that the E2-page consists
only of quasicoherent sheaves. Indeed, by further restricting, each object in E2

is the cohomology of a sequence of the form

Hom(Ok
X , In−1)! Hom(Ok

X , In)! Hom(Ok
X , In+1),

and thus it is a finite power of a quasicoherent sheaf. □
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Now suppose X is qcqs and E ∈ Perf(X). There is a natural map

RHomOX
(E,B)! RΓ(X,RHomOX

(E,B))

which we know is an isomorphism in the usual case, and we are going to use
techniques introduced in this section to prove it in this case as well. First, since
X is qcqs, there is a global cohomological QCoh-bound d. Since E is perfect
and X is qc, it has amplitude in [a, b]. Note that from the spectral sequence
in the proof above, it is clear that RHomOX

(E,C) is in D≤r−a whenever
C ∈ D≤a.

The observations above show that RΓ andRHom(E,−) only increase bounded
above amplitude by a finite number, so by the truncation triangle

τ<−nB ! B ! τ≥−nB ! τ<−nB[1]

we deduce that for fixed p,

Hp
(
RHomOX

(E,B)
)
! Hp

(
RHomOX

(E, τ≥−nB)
)

is an isomorphism for n≫ 0.

Now let’s consider RHomOX
(E,B). We claim that for each p, the inverse

system Hp(RHomOX
(E, τ≥−nB)) is eventually constant. Indeed, considering

the standard sequential truncation triangle shows that the obstruction to the
maps of the system being isomorphisms lives in specific cohomology modules
which have to be zero once n≫ 0 because X has bounded QCoh-dimensions.

Since this applies to p − 1, the corresponding Milnor sequence has vanishing
R1 lim −, and thus gives an isomorphism

Hp RHom(E,B) ∼−! lim −n
Hp(RHom(E, τ≥−nB)),

and the right-hand system is eventually constant. Therefore combining the two
results gives us the desired property. We’ve shown:

Lemma 2.3.49 Let X be qcqs and E ∈ Perf(X). Then the natural map

RHomOX
(E,B)! RΓ(X,RHomOX

(E,B))

is an isomorphism in Dqc(X) for all B ∈ Dqc(X).

2.4 Unbounded derived categories for schemes

2.4.1 Unbounded left derived functors on D(OX)

Now we discuss the unbounded versions of Lf∗ and (−)⊗L
OX

(−). This will be
very different from the prior discussion in two respects: First, even though we
don’t have K-projectives, it will be much easier and much more general (in
particular we will be able to construct this on the whole category D(OX) of a
ringed space). Moreover, we will usually just be able to give direct arguments
for compatibilities among the left derived functors, and can avoid derived
colimits of truncation towers.
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The downside is that the left derived functors are in some sense more classical
and less interesting. They behave very well with stalks and thus one can usually
reduce them to the case of modules. On the other hand, the way we constructed
the unbounded right derived functors was heavily reliant on affine cohomology
vanishing, which will not matter in the left case. The main motivation for
constructing left derived functors is that they will be adjoint to our right
derived functors, and thus we can use them to argue about the right functors.
In this sense, we will give new proofs of various facts from the previous section.

We will repurpose our definition from the previous section of a derived functor
of an exact functor K(OX)! E from K(OX) (or a triangulated subcategory),
to a triangulated category E. But we consider the dual case, so now we consider
right Kan extensions along the localization map Q : K(OX) ! D(OX). We
note that for the first part of this section, we have in mind an arbitrary ringed
space (X,OX), not necessarily a scheme.

Definition 2.4.1 Let X be a ringed space. An object F• ∈ K(OX) is K-flat
if the complex F• ⊗ G• is acyclic for every acyclic object G• ∈ K(OX).

Lemma 2.4.2 Let X be a ringed space.

(a) A bounded above complex of flat OX-modules is K-flat.

(b) If F•,G• are K-flat, then F• ⊗ G• is K-flat.

(c) If f : X ! Y is a morphism and F• is K-flat over OY , then f∗F• is
K-flat over OX .

(d) If F• is K-flat, then F•[n] is K-flat for every n.

(e) If F•
1 ! F•

2 ! F•
3 ! F•

1 [1] is a distinguished triangle in K(OX) and any
two of the three are K-flat, then the third is K-flat.

(f) F• is K-flat iff F•
x is K-flat over OX,x for every x ∈ X.

(g) An arbitrary termwise direct sum of K-flat complexes is K-flat.

(h) A termwise filtered colimit of K-flat complexes is K-flat.

Proof (a) We have shown this already using a spectral sequence. (b) This
follows from associativity of tensor product of complexes.

(f) Since stalks commute with sums, they commute with tensor product of
complexes. Since stalks preserve and jointly reflect exactness, it is clear that
F•

x being K-flat for all x implies that F• is K-flat. Conversely, if F• is K-flat
andM• ∈ K(OX,x) is acyclic, then Skx(M

•) is also acyclic, thus F•⊗Skx(M
•)

is acyclic and we conclude by taking its stalk at x.

(c) By (f), we reduce to showing that if A! B is a ring map andM• is K-flat
over A, then M• ⊗A B is K-flat over B. Indeed, for an acyclic complex N•,

(M• ⊗A B)⊗B N• ∼=M• ⊗A N
•
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holds as underlying A-modules, so the LHS is in particular acyclic.

(d) This is clear because F•[n]⊗ G• = (F• ⊗ G•)[n].

(e) We have shown previously that (−)⊗G• commutes with cones, and hence
is triangulated. Thus the result follows from the 2/3 property for acyclicity.

(g) Since coproducts commute with each other, it follows that (−)• ⊗G• com-
mutes with termwise sums. Then the result follows because direct sums are
exact in Mod(OX). □

Remark 2.4.3 Let A be an abelian category. Then if K•
n ∈ Ch(A), it is clear

that
Hom•(

⊕
n

K•
n, L

•) =
∏
n

Hom•(K•
n, L

•)

since products commute with one another, where
⊕

nKn denotes the termwise
sum. Since products of abelian groups are exact, taking zero cycles and zeroth
homology shows that

⊕
nK

•
n is also the coproduct in Ch(A) and in K(A).

Similarly, if {K•
i : i ∈ I} is a diagram of complexes, denote by lim−!i

Ki the
termwise colimit. Then

Hom(lim−!
i∈I

K•
i , L

•) = lim −
i∈I

Hom(K•
i , L

•)

since limits commute with products, and since limits commute with kernels we
can take zero cycles to show that lim−!i

K•
i is also the colimit in the category

Ch(A). However, this does not pass to the homotopy category.

As an application of this, we see that a termwise filtered colimit of K-injective
complexes is K-injective. Indeed, a termwise filtered colimit of acyclic com-
plexes is acyclic because filtered colimits are exact. Then, by the tensor-hom
adjunction in Ch(OX), (−)⊗G• commutes with colimits, so the result follows.

Lemma 2.4.4 Let X be a ringed space.

(a) The map K(OX)! D(OX) preserves arbitrary coproducts.

(b) For a direct system (F•
n) in Ch(OX), the canonical sequence of complexes

0!
⊕
n

F•
n

1−s
−−!

⊕
n

F•
n ! lim−!n

F•
n ! 0

is exact, where lim−!n
F•

n is the termwise filtered colimit.

Proof (a) Let {F•
i : i ∈ I} be a collection of complexes, and consider maps

fi : F•
i ! G• in D(OX); represent this by maps

F•
i

qi − F̃•
i

f̃i−! G•,

in K(OX) where the qi’s are quasi-isomorphisms, and then since direct sums are

exact, this induces a roof
⊕

i F•
i

q
 −

⊕
i F̃•

i
f̃
−! G• with q a quasi-isomorphism,
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and it’s clear that the corresponding map in D(OX) shows the existence part
of the universal property.

For uniqueness, suppose we have a map
⊕

i F•
i ! G• in D(OX) such that the

composites

F•
i !

⊕
i

F•
i

f
−! G•

are all zero. Represent f by a roof
⊕

i F•
i

f̃
−! G̃• q

 − G• with q a quasi-
isomorphism, then the composites

F•
i !

⊕
i

F•
i

f̃
−! G̃•

exist in K(OX) and become 0 in D(OX). This means that there are quasi-

isomorphisms F̃•
i

si−! F•
i whose composites with the above pair are zero

in K(OX). Again by exactness of coproducts, this means that the induced
diagram ⊕

i

F̃ •
i

s
−!

⊕
i

F•
i

f̃
−! G̃• q

 − G•

has the properties that s and q are quasi-isomorphisms and the composite of
the first two maps is 0 in K(OX). If we invert the last map in D(OX) this
shows that f ◦ s = 0 in D(OX), hence f = 0.

(b) (This is unrelated, so I’m not sure why it’s in this lemma.) This sequence
is exact on the right, because we can check this after taking Hom’s, which
recovers the universal property that to map into lim−!n

F•
n we give a sequence

of maps into the F•
n compatible with the maps F•

n ! F•
n+1. For injectivity,

since everything is termwise we can assume these are single sheaves. The tuple
(xn)n≥1 maps to

(x1, x2 − f1(x1), x3 − f2(x2), . . . ),
so if this is zero, then x1 = 0, so x2 − 0 = 0, and so on. □

Remark 2.4.5 The argument above shows that if A is an abelian cate-
gory which admits exact coproducts indexed by a set I, then D(A) admits
coproducts indexed by I, and they are computed on any representative.

In particular, D(OX) has arbitrary direct sums and they are computed
termwise on any representative. Also, for any collection {Aα} in D(OX), the
natural map ⊕

α

Hp(Aα)! Hp
(⊕

α

Aα

)
is an isomorphism. Indeed, this follows by choosing representatives for the Aα

and then noting that cohomology of complexes commutes with termwise direct
sums because they are exact. It follows e.g. that Dqc(X) for X a scheme also
has arbitrary direct sums.

If E is a triangulated category and (Kn, fn) is a direct system in E, then we
define the homotopy colimit of the system to be its derived limit in the opposite
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category. In other words, it is an object K equipped with a distinguished
triangle: ⊕

n

Kn
1−s
−−!

⊕
n

Kn ! K !
⊕
n

Kn[1]

In this case, we writeK = hocolimnKn. The dual of the theory we constructed
in the previous section applies. For instance, every L ∈ E provides a Milnor
sequence

0! R1 lim −n
HomE(Kn, L[−1])! HomE(K,L)! lim −n

HomE(Kn, L)! 0

of abelian groups. Again, all of the same non-uniqueness issues apply from
before. We note immediately that in D(OX) (or Dqc(X) for X a scheme),
homotopy colimits for all systems exist and are computed by taking the
appropriate direct sums and then the cone.

Here is another approach to computing a homotopy colimit. If (F•
n)n is a

system of complexes, equipped with actual chain maps fn : F•
n ! F•

n+1, then
the exact sequence of the previous lemma gives a distinguished triangle⊕

n

F•
n

1−s
−−!

⊕
n

F•
n ! lim−!

n

F•
n !

⊕
F•

n[1]

in D(OX) where lim−!n
F•

n is the termwise direct colimit. Therefore, we have

hocolimn F•
n

∼−! lim−!n
F•

n

as objects in the derived category. Note that since filtered colimits are exact,
this proves that the canonical map

lim−!
n

Hp(An)! Hp(hocolimnAn)

is an isomorphism for all p ∈ Z and systems (An)n in D(OX). Dual to the
case of derived limits, if A ∈ D(A) is an object, then the maps

τ≤1A! τ≤2A! τ≤3A! · · ·

form a canonical directed system, so we have induced maps hocolimn τ≤nA!
A and we can ask whether these are isomorphisms. For the same reason as the
limit case, even though these maps aren’t unique, the condition that they be
isomorphisms is independent of the choice of presentation of homotopy colimit
and choice of map.

Lemma 2.4.6 Let X be a ringed space.

(a) For F• ∈ Ch(OX), the canonical map from the (termwise) colimit

lim−!n
τ≤nF• ! F•

is an isomorphism in Ch(OX).

(b) In particular, if A ∈ D(OX), then the canonical map

hocolimn τ≤nA⇝ A
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is an isomorphism in D(OX).

Proof (a) Since it is termwise, we just have to show lim−!n
τ≤nFk ∼−! Fk for

all k. This is true because this system is eventually constant (i.e. after n > k),
and that implies the stated result as can be seen e.g. by applying Hom’s and
using the corresponding statement for inverse limits.

(b) By choosing a representative A = F• and the remark above, (a) finishes
the proof since the system lifts to Ch(OX). □

Lemma 2.4.7 Let X be a ringed space and G• ∈ Ch(OX). For each n ≥ 1,
there is a bounded above complex F•

n of flat OX-modules and a commutative
diagram

F•
1 F•

2 F•
3 · · ·

τ≤1G• τ≤2G• τ≤3G• · · ·
such that the vertical maps are surjective quasi-isomorphisms.

Proof We showed that OX -modules admit surjections from flat OX -modules
functorially, meaning that there’s a functor F : Mod(OX) ! Mod(OX) and
a natural transformation F ! Id giving the surjection. Therefore, since our
explicit construction of bounded above resolutions for adapted classes is also
functorial, there is a functor F : Ch(OX) ! Ch(OX) with a natural trans-
formation F ! Id that is componentwise a surjective quasi-isomorphism.
Applying this to the system (τ≤nG•) gives the result. □

The previous lemma is the key observation allowing us to construct useful
unbounded left derived functors.

Corollary 2.4.8 Let X be a ringed space.

(a) For each G• ∈ K(OX) there is a surjective quasi-isomorphism F• ! G•

in K(OX) such that F• is K-flat.

(b) Denote by K(FOX
) ⊂ K(OX) the full (triangulated) subcategory consisting

of K-flat complexes. Then the natural map

K(FOX
)! D(OX)

is a triangulated localization by the quasi-isomorphisms.

Proof Observe that by Lemma 2.4.2, K(FOX
) is indeed a full triangulated

(replete) subcategory, and we have seen many times why the result of (a)
implies the localization statement of (b), from the localization of subcategories
criterion.

For (a), we apply the above lemma and set F• := lim−!n
F•

n to be the termwise
filtered colimit. Then we get an induced map F ! lim−!n

τ≤nG• ∼= G•, which
is first of all surjective because filtered colimits are exact, and is also a
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quasi-isomorphism, e.g. because F• and G• represent the hocolim of the two
isomorphic systems in D(OX). □

We are now going to quickly generalize our proof of the universal property for
K-injectives as discussed in the previous section, to use a framework which
applies to K-flats.

Remark 2.4.9 This is a brief recap of how we have been using triangu-
lated localizations. Let A be an abelian category, and suppose we have full
triangulated subcategories

E ⊂ D ⊂ K(A).
(1) Denote by S the localizing class of quasi-isomorphisms in K(A). Since E

and D are closed under cones, it follows that SE = S ∩ E and SD = S ∩D are
both localizing classes in the respective subcategories. The restricted classes are
compatible with the triangulation, because the subcategories are closed under
shifts, and the other property is clear because they are full subcategories. These
are saturated localizing classes because the same was true before restricting.

(2) Then we have the two criteria for localizing subcategories, each dual to
the other (in the saturated case): For any quasi-isomorphism A• ! D•

1 with
D•

1 ∈ D, there exists a quasi-isomorphism D•
2 ! A• with D•

2 ∈ D. Then
the natural map between localizations is fully faithful. Alternatively, we can
reverse the arrows with the same conclusion.

(3) Here are the simple cases where (2) is satisfied for D that we actually use.
First is when D is saturated under quasi-isomorphisms, meaning that anything
isomorphic in the derived category to an object of D is already in D (e.g.
Kqc(X) for X a scheme). Another case is (e.g.) D = K+(A), for if A• has
bounded below cohomology, then the map A• ! τ≥kA

• is a quasi-isomorphism
for k ≪ 0.

(4) Now assume that DD(A) := D[S−1
D ]! D(A) is fully faithful. We describe

this situation by saying that D ⊂ K(A) is a localizing full triangulated subcat-
egory. We usually apply the criterion again to the subcategory E to see when
E[S−1

E ] ! DD(A) is an equivalence. We almost always apply this by saying
that for each object D• ∈ D, there exists a quasi-isomorphism E• ! D• with
E• ∈ E. Or the other way around, as long as the direction is consistent across
different objects. Then the criterion shows that E! DD(A) is a triangulated
localization by the quasi-isomorphisms.

(5) Assume we’re in the situation of (4) and F : E ! T is a triangulated
functor. Then F sends quasi-isomorphisms to isomorphisms iff it sends acyclic
complexes to 0; thus in this case, this induces a triangulated functor on the
localization F̃ : DD(A)! T; any map F ! F ′ of two such functors induces a

unique natural transformation of F̃ ! F̃ ′.

We will, going forward, use this remark without further mention. Our next goal
is to prove a more general version of our classical adapted classes result which



Vihaan Dheer 179

also covers the K-injective result from the last section. Since the application
in mind is to K-flats, we will state it in its ‘left’ version.

Definition 2.4.10 Let A be an abelian category and D ⊂ K(A) a localizing
full triangulated subcategory.

(a) A full triangulated subcategory E ⊂ D is left preadapted if for each object
A• ∈ D there is a quasi-isomorphism E• ! A• with E• ∈ E.

(b) Suppose F : D ! T is an exact functor of triangulated categories. A left
preadapted subcategory E ⊂ D is left adapted to F if for every acyclic
complex E• ∈ E, F (E•) = 0.

We make the dual ‘right’ definitions as well.

It is immediate from Remark 2.4.9 that a left preadapted subcategory E

satisfies the property that E! DD(A) is a triangulated localization.

Theorem 2.4.11 Let A be an abelian category and D ⊂ K(A) a localizing full
triangulated subcategory. Let F : D ! T be an exact functor of triangulated
categories and suppose E ⊂ D is left adapted to F .

(a) F has a left derived functor (LF : DD(A)! T, ε), which in fact satisfies
the right Kan condition against all functors.

(b) If (LF, ε) is a left derived functor of F , then εE• : LF (E•) ! F (E•) is
an isomorphism for all E• ∈ E.

The key idea of the proof is the following observation: Suppose there is a
morphism E• ! D• in DD(A) represented by a roof E•  E•

1 ! D•, where
the assumption means that we can always take the middle object to be in E.
Since F preserves quasi-isomorphisms in E, we can apply F to this and obtain

F (E•)
∼= − F (E•

1 )! F (D•) in T,

which allows us to define a map F (E•) ! F (D•). Moreover, this doesn’t
depend on the choice of roof: To show this, it suffices to show that the map
is stable under quasi-isomorphic refinements of E•

1 , and we can always choose
this to be some E•

2 ∈ E. Thus there is a diagram:

E•
2

E• E•
1 D•

∼ ∼
∼

Upon applying F to this, the three maps labeled with ∼ become isomorphisms,
and the claim is clear. Therefore we get a well-defined map

HomD(A)(E
•, D•)! HomT(F (E

•), F (D•))
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of sets, independent of any choices. Since F sends quasi-isomorphisms in E to
isomorphisms, we can view both sides as functors E[S−1

E ]op × D ! Set, and
we further claim that the map above is natural in each variable.

Fix a map E• ! D• represented by E• s
 − E•

1
a
−! D•. If we have D• b

−! D•
1 in

D then the composite map is represented by

E• s
 − E•

1
a
−! D• b

−! D•
1 ,

and its image becomes F (ba)F (s)−1 = F (b)F (a)F (s)−1, which shows natu-
rality in D. For the other variable, consider a map E•

2 ! E• represented by

E•
2

q
−! E•

3
b
 − E•, then in one direction the resulting map in T is(

F (a)F (s)−1
)(
F (b)F (q)−1

)
.

If we compose roofs first, then by definition we form a commutative diagram

E•
4

E•
3 E•

1

E•
2 E• D•

s

b

q b s a

and take the outer roof, which maps to

F (ab)F (qs)−1 = F (a)
(
F (b)F (s)−1

)
F (q)−1,

and by the commutative square this agrees with the previous direction.

Proof (of Thm. 2.4.11) Let Q : D ! DD(A) and QE : E ! DD(A) be local-
izations. Denote by R a quasi-inverse to E[S−1

E ] ∼−! DD(A), so that we have
a natural isomorphism u : ιR ∼−! Id.

Since the kernel of F |E contains the acyclic complexes, this restriction extends
to an exact functor which we call

LF : DD(A)! T

such that LF ◦ QE = F |E. For each D• ∈ D, we have the natural map
u : R(D•)! D• which is in DD(A), but by the construction described before
the proof and the fact that R(D•) ∈ E, this defines a map

ε : F (R(D•)) = LF (D•)! F (D•) in T.

The fact that the morphism of Homs was natural in both variables implies that
E is natural in D. Finally, if E• ∈ E, then u : R(E•)! E• is an isomorphism
in DD(A) by definition of R and u. Thus both arrows in R(E•)  E•

1 !
E• are quasi-isomorphisms between objects of E, so applying F shows that
ε : LF (E•)! F (E•) is an isomorphism.

It remains to prove the universal property: let G : DD(A) ! T be a functor
equipped with a natural map η : G ◦Q! F of functors D! T. If we restrict
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this to E, then we can view this as a map

G ◦QE
η
−! F |E

ε
 − LF ◦QE

where the second map is an isomorphism. By the universal property of
localization, this ascends to a unique map η̃ : G! LF such that

G ◦QE LF ◦QE

F |E

η̃

η
ε

commutes. We just have to extend this commutativity to D, and uniqueness
will follow from uniqueness on E. Let D• ∈ D be arbitrary and E• ! D• be
a quasi-isomorphism with E• ∈ E, then we have a commutative diagram:

G(D•)

G(E•) LF (E•) LF (D•)

F (E•) F (D•)

η̃∼=

η̃

η

∼=
ε∼= ε

Because of the displayed isomorphisms, and naturality of η, the composite ε◦ η̃
is forced to be η as desired. □

Let X be a ringed space. Then we showed that the full subcategory K(FOX
)

of K-flat complexes is replete, triangulated, and forms a left preadapted class.
We will use this to define bounded derived pullbacks and tensor products.

Lemma 2.4.12 Let Y be a ringed space and F• an acyclic K-flat complex.

(a) For any complex G• ∈ K(OY ), F• ⊗ G• is acyclic.

(b) For any morphism f : X ! Y , f∗(F•) is acyclic.

Proof (a) Let F•
1 ! G• be a K-flat resolution of G•. Then

F• ⊗F•
1 ! F• ⊗ G•

is a quasi-isomorphism since F• is K-flat, but the LHS is acyclic since F• is
acyclic and F•

1 is K-flat.

(b) By taking stalks, it suffices to show that if M• is a K-flat acyclic complex
over A and A! B is a ring map, then B ⊗A M

• is an acyclic complex of B-
modules. But this is the same as B⊗AM

• being acyclic over A, and then the
result follows from (a). □

It follows that if f : X ! Y is a morphism, then K(FOY
) is left adapted to f∗,

so we get a left derived functor

Lf∗ : D(OY )! D(OX).
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The left derived functors will have all of the nice properties, and it will be
easy to establish them. For instance, given maps f : X ! Y and g : Y ! Z,
Lf∗ ◦Lg∗ is an exact functor equipped with a map from (g ◦ f)∗, so there is a
natural map L(g◦f)∗ ! Lf∗◦Lg∗. It is clear that this is an isomorphism on the
K-flat complexes because pullback preserves K-flatness, so we conclude that
L(g◦f)∗ ∼= Lf∗◦Lg∗. Similarly, it is easy to prove that it commutes with stalks
in the appropriate sense since K-flats are closed under stalks and pullbacks.
Finally, since a bounded above complex of flats is K-flat, this construction
does extend what we said before.

Now we discuss tensor products. If we restrict the tensor product to

K(FOX
)×K(OX)! K(OX),

then fixing the first variable, we note that the second preserves quasi-
isomorphisms by definition of K-flat, and fixing the second shows that the first
preserves quasi-isomorphisms by (a) of the lemma above. Thus by localization
we obtain a functor

(−)⊗L
OX

(−) : D(OX)×D(OX)! D(OX).

By construction, for each G•, the functor (−)⊗L G• is the left derived functor
of (−) ⊗ G•, so we obtain canonical natural maps (−) ⊗L G• ! (−) ⊗ G•

between functors K(OX)! D(OX). But, if G•
1 ! G•

2 is a map in K(OX), then
by the universal property we obtain a natural morphism

(−)⊗L G•
1 ! (−)⊗L G•

2

making the obvious diagram commute. In particular, the derived tensor
product is equipped with a map

F• ⊗L
OX

G• ! F• ⊗OX
G•

natural in both variables, i.e. as functors K(OX) × K(OX) ! D(OX). Our
construction says that this map is an isomorphism when F• is K-flat, but if
G• is K-flat, then commutativity of

F•
1 ⊗L G• F•

1 ⊗ G•

F• ⊗L G• F• ⊗ G•

∼=
∼= ∼=

shows that it is an isomorphism even when G• is K-flat (here F•
1 ! F• is a

K-flat resolution). Using this map, we can prove all of the standard properties
essentially in the same way as before. We will repeat the proof of a few but in
general these are easy.

For example, suppose we want a natural isomorphism

A⊗L (B ⊗L C) ∼−! (A⊗L B)⊗L C
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as functors D(OX) × D(OX) × D(OX) ! D(OX). Indeed, if we represent
A and B by K-flat complexes then this is clear, also using that the tensor
product of K-flats is K-flat. For another example, we show there is a canonical
isomorphism

Lf∗
(
A⊗L B

)
! Lf∗(A)⊗L Lf∗(B).

To construct it, we have natural maps

Lf∗(F• ⊗L G•)! Lf∗(F• ⊗ G•)! f∗(F• ⊗ G•) ∼= f∗(F•)⊗ f∗(G•)

and

Lf∗(F•)⊗L Lf∗(G•)! f∗(F•)⊗L f∗(G•)! f∗(F•)⊗ f∗(G•).

If F•,G• ∈ K(FOY
), then each of the maps in the bottom row would be

isomorphisms because tensor products and pullbacks preserve K-flats. Thus
by inverting we get a morphism Lf∗(F•⊗LG•)! Lf∗(F•)⊗LLf∗(G•) which
is natural as functors K(OY )×K(OY )! D(OX). By the universal property
of localization this gives a unique map with the desired source and target on
the derived category. But also when F• and G• are K-flat, the first row is an
isomorphism, so this unique map is an isomorphism.

We mention that since K-flatness can be checked stalkwise, it is in partic-
ular a local notion stable under restriction. Therefore we have the standard
restriction-to-an-open properties of Lf∗ and (−) ⊗L

OX
(−) as in the bounded

above case.

One of the major reasons to do unbounded derived category theory is that we
can use adjunctions in a literal way. In fact, a powerful strategy to prove some-
thing about unbounded right derived functors, which is sometimes annoying
as we saw, is to prove a different statement about left derived functors and
argue by adjointness. Generally, however, we need K-injectives for this, so we
will usually do this over schemes. Thus let us first discuss how the unbounded
left derived functors behave over schemes, and then we revisit adjunctions.

Let X = SpecR be an affine scheme. We claim that a complex M• ∈ K(R)

is K-flat iff M̃• is K-flat. The latter condition holds iff M•
p is K-flat over

Rp for all p. It is clear that if this condition holds then M• is K-flat since
(M•⊗N•)p =M•

p ⊗N•
p and localization is exact. Conversely, if M• is K-flat,

then as a special case of f∗ preserving K-flatness we deduce M•
p is K-flat for

all p.

In particular, by the equivalence D(R) ∼= Dqc(SpecR), a quasicoherent sheaf
on an affine scheme has a K-flat resolution by quasicoherent sheaves. We use
this to give trivial proofs of results like the following one:

Lemma 2.4.13 Let X be a scheme.

(a) If f : X ! Y is a morphism, then Lf∗ maps Dqc(Y ) to Dqc(X).

(b) If A,B ∈ Dqc(X), then A⊗L
OX

B ∈ Dqc(X).
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Proof (a) This is local on Y , so assume Y is affine. Then A ∈ Dqc(Y ) is
isomorphic to F• where F• is a K-flat complex of quasicoherent sheaves,
and so Lf∗(A) ∼= f∗F• is a complex of quasicoherent sheaves and hence has
quasicoherent cohomology.

(b) Similarly, the question is local so we may assume X is affine, in which
case we can take quasicoherent K-flat resolutions of both terms, and then the
tensor product is quasicoherent (since the direct sum of quasicoherent sheaves
is quasicoherent). □

Remark 2.4.14 Here is an observation which we essentially already know. Let
E ⊂ K(A) be a left preadapted class with the property that Eac ⊥ B• for some
B• ∈ K(A). Here, Eac denotes the full subcategory of E of acyclic complexes,
and the notation means that for every A• ∈ Eac we have HomK(A)(A

•, B•) = 0.

If we are in this situation, then in fact the natural map

HomK(A)(A
•, B•)! HomD(A)(A

•, B•)

is an isomorphism for all A• ∈ E. Note that this is easy to see in the presence
of K-injectives, but the general proof is easy too. Given a roof A•  E• ! B•

representing a map in the target, take the cone sequence

E• ! A• ! Cone! E•[1]

and apply HomK(A)(−, B•); by our assumption, the natural induced map
Hom(A•, B•)! Hom(E•, B•) is an isomorphism, and thus there is a lift to a
map A• ! B• already in K(A). Conversely, if A• ! B• in K(A) becomes 0 in
D(A), there is a quasi-isomorphism E• ! A• such that the composite is zero
already in K(A), and we may assume E• ∈ E. Then the argument above gives

HomK(A)(A
•, B•) ∼−! HomK(A)(E

•, B•),

so the map A• ! B• was already zero.

We note that this is of course an iff statement, since any acyclic A• is 0 inD(A).
This also shows that if Eac ⊥ B•, then E is left adapted for HomA(−, B•),
and thus that the corresponding derived functor computes RHomA(−, B•) as
expected.

Given this, let us do the main example of an adjunction. We could formulate
this generally, but it will be a bit annoying because our K-injectives only exist
on an appropriate subcategory, and we also won’t need to do this many times.

Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes. We saw in Lemma 2.3.11 and
the lemma prior that we get functors

Lf∗ : Dqc(Y ) Dqc(X) :Rf∗

on the Dqc’s. We claim this forms an adjunction. We have already shown that
adjunctions of functors descend to the homotopy category, so for each F• we
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have a counit map f∗f∗F• ! F•, so we can obtain a zigzag

Lf∗Rf∗F•  Lf∗f∗F• ! f∗f∗F• ! F•.

If F• is K-injective, then the left-most map is an isomorphism, and therefore
this extends to a natural morphism Lf∗Rf∗ ! IdDqc(X) whose restriction to
the K-injectives agrees with the formula above. Thus we obtain a natural map

HomDqc(Y )(A,Rf∗B) −! HomDqc(X)(Lf
∗A,B)

factoring through HomDqc(X)(Lf
∗A,Lf∗Rf∗B). To show that this is an iso-

morphism, take B = I• to be K-injective, and A = F• to be K-flat. The key
observation is that on the homotopy category

0 = HomK(X)(f
∗F•, I•) ∼= HomK(Y )(F•, f∗I•)

if F• is acyclic (in K(FX)), since then f∗F• is acyclic. Therefore, Kac(FX) ⊥
f∗I•, so the remark above applies, and thus

HomDqc(Y )(F•, f∗I•) = HomK(Y )(F•, f∗I•)

∼= HomK(X)(f
∗F•, I•)

= HomD(X)(f
∗F•, I•),

which is the desired result.

Example 2.4.15 Recall the adjunction j! ⊣ j∗ where j : U ↪! X is an open
inclusion. By exact adjunctions (which don’t even require K-injectives), this
descends to an adjunction

j! : D(OU )⇄ D(OX) : j∗.

In particular, as long as j : U ! X is qcqs and A ∈ Dqc(U) we have an
isomorphism A ∼= j∗Rj∗A, and hence an adjoint map j!A ! Rj∗A in D(X).
Suppose that SuppA ⊂ Z where Z is closed in X. Then this map is an
isomorphism. Indeed, this can be checked on the level of sheaves of abelian
groups, where we have closed immersions i : Z ! U and i1 : Z ! X; again
the exact adjunction i−1 ⊣ i∗ descends to the derived categories, giving a map
A ! i∗i

−1A. This map is an isomorphism on all cohomology, as that can be
checked on stalks. Therefore

Rj∗A ∼= Rj∗i∗i
−1A = i1,∗i

−1A,

and that j∗A ∼= i1,∗i
−1A can be checked after taking cohomology and applying

stalks.

We can do the same thing for RHom. Indeed, we have a natural map

Hom(F•,G•)! Hom(Lf∗F•, Lf∗G•)! RHom(Lf∗F•, Lf∗G•),

so we obtain a natural map

RHomOY
(A,B)! RHomOX

(Lf∗A,Lf∗B)
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for B ∈ Dqc(Y ). If we replace B with Rf∗B for B ∈ Dqc(X), we can use this
observation and the adjunction counit to obtain

RHomOY
(A,Rf∗B)! RHomOX

(Lf∗A,B),

which is an isomorphism since it induces an isomorphism on all cohomology
by the case above.

These questions become more delicate if we want to involveRHomOX
, because

as we saw it often doesn’t land in Dqc(X). We mentioned that if the first
argument is pseudocoherent and the second is in D+

qc(X), then the result is
quasicoherent, but this case was already known to us. The other interesting
case is when the first argument is perfect, but most of this case is easy to
handle directly from the dualizability properties we discussed earlier.

For instance, this puts a big limitation on proving the unbounded tensor Hom
adjunction, because we cannot make sense of a term like

RHomD(X)(A,RHomOX
(B,C))

unless RHomOX
(B,C) ∈ Dqc(X). However, we can use the above strategy to

prove the standalone adjunction

HomD(X)(A⊗L
OX

B,C) ∼= HomD(X)(A,RHom(B,C))

only under the assumption that C ∈ Dqc(X). This is clear after one notices
that if F• is K-flat and I• is K-injective, then Hom(F•, I•) is again K-
injective. Indeed, if G• is acyclic then

HomK(X)(G•,Hom(F•, I•)) ∼= HomK(X)(G• ⊗F•, I•) = 0

by the assumptions and the underived adjunction. Therefore, taking C = I• ∈
Dqc(X) to be K-injective, B = G• to be K-flat, and A = F•, we obtain

HomD(X)(F• ⊗L
OX

G•, I•) = HomK(X)(F• ⊗L
OX

G•, I•)
∼= HomK(X)(F•,Hom(G•, I•))

= HomD(X)(F•,Hom(G•, I•))

= HomD(X)(F•,RHom(G•, I•))

as desired. Note that in this argument, if we want F• and G• to represent
arbitrary objects of D(X), then it’s important that we use the fact that I•

is truly K-injective as an object of D(X) and not just of Dqc(X). But, as
explained, we don’t have the tools to show (or state) this on the level of RHom
or RHom unless B is perfect.

Remark 2.4.16 When dealing with perfect complexes over schemes, we usually
like to replace the notion of strictly perfect which we discussed in the previous
section with ‘bounded complex of locally free sheaves’. We can do this for two
reasons. First, as we showed, a strictly perfect complex on a locally ringed
space is a bounded complex of finite locally free sheaves. Second, because
there are only finitely many terms, a bounded complex of finite locally frees
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is locally a complex of finite free sheaves, hence strictly perfect. Thus, we can
also equivalently just work with bounded complexes of finite frees.

The most important property is that bounded complexes of finite locally free
sheaves are internally projective in the unbounded sense. In other words, if F•

is a bounded complex of vector bundles, then the natural map

HomOX
(F•,G•)! RHomOX

(F•,G•)

is an isomorphism even for unbounded G• ∈ Kqc(X). This follows because the
corresponding internal Hom spectral sequence works as the first argument is
bounded, so HomOX

(F•,−) preserves acyclics and hence quasi-isomorphisms.

Let us briefly revisit tor dimension and possibly unbounded perfect objects
and show that they have the right properties which extend the cases we studied
earlier. Recall our working convention, that whenever we use terms like perfect,
tor dimension, etc. for objects of a derived category of a ring R, we mean to
consider it as a special case of the earlier sections for the one point ringed
space with structure sheaf R.

Lemma 2.4.17 Let X be a scheme.

(a) If X = SpecR is affine, the natural map

Ã⊗L
OX

B̃ ! Ã⊗L
R B

is an isomorphism for all A,B ∈ D(R).

(b) Let A ∈ Dqc(X). Then A has tor-amplitude in [a, b] iff A ⊗L
OX

F ∈
D

[a,b]
qc (X) for all F ∈ QCoh(X).

Proof (a) Writing A = F • and B = M• with F • K-flat, we know that F̃ • is
also K-flat so the result follows from the underived case. (b) (⇐) Since OX is
quasicoherent A is bounded. We showed that tor dimension is stalk local, and
since stalks commute with cohomology and (a), we reduce to showing that if
A ∈ D(R) has tor amplitude in [a, b], then Ap has tor amplitude in [a, b] for
all p ∈ SpecR. Indeed this is just the fact that tor amplitude respects base
change under A! Ap. □

Lemma 2.4.18 Let X = SpecR be an affine scheme and A ∈ D(R).

(a) A has tor amplitude in [a, b] iff Ã has tor amplitude in [a, b].

(b) M• ∈ K(R) is strictly perfect iff M̃• is strictly perfect.

(c) A is m-pseudocoherent iff Ã is m-pseudocoherent.

(d) A is perfect iff Ã is perfect.

Proof (a) This is an immediate consequence of the previous lemma and the
fact that (−̃) preserves cohomological amplitude. (b) It suffices to show that
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a module M is strictly perfect iff M̃ is strictly perfect. One direction is clear
because (−̃) commutes with sums and preserves frees, and if M̃ ⊕ F = On

X ,

then by 2/3 F is quasicoherent and so F = Ñ , and thus M ⊕N = Rn by full
faithfulness.

(c) Since open sets are trivial, we have a triangle E• ! A ! C ! E•[1]
with E• strictly perfect and C ∈ D<m(R). Since (−̃) is exact and preserves

amplitude, the result follows from (b). Conversely, if Ã is m-pseudocoherent,
then by the definition and the properties mentioned above and (b), we see that
Afi is m-pseudocoherent over Rfi for {f1, . . . , fr} a Zariski cover.

Afi is m-pseudocoherent over a point hence bounded above, so by finiteness A
is bounded above, i.e. A ∈ D≤a(R). If a < m then we are done so assume a ≥
m, then we proceed by upwards induction on a. Indeed, note Afi ∈ D≤a(Rfi),
so by Example 2.2.44 we have

Ha(Afi) = Ha(A)fi

is finitely generated for i = 1, . . . , r, hence Ha(A) is finitely generated. Take
F a finite free module with a surjection F ! Ha(A) ! 0, and choosing a
representative A = M• with M• ∈ K≤a(R), we have a surjection Ma !
Ha(M) and hence we have a lift to F ! Ma. Again since M• ∈ K≤a, this
extends to a map F [−a] ! Ma[−a] ! M• = A inducing the aforementioned
surjection on ath cohomology, and we can take the cone sequence

F [−a]! A! C ! F [−a+ 1].

The construction implies that C ∈ D≤a−1, however localizing at all fi and
using that Ffi [−a] remains finite free and hence pseudocoherent, shows that
Cfi is m-pseudocoherent for all i. Hence by induction C is m-pseudocoherent.
Thus A is m-pseudocoherent.

(d) (⇒) is clear e.g. because we can apply (b) locally. (⇐) If Ã is perfect,

then since SpecR is quasicompact, Ã is pseudocoherent and has finite tor
dimension, thus by (a) and (c) the same hold for A, hence A is perfect. □

Example 2.4.19 Let f be qcqs. Since we have a map

Lf∗(Rf∗(A)⊗L B) = Lf∗(Rf∗A)⊗L Lf∗(B)! A⊗L Lf∗B,

there is an induced projection map

Rf∗(A)⊗L
OY

B ! A⊗L
OX

Lf∗(B)

only by assuming that A ∈ Dqc(X) and B ∈ Dqc(Y ). We will show shortly
that this is an isomorphism.

Example 2.4.20 If f is qcqs, then Rf∗ preserves limits that exist in Dqc(X).
We can use this to show that if (Kn) is an inverse system in Dqc(X) for which
R lim −n

Kn ∈ Dqc(X), then Rf∗ commutes with the derived limit. The naive
proof which goes through the fact that Rf∗ preserves products doesn’t work
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unless
∏

nKn remains in Dqc(X). If we make the additional assumption that
R lim −n

Rf∗(Kn) is in Dqc(Y ), then this has an easy proof, where we just use
that Hom is homological and apply the five-lemma and adjunction.

Example 2.4.21 If f, g are qcqs and composable, then we get a trivial proof
that Rg∗ ◦Rf∗ = R(g ◦ f)∗, simply because this follows for the adjoints. Note
that we proved this with some difficulty in the last section by approximation
from the bounded below case.

Example 2.4.22 Let X be an R-scheme, and consider the map p : X ! SpecR.
Here we identify R-modules with their associated quasicoherent sheaves. We
can construct a natural map

Lp∗ RHomOX
(A,B)! RHomOX

(A,B) (∗)

as follows: If F• is a complex of OX -modules and I• is K-injective, then we
have natural maps

Lp∗ HomOX
(F•, I•)! p∗ HomOX

(F•, I•)! HomOX
(F•, I•),

where the second map is adjoint to the isomorphism HomOX
(F•, I•) ∼−!

p∗HomOX
(F•, I•). Thus we obtain (∗). If X (and thus p) is qcqs, and

RHomOX
(A,B) ∈ Dqc(X), then this corresponds to a map

RHomOX
(A,B)! RΓ(X,RHomOX

(A,B)).

We’ve seen in Lemma 2.3.49 that if A is perfect, then this is an isomorphism.
Of course, we also know that we always have this isomorphism under the
appropriate boundedness assumptions, for all OX -modules. We will extend
this (in the unbounded case) later.

Example 2.4.23 Here is a simple example of a nontrivial homotopy colimit
which can be useful. First let R be a ring and f ∈ R. For each n ≥ 0, the map
R! Rf sending 1 7! f−n induces a morphism

lim−!

(
R

f
−! R

f
−! R

f
−! · · ·

)
! Rf

from the sequential colimit. This map is an isomorphism: it is clear from the
definition that a/fn is in the image for all n and a ∈ R, and on the other
hand if a 7! a/fn equals 0 in Rf , then a/1 = 0 so fka = 0 for k ≫ 0. In other
words a becomes zero at a later stage in the directed system.

Let us make this scheme-theoretic and derived. Let L be a line bundle on a
scheme X, s ∈ L(X) a global section, and recall that the inclusion j : Xs ↪! X
is affine. Indeed, on an affine open U ⊂ X where L is trivialized and s ∼ f ∈
OX(U), we know that U ∩ Xs = DU (f). In particular we have the derived
adjunction j∗ ⊣ Rj∗. We will construct a map

hocolim
(
A

s
−! A⊗L

OX
L s
−! A⊗L

OX
L⊗2 ! · · ·

)
! Rj∗j

∗A
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for any A ∈ Dqc(X) and show that it is an isomorphism. Indeed, since s is
nowhere vanishing on Xs the map s : OXs ! L|Xs is an isomorphism, so we
have isomorphisms L⊗n|Xs ! OXs for each n sending sn 7! 1. Tensoring this
with A we obtain(

A⊗L
OX

L⊗n
)
|Xs = A|Xs ⊗L

OXs
L⊗n|Xs ! A|Xs

so by adjunction this gives maps A⊗L
OX

L⊗n ! Rj∗j
∗A. These commute with

multiplication-by-s maps since this held before adjunction and the same fact
for the maps L⊗n|Xs ! OXs . Thus we obtain the desired map out of the
hocolim.

To see that this is an isomorphism, restrict to an affine open U ⊂ X on which
L is trivialized, so s corresponds to f ∈ OX(U). Then A|U is represented by a

complex of quasicoherent sheaves corresponding to M•, and j∗M̃• = M•
f , so

everything reduces to showing

hocolim
(
M• f
−!M• f

−!M• f
−! · · ·

)
!M•

f

is an isomorphism inside D(OX(U)). But homotopy colimits of systems where
the maps are chain maps are computed as termwise filtered colimits, and
termwise this is an isomorphism by the initial computation. Thus this is an
isomorphism. We call this the homotopy colimit localization formula.

In this setup, we can also relatively easily extend the Mayer-Vietoris triangle
and the 2-open cover descent result to the unbounded case.

Remark 2.4.24 Suppose we have an exact triangle

A
(b′,c′)
−−−−! B ⊕ C

(b,c)
−−−! D ! A[1]

in a triangulated category, and e.g. c is an isomorphism, then it follows that
the map A! B is an isomorphism. Indeed, consider the diagram of triangles

A B ⊕ C D A[1]

B B ⊕ C C B[1]

r f c−1

where

f =

(
1 0

c−1b 1

)
: B ⊕ C ! B ⊕ C.

Now f is an isomorphism because f ·diag(1,−1) squares to the identity matrix.
Thus this extends to an isomorphism of triangles for some r : A! B. Therefore
we deduce

(r, 0)T = f(b′, c′)T = (b′, c−1bb′ + c′)T ,
and in particular r = b′ is an isomorphism.

Proposition 2.4.25 Let X be a scheme and U, V ⊂ X be quasicompact
opens. Suppose A ∈ Dqc(U), B ∈ Dqc(V ), and we are given an isomorphism
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α : A|U∩V
∼−! B|U∩V in Dqc(U ∩ V ). Then there exists C ∈ Dqc(U ∪ V ) and

isomorphisms
βU : C|U ∼−! A βV : C|V ∼−! B

making the diagram

C|U∩V

A|U∩V B|U∩V

βU |U∩V βV |U∩V

α

commute. Moreover, such a (C, βU , βV ) is unique up to an isomorphism whose
restrictions commute with βU , βV .

Proof Let jU , jV , j be the (qcqs) inclusions of U, V, U∩V into the union U∪V .
Consider the maps

RjU,∗A
a
−! Rj∗A|U∩V

Rj∗α−−−! Rj∗B|U∩V

and
RjV,∗B

b
−! Rj∗B|U∩V ,

and extend the middle map below to an exact triangle:

C
(βU ,βV )
−−−−−! RjU,∗A⊕RjV,∗B

(Rj∗α◦a,−b)
−−−−−−−−! Rj∗B|U∩V ! C[1].

Upon restriction to U , the map −b becomes −Id, hence by the observation
above the proof it follows that βU |U is an isomorphism C|U ∼−! A|U . Likewise
upon restriction to V , Rj∗α ◦ a becomes Rj∗α|V which is an isomorphism, so
βV |V is an isomorphism C|V ∼−! B|U . Finally since this is an exact triangle,

Rj∗α ◦ a ◦ βU − b ◦ βV = 0,

so restricting to U ∩ V shows α ◦ βU |U∩V = βV |U∩V .

For uniqueness, now suppose we are given (C ′, β′
U , β

′
V ) satisfying the same

properties as C. Adjunction will provide a map C ′ ! RjU,∗A⊕RjV,∗B whose
composite to Rj∗B|U∩V equals 0, and therefore there is a map C ′ ! C such
that the diagram

C ′

C RjU,∗A⊕RjV,∗B

(β
′
U ,β

′
V )

(βU ,βV )

commutes. In particular we can split off the two summands, and then restrict-
ing to U and V individually shows that C ′|U ∼−! C|U and the same for V .

□

Remark 2.4.26 We can easily record the following consequence of this proof,
which is the Mayer-Vietoris triangle in the unbounded setting. Namely, if we
start with A ∈ Dqc(U ∪ V ), then the map A! RjU,∗A|U ⊕RjV,∗A|V satisfies
the conditions of C as above, so the uniqueness gives a triangle

A! RjU,∗A|U ⊕RjV,∗A|V
(1,−1)
−−−−! RjU∩V,∗A|U∩V ! A[1]
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mirroring the Mayer-Vietoris triangle from earlier.

Let us briefly check that perfectness still behaves as expected even in the
unbounded setting. Most importantly, we want to ensure that duals of perfect
complexes still behave well. Now that we have an unbounded tensor hom
adjunction, the fact that OX is quasicoherent means that we have a natural
evaluation map

RHomOX
(A,OX)⊗L

OX
A! OX

for any A ∈ D(X). Therefore, again by adjunction and quasicoherence of OX ,
we get a map

A! RHomOX

(
RHom(A,OX),OX

)
.

If E ∈ Perf(X) is a possibly unbounded perfect object, then this double dual
map is an isomorphism, because the claim is local and hence we may reduce
to the bounded case. Next, tensor the evaluation map with B ∈ Dqc(X).
Adjunction gives

RHomOX
(A,OX)⊗L

OX
B ! RHomOX

(A,B)

for all A ∈ D(X). If A = E ∈ Perf(X), then this is an isomorphism: indeed we
can check locally, where E is strictly perfect, and then so is Hom(E|U ,OU ), so
both sides reduce to the underived case. Any other properties we care about
can be derived from these two.

Now suppose E• is a perfect complex, i.e. represents a perfect object of Dqc(X).
Then if I• ∈ Kqc(IX), we know that

HomOX
(E•, I•)! RHomOX

(E•, I•)

is an isomorphism (in Dqc(X)). If f : X ! Y is a qcqs morphism, we have
maps

f∗HomOX
(E•, I•) Rf∗HomOX

(E•, I•)

Rf∗ RHomOX
(E•, I•)

∼=

and we claim the diagonal is an isomorphism. Indeed, the top map is an
isomorphism because we may check this locally, where E• admits a quasi-
isomorphism from a strictly perfect complex; by naturality of the top map, this
is an isomorphism because strictly perfect complexes are K-flat, and hence the
corresponding Hom is K-injective with quasicoherent cohomology.

To apply this, consider the zigzag

Rf∗ RHomOX
(Lf∗E•, I•) f∗HomOX

(f∗E•, I•)
∼= HomOY

(E•, f∗I•)

! RHomOY
(E•, Rf∗I•).

The first map is an isomorphism because the same argument as above applies
to Lf∗, since E• locally admits a quasi-isomorphism from a strictly perfect
complex. Therefore there is a natural map

Rf∗ RHomOX
(Lf∗E,B)! RHomOY

(E,Rf∗B)



Vihaan Dheer 193

for E ∈ Perf(X) and B ∈ Dqc(X). To see that this is an isomorphism, we can
apply RΓ(U,−) over every affine open U ⊂ Y , and by our earlier result in the
qcqs case this reduces to the adjunction on the level of RHomOX

, which relies
on the fact that Lf∗E is perfect as well.

We’ll now use this to extend some of our prior isomorphisms. First, if E is
perfect, we can use the natural map OY ! Rf∗OX ,

E∨ ! RHom(E,Rf∗OX) ∼= Rf∗ RHom(Lf∗E,OY ),

so by adjunction we get a map Lf∗(E∨)! (Lf∗E)∨. This is an isomorphism
because locally we can reduce to the bounded case. Therefore, by replacing E
with E∨ in the sheafified adjunction formula above, we obtain

Rf∗(B ⊗L
OX

Lf∗E) ∼−! Rf∗(B)⊗L
OX

E,

i.e. the projection formula map is an isomorphism for perfect E and unbounded
B ∈ Dqc(X). Since Lf∗ commutes with tensor product, we easily obtain

Lf∗ RHomOY
(E,B) ∼−! RHomOX

(Lf∗E,Lf∗B)

when E ∈ Perf(Y ) and B ∈ Dqc(X).

2.4.2 Generators and Brown representability

In this section, we are going to show that when f is a morphism between qcqs
schemes, then there is an adjunction

Rf∗ : Dqc(X)⇄ Dqc(Y ) :f !,

but we will construct f ! through abstract means, and in particular it will not
be a derived functor of a functor which exists on Kqc(Y ). We are making the
unconventional choice to prove this result before actually doing any algebraic
geometry, but the point of this is to emphasize that we can use category theory
in a non-trivial way with the introduction of derived categories. We will see
later that this abstract result is a generalization of Serre duality.

There are two major steps to this result. We need to prove the Brown repre-
sentability theorem for triangulated categories, and then we need to prove that
Rf∗ satisfies the hypotheses for this theorem. The main one, which is perfect
generation, we will discuss in the next section. Let’s do the easier one of the
hypotheses as a warmup:

Lemma 2.4.27 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes. Then the
functor Rf∗ : Dqc(X)! Dqc(Y ) preserves arbitrary coproducts.

Proof Since there is a natural comparison map, the claim is local on Y , so we
may assume Y is quasicompact. Thus Rf∗ has finite right QCoh-dimension d,
which means that for any A ∈ Dqc(X),

Hp(Rf∗A)! Hp(Rf∗(τ≥nA))
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is an isomorphism for p ≥ n + d. It follows from Prop. 2.2.5, and the fact
that coproducts in Dqc(X) are computed termwise on any representative, that
Rf∗ commutes with arbitrary direct sums of collections of objects of Dqc(X)
which are globally bounded below. Moreover, since coproducts of OX -modules
are exact, they commute with truncation. Therefore we have a commutative
diagram:

Hp
(⊕

αRf∗Aα

)
Hp

(
Rf∗

⊕
αAα

)
Hp

(⊕
αRf∗(τ≥nAα)

)
Hp

(
Rf∗

⊕
α τ≥nAα

)
The right-hand vertical map is an isomorphism when p ≥ n + d, and the
same holds for the left-hand map because cohomology commutes with direct
sums. The bottom map is always an isomorphism by the bounded below case.
Therefore for p ≥ n+ d the top map is an isomorphism. Since n was arbitrary
we are done. □

Remark 2.4.28 As an immediate consequence, if (An)n≥0 is a sequential system
in Dqc(X) and f is qcqs, then the comparison map

hocolimnRf∗An ! Rf∗
(
hocolimnAn)

is an isomorphism in Dqc(Y ). Indeed, Rf∗ preserves the defining hocolim
triangles and the direct sums in these triangles.

Example 2.4.29 This is a continuation of Example 2.4.23, where we proved a
canonical isomorphism

hocolimn(A⊗L
OX

L⊗n) ∼−! Rj∗j
∗A

whenever L is a line bundle on X, s ∈ L(X) a section, j : Xs ↪! X the
inclusion, and the transition maps of the system are multiplication by s. Now
suppose X is a qcqs R-scheme. Then pushforward to SpecR is RΓ, so we
obtain an isomorphism

hocolimnRΓ(X,A⊗L
OX

L⊗n) ∼−! RΓ(Xs, A)

inside D(R). Since taking cohomology turns hocolims into filtered colimits,
this shows that the natural map

lim−!
n≥0

Hp(X,A⊗L
OX

L⊗n) ∼−! Hp(Xs, A)

is an isomorphism for any A ∈ Dqc(X), s ∈ L(X), and p ∈ Z. This simple
observation will be very useful for instance when dealing with an ample line
bundle. We will also use it in computing the cohomology of projective space.

Let E be a triangulated category. A collection {Ei} ⊂ E of objects generates
E if for each A ̸= 0 ∈ E there exists some index i and n ∈ Z such that
HomE(Ei, A[n]) ̸= 0. This is a somewhat weird notion, so a few observations:
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(a) If E is a subcategory of a derived category which admits unbounded
RHom, then the condition is equivalent to the existence of some i such
that RHomA(Ei, A) ̸= 0.

(b) If E has coproducts and {Ei} is a (small) set, then {Ei} generates E if
and only if

⊕
iEi is a single generator, since

HomE(
⊕
i

Ei, A[n]) =
∏
i

HomE(Ei, A[n])

and the RHS is nonzero iff one of the factors is nonzero.

(c) If A! B is a morphism in E, then it is an isomorphism iff

HomE(Ei, A[n])! HomE(Ei, B[n])

is an isomorphism for all i and n. Indeed, one direction is clear, and
on the other hand, consider the triangle A ! B ! C ! A[1]. Indeed,
the corresponding exact sequence shows that HomE(Ei, C[n]) = 0 for all
n ∈ Z and i, and thus C = 0.

Of course, the criterion of (b) is in fact equivalent to the set {Ei} generating
the category, and this is the most reasonable explanation of the terminology.
Our main theorem of the next section will be the following one:

Theorem 2.4.30 Let X be a qcqs scheme. Then Dqc(X) has a perfect
generator.

We instead discuss consequences now. First, if E is triangulated and has small
coproducts, an object E ∈ E is compact if HomE(E,−) preserves arbitrary
coproducts (which is distinct from our general definition of a compact object
in an arbitrary category). We say E is compactly generated if it is generated
by a set of compact objects.

First, for any scheme X, if E ∈ Perf(X) then RHomOX
(E,−) ∼= E∨ ⊗L

OX
(−)

as a functor Dqc(X) ! Dqc(X). By the tensor hom adjunction, this is a left
adjoint and hence commutes with colimits in Dqc(X). If X is qcqs, then X
has coproducts. Moreover,

RΓ ◦RHomOX
(E,−) = RHomOX

(E,−).

since X is qcqs, and as a special case of Lemma 2.4.27 we see that RΓ preserves
coproducts. Finally, we showed that taking cohomology preserves coproducts,
so we conclude HomDqc(X)(E,−) preserves coproducts (as a functor from
Dqc(X)), and thus E ∈ Dqc(X) is compact. We will in the next section show
the converse, that all compact objects are perfect.

We emphasize that Thm. 2.4.30 is a remarkably strong statement; it says, for
example, that there is a perfect object E such that to check if A ! B is an
isomorphism, it suffices to check that

Hp(X,E ⊗L
OX

A)! Hp(X,E ⊗L
OX

B)
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is an isomorphism for every p ∈ Z. Indeed, take E∨ to be a perfect gen-
erator, then we know that it suffices to check isomorphisms after applying
RHom(E∨,−), but

RHomOX
(E∨,−) = RΓ ◦RHomOX

(OX , E ⊗L
OX

(−))

= RΓ(X,E ⊗L
OX

(−))

which proves the statement. The strength of this statement comes from the
fact that we are only looking at global cohomology here. In many geometric
examples, especially for projective varieties, we will be able to write down
explicit generators and can use the principle above.

Let T have coproducts and E ∈ Tc. Most immediately, the defining property
of compactness says that any map E !

⊕
iXi corresponds to a collection of

maps E ! Xi with all but finitely many nonzero, so in particular the map
factors through some summand with only finitely many Xi involved. Here’s an
alternative way to state this.

Suppose X = hocolimnKn for some direct system (Kn) in T, and take
Hom(E,−) of the associated triangle to obtain an exact sequence⊕

n

Homi(E,Kn)
1−s
−−!

⊕
n

Homi(E,Kn)! Homi(E,X)!
⊕
n

Homi+1,

but now e.g. as a (very) special case of Lemma 2.4.4, all the left-hand maps
are injective, so applying this to i = 0, 1 we see

0!
⊕
n

Hom(E,Kn)
1−s
−−!

⊕
n

Hom(E,Kn)! Hom(E,X)! 0

is exact. A second application of Lemma 2.4.4 shows that the natural map

lim−!n
Hom(E,Kn)! Hom(E,X)

induced by the maps Kn ! X is an isomorphism. So, this is the replacement
for the statement that Hom’s out of compact objects should preserve filtered
colimits.

Proposition 2.4.31 Let E be a triangulated category (with coproducts) and
{Ei} a generating set of compact objects.

(a) Suppose D ⊂ E is a full replete triangulated subcategory closed under
coproducts. If Ei ∈ D for each i, then D = E.

(b) Let u : F ! G be a morphism of exact functors F,G : E ! D which
preserve coproducts. If uEi : F (Ei) ! G(Ei) is an isomorphism for each
i, then u is an isomorphism.

Proof We will deduce both of these from the following slightly more specific
statement.
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Lemma 2.4.32 Under the same assumptions, let A ∈ E. Then there is a direct
system (Kn)n≥0 where K0 = 0 with morphisms fitting into exact triangles

Ln ! Kn ! Kn+1 ! Ln[1]

such that Ln is a coproduct of shifts of generators and A ≃ hocolimnKn.

Indeed, for (a), Ln ∈ D, so by induction Kn ∈ D. Since D is closed under
coproducts, it follows that hocolimnKn

∼= A ∈ D as well. (b) Consider the class
of objects D ∈ D for which uD is an isomorphism. By naturality, this is closed
under isomorphism. Since F and G commute with shifts and coproducts, it is
clear that D is closed under shifts and coproducts. Finally, by the triangulated
5-lemma, D is closed under cones. Thus by (a) we conclude. □

Proof (of Lemma 2.4.32) Let K1 be the direct sum over Ei[m] for all i,m ∈ Z
and all maps Ei[m] ! A. This comes with a natural map K1 ! A. For
aesthetic purposes define K0 = 0 and L0 = K1[−1] so that we have the n = 0
triangle as above.

Inductively, given Kn ! A, we construct Ln as the coproduct over all Ei[m]
indexed by all i, m ∈ Z, and maps Ei[m] ! Kn for which the composite
Ei[m] ! Kn ! A is zero. This comes with a canonical map to Kn, so define
Kn+1 by the triangle

Ln ! Kn ! Kn+1 ! Ln[1].

By definition, the given map Kn ! A is in the kernel of Hom(Kn, A) !
Hom(Ln, A), hence it extends to a map Kn+1 ! A commuting with Kn !
Kn+1. Thus we obtain a morphism hocolimnKn ! A.

To see that this is an isomorphism, we can check this after applying
Hom(Ei[m],−) for all i and m, which by compactness yields the map

lim−!n
Hom(Ei[m],Kn)! Hom(Ei[m], A)

which sends a representative [φ] to Ei[m] ! Kn ! A. The map was already
made surjective when we defined K1, so suppose φ : Ei[m]! Kn represents a
class mapping to 0. Then this is a basis element of Ln, and since the composite
Ln ! Kn ! Kn+1 is zero, we have [φ] = 0 in the source, showing injectivity.

□

Remark 2.4.33 Though we loosely assume that all of our categories are locally
small, it is crucial that E be locally small for the construction in Lemma 2.4.32.
In the application we have in mind, namely Dqc(X), this is clear because it is
equivalent to a subcategory of K(X). Likewise, it is crucial for the generators
to form a small set and not a proper class.

We say that a triangulated category T is compactly generated if it is generated
by a (small) set of compact objects. Now let’s discuss some corollaries of the
perfect generation theorem.
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Corollary 2.4.34 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes. Then the
natural projection map

Rf∗(A)⊗L
OY

B ! Rf∗
(
A⊗L

OX
Lf∗B

)
is an isomorphism for all A ∈ Dqc(X) and B ∈ Dqc(Y ).

Proof The claim is local on Y , so we may assume Y (and thus X) are qcqs. By
fixing A, this is a natural transformation in B of exact, coproduct preserving
functors Dqc(Y ) ! Dqc(Y ). Indeed, (−) ⊗L (−) preserves colimits in each
variable, as does Lf∗, since they are left adjoints, and Rf∗ preserves arbitrary
coproducts. We have seen that it is an isomorphism if B ∈ Perf(Y ). Thus by
Prop. 2.4.31 applied to Dqc(Y ) via perfect generation (Thm. 2.4.30), it is an
isomorphism. □

Example 2.4.35 We wish to stress that Cor. 2.4.34 is a truly interesting result
because it is one of our first examples of statements which are true only in
the derived category. Namely, we did not prove this by reducing to the under-
ived case, but instead by extending such a case via some category theory. To
illustrate this, we’ll give an example of a projective morphism f : X ! Y of
Noetherian schemes and individual quasicoherent sheaves F on X and G on Y
where the underived projection formula doesn’t hold. In fact, in our example,
G will even be a perfect sheaf.

Let k be a field, X = P1
k[t], and consider the structure morphism p : X !

Spec k[t]. We know (or will see) that

Ext1OX
(OX ,OX(−2)) = H1(X,OX(−2)) ∼= k[t],

so we can choose a nonzero extension class [F ] ∈ t ·Ext1(OX ,OX(−2)) in the
submodule generated under multiplication by t. Recall that this is the data of
a short exact sequence of sheaves

0! OX(−2)! F ! OX ! 0 (∗)

on X (in particular vector bundles) such that the map Hom(OX ,OX) !
Ext1OX

(OX ,OX(−2)) sends the identity to [F ]. On the other hand, regard k
as the k[t]-module k[t]/(t), and consider the corresponding quasicoherent sheaf

G = k̃ on Spec k[t]. We claim that the projection map

p∗F ⊗R G ! p∗
(
F ⊗OX

p∗G
)

is not an isomorphism.

Indeed, since Rip∗ computes Hi(X,−), we have an exact sequence

0! (p∗F)(X)! k[t]! Ext1(OX ,OX(−2))

by (∗), and since the Ext term is a torsion free k[t]-module and the map from
k[t] is [F ] ̸= 0, this is injective and thus p∗F = 0 since it is quasicoherent. Thus
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the left-hand side of the projection map is zero. Next consider the cartesian
square:

P1
k Spec k

X Spec k[t]

i
⌟

i′

p

By base change under a closed immersion, i∗OP1
k
= p∗i′∗OSpec k = p∗G. By

closed projection, tensoring (∗) with p∗G produces the bottom row in the
commutative diagram:

0 OX(−2) F OX 0

0 i∗OP1
k
(−2) i∗F|P1

k
i∗OP1

k
0

Here the zero on the bottom left is due to L−1p∗(OX) = 0 as OX is flat. This
means that [F ] 7! [i∗F|P1

k
] under

Ext1(OX ,OX(−2))
Li∗
−−! Ext1(OP1

k
,OP1

k
(−2)),

which is computed by ordinary pullback i∗ since both domain and codomain
are flat. But we claim that [F ] is also in the kernel of this map. Indeed, this
map is isomorphic to H1(X,OX(−2)) ! H1(P1

k,OP1
k
(−2)), and we have a

defining exact sequence 0 ! OX
t
−! OX ! i∗OP1

k
! 0, which follows from

the sequence 0 ! k[t]
t
−! k[t] ! k ! 0 and the fact that p is flat, since it

is the base change of P1
k ! Spec k. Thus the long exact sequence shows that

multiplication by t ·H1(X,OX(−2)) is in the kernel of the map, but we chose
[F ] to be in this submodule.

We have shown that the extension class in the bottom row above is zero, so

i∗F|P1
k
= F ⊗ p∗G = i∗OP1

k
⊕ i∗OP1

k
(−2).

Applying p∗ takes global sections, and hence gives

p∗(F ⊗ p∗G) = H0(P1
k,OP1

k
)⊕ 0 = k,

which is not zero. Therefore the underived adjunction formula fails. Let us see
precisely how the derived version fixes this. Since both sides are quasicoherent
on an affine scheme we will identify Dqc(Spec k[t]) = D(k[t]). As F is locally
free and p is flat, the only modification we have to make to the RHS of the
projection formula is Rp∗ instead of p∗. This gives

Rp∗(F ⊗ p∗G) = Rp∗(i∗OP1
k
)⊕Rp∗(i∗OP1

k
(−2))

≈ RΓ(P1
k,OP1

k
)⊕RΓ(P1

k,OP1
k
(−2))

= k[0]⊕ k[−1].
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On the other hand, Rp∗F ≈ RΓ(X,F), we showed already that R0p∗F = 0,
and we have the exact sequence

0! H0(X,OX)! H1(X,OX(−2))! H1(X,F)! 0.

By construction, the first map sends 1 7! [F ], so identifying the first two
terms as k[t] ! k[t] and [F ] ∈ (t), write [F ] = tf(t) with deg f = n. Then
H1(X,F) ∼= k[t]/(tf) as a k[t]-module. More importantly, this gives

Rp∗F ≃
[
k[t]

tf
−! k[t]

]
∈ D(k[t]),

in degrees 0, 1, and then applying ⊗L
k[t]k we obtain k

0
−! k, i.e. k[0] ⊕ k[−1],

which is what we got before. Note that regardless of which f(t) we pick, F is
a vector bundle of rank 2 which cannot be a sum of line bundles, because it
has non-free cohomology k[t]-modules.

Example 2.4.36 Let X and Y be qcqs schemes. Denote by

pX : X × Y ! X pY : X × Y ! Y

the projection maps, noting that X×Y is also qcqs. For any K ∈ Dqc(X×Y ),
we define the functor

ΦK : Dqc(X)! Dqc(Y ) ΦK(A) := RpY,∗
(
K ⊗L

OX×Y
Lp∗XA

)
.

A functor of the form ΦK is called a Fourier-Mukai functor, and the object
K is its kernel. We will see in our geometric examples that almost any real
functor which comes up is Fourier-Mukai. To start to see why, let W be a qcqs
scheme and take maps f : W ! X and g : W ! Y , then we claim that

A 7! Rg∗
(
K ⊗L

OW
Lf∗A

)
is a Fourier-Mukai functor for any K ∈ Dqc(W ). Indeed, let (f, g) denote the
induced map W ! X × Y , and consider the kernel R(f, g)∗K in Dqc(X × Y ).
By the qcqs projection formula, the associated Fourier-Mukai transform is

ΦR(f,g)∗K(A) = RpY,∗
(
R(f, g)∗K ⊗L

OX×Y
Lp∗XA

)
= RpY,∗R(f, g)∗

(
K ⊗L

OW
L(f, g)∗Lp∗XA

)
= Rg∗

(
K ⊗L

OW
Lf∗A

)
as desired. Therefore, the following functors are all Fourier-Mukai:

1. The functor Dqc(X) ! Dqc(X) given by A 7! E ⊗L
OX

A for some E,
since we can just take f = g = Id and E = K. This includes the identity
functor, all shifts A 7! A[n], and A 7! RHomOX

(E,A) when E is perfect.

2. Rf∗ : Dqc(X) ! Dqc(Y ) for any f : X ! Y , since we can take g to be
f , f = Id, and K = OW . This in particular includes RΓ. Likewise, it is
clear how to do Lf∗.

3. We will see later that the functor f ! we are going to construct is also a
Fourier-Mukai transform, at least for sufficiently nice f .
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We also observe that all Fourier-Mukai functors preserve arbitrary coproducts,
and hence the result we prove will show that they all have right adjoints.

Now let’s return to the general theory. Let T be a triangulated category. Recall
that a strictly full triangulated subcategory N ⊂ T is thick if whenever X,Y ∈
T and X ⊕ Y ∈ N, we have X,Y ∈ N. It is clear from the definition that
thick, and (strictly full) triangulated subcategories, are conditions closed under
arbitrary intersection and that T itself satisfies both properties; thus if S ⊂ T

is a collection of objects, we write

tria(S) and thick(S)

for the smallest strictly full triangulated and thick subcategory respectively
containing S. So, N is triangulated/thick iff tria(N) = N/thick(N) = N. We
sometimes write thickT(S) to denote the ambient category; it is clear that
tria(S) can be computed in any ambient (strictly full) subcategory/supercat-
egory containing S. On the other hand, if N ⊂ T is thick and S ⊂ N, then
thickN(S) = thickT(S), because thick(S) ⊂ N, and any T-summand of an
object in S must lie in N.

Example 2.4.37 Almost all triangulated subcategories we care about are thick.
For instance, we have seen that if (X,OX) is a ringed space then Perf(X) ⊂
D(OX) and PsCoh(X) ⊂ D(OX) are thick. Dqc(X) and Dcoh(X) are also
thick inside D(X), since summands of quasicoherent (resp. coherent) sheaves
are quasicoherent (resp. coherent), which follows from the fact that we can
realize a summand of F as the image of an idempotent F ! F . Other examples
include the kernel of an exact functor (as is clear from the definition), and
the class of objects for which a natural map of exact functors F ! G is an
isomorphism, since if we write the triangles

FA! GA! C ! FA FA′ ! GA′ ! C ′ ! GA′[1],

then F (A ⊕ A) ! G(A ⊕ A′) ! C ⊕ C ′ ! is exact, and C ⊕ C ′ is zero iff C
and C ′ are zero. For example, this shows that Tc, the class of compact objects
in a triangulated category T with coproducts, is thick. Other special cases are
the so-called ‘right-orthogonal’

S⊥ = {X ∈ T : Homi(A,X) = 0, A ∈ S, i ∈ Z}

and ‘left-orthogonal’

⊥S = {X ∈ T : Homi(X,A) = 0, A ∈ S, i ∈ Z},

which we will discuss more in the next section.

Remark 2.4.38 Both tria(S) and thick(S) are finitary operations, in the
following sense:

tria(S) =
⋃

S′⊂S finite

tria(S′) thick(S) =
⋃

S′⊂S finite

thick(S′)
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Indeed, first note that tria(S′) ∪ tria(S′′) ⊂ tria(S′ ∪ S′′) from the definition,
and likewise for thick; so if A! B ! C ! A[1] is a triangle and A ∈ tria(S)
and B ∈ tria(S′), then A,B ∈ tria(S ∪ S′) and C ∈ tria(S ∪ S′). The same
thing works for direct summands and thick.

We also note that there is an inductive construction which one can make as
follows: let tria0(S) = S, and if trian(S) is defined then trian+1(S) is defined
as the class of all objects which are isomorphic to shifts of objects in trian(S),
or cones of morphisms in trian(S). Then in fact tria(S) =

⋃
n trian(S). Indeed

clearly ⊃ holds, and if A ∈ trian(S) then A[k] ∈ trian+1(S) for all k ∈ Z, and if
A! B ! C ! A[1] is a triangle, then choose n so that A,B ∈ trian(S), then
C ∈ trian+1(S). The same thing can be done with thick(S), except thickn+1(S)
should consist of all shifts, cones, and direct summands of objects in thickn(S).

In general, whenever N ⊂ T is a thick subcategory and thick(S) = N, we say
that S split-generates N. What we have just shown means that any object
in N can be written using iterated shifts, summands, and cones finitely many
times starting from finitely many objects of S.

Remark 2.4.39 Recall in a triangulated category, all retracts of an identity
morphism 1: X ! X produce direct sum splittings. In fact, the following are
equivalent for a triangle X ! Y ! Z ! X[1]:

(a) The map Z ! X[1] is 0.

(b) X ! Y has a retract.

(c) Y ! Z has a section.

(d) There is a splitting Y ∼= X ⊕ Z, so that the canonical maps X ! Y and
Y ! Z coincide with the ones in the triangle.

Indeed, assume (a), which implies that for all W the sequence

0! Hom(W,X)! Hom(W,Y )! Hom(W,Z)! 0

is exact. If we take W = Z, this implies that 1Z lifts to a map Z ! Y such
that Z ! Y ! Z is the identity, i.e. (c). Likewise if we took Hom(−,W )
instead, we would show (b). Then e.g. (c) shows that the exact sequence

0! Hom(−, X)! Hom(−, Y )! Hom(−, Z)! 0

splits in the abelian category Fun(Top,Ab), hence there is a retract which by
the Yoneda lemma is induced from Y ! X. Moreover, also by Yoneda and
additivity of Homs we conclude (d). We can do the same in the other direction
had we started with (b).

To prove (d) ⇒ (a), we will show the stronger statement that X ! X ⊕ Z !

Z
0
−! X[1] is exact in any triangulated category. Indeed, extend Z

0
−! X[1] to

triangle X ! Y ! Z
0
−! X[1], then the implication we already have shows

that Y ∼= X ⊕ Z with the prescribed maps, so the triangle is isomorphic to
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X ! X ⊕ Z ! Z ! X[1]. We call triangles of this form ‘split triangles’. It

also tells us that the cone of X
0
−! Y is Y ⊕X[1].

If X ∈ T we define a homotopy filtration of X by S to be a system (Kn) in T

such that hocolimnKn ≃ X, and all maps in the system fit into triangles of
the form

Ln ! Kn ! Kn+1 ! Ln[1]
where Ln ∈ S. For example, Lemma 2.4.32 shows that all objects of a category
with compact generators {Ei} admit a homotopy filtration by coproducts of
shifts of the generators. Here is another important application of this:

Lemma 2.4.40 Let T be a triangulated category with coproducts and suppose
X ∈ T admits a homotopy filtration by coproducts of shifts of {Ei} ⊂ Tc. For
any F ∈ Tc, each map F ! X factors through tria({Ei}).
Proof Let E := tria({Ei}), and write X = hocolimnKn for the homotopy
filtration with triangles

Ln ! Kn ! Kn+1 ! Ln[1]

where Kn = 0 and Ln a coproduct of shifts of the {Ei}. Since F is compact,
a map F ! X factors through Kn for some n, so we may prove by induction
on n that any map from a compact object to Kn factors through E. This is
clear when n = 0.

Since Li is a sum of shifts of the Ei, any map from F ! Li automatically
factors through a finite direct sum of shifts of the {Ei}, and hence through E.
In particular, the composite F ! Kn ! Ln−1[1] factors through M1[1] ∈ E,
so we can complete this data to a morphism of triangles,

M1 F2 F M1[1]

Ln−1 Kn−1 Kn Ln−1[1]

where F2 ∈ Tc since M1 ∈ E ⊂ Tc. By induction, F2 ! Kn−1 factors through
M2 ∈ E, then we can consider the composite map M1 ! F2 ! M2 and take
its coneM3 ∈ E. Thus we can factor the morphism of triangles above to obtain

M1 F2 F M1[1]

M1 M2 M3 M1[1]

Ln−1 Kn−1 Kn Ln−1[1]

along with two TR3-extended maps. Denote the map we wish to factor by
α : F ! Kn, the composite F ! M3 ! Kn by β, and consider the exact
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sequence

Hom(F,Kn−1)! Hom(F,Kn)! Hom(F,Ln−1[1]).

The composites of both α and β withKn ! Ln−1[1] are equal to the composite
F !M1[1]! Ln−1[1] and hence to each other; so, we may write

α− β = F
γ
−! Kn−1 ! Kn

for some map γ. By induction, γ factors through F ! M4 for some M4 ∈ E,
which means that the induced map

F !M3 ⊕M4 ! Kn ⊕Kn−1 ! Kn

is equal to β + (α− β) = α, so we are done via M3 ⊕M4 ∈ E. □

Corollary 2.4.41 Let T be a compactly generated triangulated category and
{Ei : i ∈ I} a collection of compact objects. Then thick(Ei : i ∈ I) = Tc if and
only if {Ei : i ∈ I} generates T.

Proof Since Tc is thick, we always have thick({Ei}) ⊂ Tc. For the first direc-
tion, if Hom∗(Ei, X) = 0 for all i ∈ I, i.e. Ei ∈ ⊥X, then Tc ⊂ ⊥X since the
latter subcategory is thick. Since T is compactly generated, this implies X = 0.

For the other direction, let F ∈ Tc and consider 1 : F ! F ; by Lemma 2.4.32
and Lemma 2.4.40, this factors through tria({Ei}) and hence thick({Ei}),
meaning (by Remark 2.4.39) that F is a summand of an object of thick({Ei}),
hence F ∈ thick({Ei}). □

Let’s now move on to the main theorem of this section, the Brown repre-
sentability theorem, which is written below in its standard form:

Theorem 2.4.42 Let E be a triangulated category with coproducts which is
compactly generated. Let

H : Eop ! Ab
be a cohomological functor which preserves products (i.e. coproducts in E).
Then H is representable by an object of E.

We usually don’t use it in the form above, but instead to construct adjoints
as follows:

Corollary 2.4.43 Let F : E ! E′ be an exact functor of triangulated cat-
egories, and suppose E is compactly generated and F preserves coproducts.
Then F has a right adjoint.

Proof Recall that having a right adjoint is a pointwise condition. For each
E′ ∈ E, the functor HomE′(F (−), E′) satisfies the conditions of Thm. 2.4.42
by assumption. Therefore, there exists some GE′ such that

HomE′(F (E), E′) ∼= HomE(E,GE′)
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natural in E. This shows that F has a partial right adjoint at E′, and since
E′ was arbitrary it has a global right adjoint (such that E′ 7! GE′). □

Brown representability is surprisingly easy to prove, and we just have to repeat
the argument of Lemma 2.4.32 and insert the Yoneda lemma in some places.

Proof (of Thm. 2.4.42) Let {Ei : i ∈ I} be a compact generating set of T, and
let K1 be the sum over all Ei[m] indexed by all i ∈ I, m ∈ Z, and all elements
a ∈ H(Ei[m]). Then

H(K1) =
∏

(i,m,a)

H(Ei[m]),

so there is a canonical distinguished element a1 := (a)(i,m,a) ∈ H(K1), which
by Yoneda’s lemma corresponds to a map a1 : Hom(−,K1)! H. Inductively,
given an : Hom(−,Kn) ! H, define Ln to be the sum over all Ei[m] indexed
by i ∈ I, m ∈ Z, and all a ∈ ker(Hom(Ei,Kn) ! H(Ei)). Each such a is a
map to Kn, so there is a natural map Ln ! Kn and we take the cone

Ln ! Kn ! Kn+1 ! Ln[1],

which induces an exact sequence H(Kn+1) ! H(Kn) ! H(Ln). The
map an corresponds to an element of H(Kn) which by construction maps
to 0 in H(Ln), thus we obtain an element an+1 ∈ H(Kn+1), i.e. a map
Hom(−,Kn+1)! H. That an+1 7! an corresponds under the Yoneda bijection
to the fact that the composite Hom(−,Kn)! Hom(−,Kn+1)! H equals the
given map an.

Let X := hocolimnKn, and apply H to the defining triangle to obtain an exact
sequence

H(X)!
∏
n

H(Kn)
1−s
−−!

∏
n

H(Kn).

The commutativity explained above (an+1 7! an) means that the family
(an)n≥1 in the middle maps to zero on the right, and hence is induced from
some element a ∈ H(X), corresponding to a map Hom(−, X)! H. We claim
this map is an isomorphism. Indeed, since both sides are cohomological and
send sums to products, it suffices to check this on the generators Ei[m] by
Prop. 2.4.31. Since Ei[m] is compact, we have to show that

lim−!n
Hom(Ei[m],Kn)! H(Ei[m])

is an isomorphism for all m and i. Explicitly, this sends a representative [φ] to
the element corresponding to the composite Hom(−, Ei[m])! Hom(−,Kn)!
H, or in other words H(φ)(an). By definition of K1, this is surjective. On the
other hand, if a representative Ei[m]! Kn maps to zero, then this map is in
the kernel of Hom(Ei[m],Kn) ! H(Ei[m]), i.e. a basis element of Ln. Hence
it maps to zero upon composing with Kn ! Kn+1, which shows injectivity.
This proves the claim. □

Remark 2.4.44 A priori we may ask if such a right adjoint as in Cor. 2.4.43
is exact. But indeed if F : T ⇄ T′ : G is an adjunction between triangulated
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categories, then F is exact iff G is exact. Assume exactness of F , and first note
that

Hom(A,G(B[r])) = Hom(F (A), B[r]) = Hom(F (A)[−r], B)

= Hom(F (A[−r]), B) = Hom(A[−r], G(B))

= Hom(A,G(B)[r]),

for all A, so G(B[r]) = G(B)[r]. Next take a triangle A′ ! B′ ! C ′ ! A′[1] in
T’, and then choose a triangle G(A′)! G(B′)! C ! G(A′). The adjunction
counit gives a morphism of triangles:

FG(A′) FG(B′) F (C) FG(A′)[1]

A′ B′ C ′ A′[1]

The new map gives a map C ! G(C ′) which we claim is an isomor-
phism; indeed, adjunction and the diagram above show that it commutes with
G(B′) ! G(C ′) and G(C ′) ! G(A′)[1], so this follows from the long exact
sequence and the five lemma.

Example 2.4.45 For any scheme X, we know the inclusion ιX : Dqc(X) ↪!
D(X) preserves coproducts. If X is qcqs, then by Brown representability there
is an exact right adjoint QX : D(X) ! Dqc(X) which we will by abuse of
language call the quasi-coherator. Since the left adjoint is fully faithful, the
unit Id ! QX ◦ ιX is an isomorphism. Suppose that B ∈ D≥0(X), then if
A ∈ D≤−1

qc (X) we observe that

0 = HomD(X)(A,B) ∼= HomDqc(X)(A,QX(B)),

meaning τ≤−1QX(B)! QX(B) is zero, i.e. QX(B) ∈ D≥0. Thus QX has left-
dimension 0. In particular, given an OX -module G ∈ D≤0(X), the truncation
triangle

H0(QX(G))[0]! QX(G)! τ≥1QX(G)! H0(QX(G))[1]

shows that HomD(X)(A,H
0(QX(G))) ∼= HomD(X)(A,QX(G)) whenever A ∈

D≤0. In particular, if A = F ∈ Dqc(X), then

HomD(X)(F ,G) = HomDqc(X)(F , QX(G)) ∼= HomDqc(X)(F , H0(QX(G))).

Since QCoh(X) embeds inDqc(X) as theH0-complexes and Mod(OX) embeds
in D(X) as the H0-complexes, we deduce an adjunction

ιX : QCoh(X)⇄ Mod(OX) : H0 ◦QX ,

where we also call the right adjoint the quasi-coherator and sometimes write
it as QX . This gives a new proof of the existence of the quasicoherator on a
qcqs scheme.
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Example 2.4.46 We have seen that for any ringed space (X,OX), the
unbounded derived category D(OX) (as well as D−(OX)) is a symmetric
monoidal category. We have also seen that if X is a scheme, C ∈ Dqc(X) and
A,B ∈ D(OX), then we have a bijection

HomD(X)(A⊗L
OX

B,C) ∼= HomD(X)(A,RHomOX
(B,C))

natural in A,B,C. We cannot a priori deduce a literal adjunction from this,
but we can observe the following: if B ∈ Dqc(X), then (−)⊗L

OX
B as a functor

Dqc(X)! Dqc(X) preserves coproducts. Indeed, the usual argument shows

HomD(X)

(
(
⊕
α

Aα)⊗L
OX

B,C
) ∼= HomD(X)

(⊕
α

(Aα ⊗L
OX

B), C
)

for C ∈ Dqc(X), and thus since both sides are in Dqc(X) this implies the
result. Therefore, if X is qcqs then (−) ⊗L

OX
B has a right adjoint, which we

will denote
RHomDqc(X)(B,−) : Dqc(X)! Dqc(X),

which also makes Dqc(X) a closed monoidal category. Thus by category the-
ory we obtain some facts formally, such as that this extends canonically to a
bifunctor RHomDqc(X) : Dqc(X)op × Dqc(X) ! Dqc(X), and we upgrade to
an internal isomorphism

RHomDqc(X)(A⊗L
OX

B,C) ∼= RHomDqc(X)(A,RHomDqc(X)(B,C)),

among other closed/enriched category theory facts.

Note that if B = E is perfect, then RHomOX
(E,−) preserves Dqc(X) so

we conclude that RHomDqc(X)(B,−) = RHomOX
(E,−), but in general the

functors may be different. However, we can ‘compute it’ in terms of the functor
QX of Example 2.4.45; indeed, if A ∈ Dqc(X) then we conclude

HomD(X)(A,RHomOX
(B,C)) = HomDqc(X)(A,QX

(
RHomOX

(B,C)
)
),

so the initial formula shows that RHomDqc(X) = QX ◦RHomOX
. This shows

in particular that if ever RHomOX
(A,B) lies in Dqc(X), then we can always

compute RHomDqc(X)(A,B) using it regardless of whether the condition is
satisfied for all B ∈ Dqc(X).

Remark 2.4.47 A lot of the properties we have shown about RHomOX
relating

to the other derived functors are actually true for RHomDqc(X) for formal
reasons. For example, let f : X ! Y be a morphism of qcqs schemes. The
adjunctions

Lf∗ ⊣ Rf∗ (−)⊗L
OX

B ⊣ RHomDqc(X)(B,−)

imply that Lf∗(−) ⊗L
OX

B is left adjoint to Rf∗RHomDqc(X)(B,−). Taking
B = Lf∗A and using that Lf∗ preserves the monoidal product, we deduce that

Lf∗((−)⊗L
OY

A) ⊣ Rf∗RHomDqc(X)(Lf
∗A,−).
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On the other hand, we observe that the left-hand side is left adjoint to
RHomDqc(Y )(A,Rf∗(−)), so we deduce a natural isomorphism

RHomDqc(Y )(A,Rf∗B) ∼−! Rf∗RHomDqc(X)(Lf
∗A,B).

In particular if both sides can be computed by RHom, then we reduce to our
known statements.

Example 2.4.48 Let X be a qcqs R-scheme and write p : X ! SpecR for the
structure map. In Example 2.4.22 we constructed a natural map

Lp∗ RHomOX
(−,−)! RHomOX

(−,−).

By composition and the ιX ⊣ QX adjunction, we obtain a map

Lp∗ RHomOX
(−,−)! RHomDqc(X)(−,−)

in Dqc(X), and hence a comparison map

RHomOX
(−,−)! RΓ(X,RHomDqc(X)(−,−))

in D(R). We claim this is an isomorphism of functors; indeed, to show this
we may prove that RHomOX

(−, B) ! RΓ(X,RHomDqc(X)(−, B)) is an iso-
morphism of functors Dqc(X) ! D(R)op for all B ∈ Dqc(X). We have
seen it is an isomorphism on Perf(X) ⊂ Dqc(X) using Example 2.4.46 and
Example 2.4.22. Moreover this is a natural map of exact coproduct-preserving
functors, therefore by Prop. 2.4.31 we conclude the isomorphism.

As a special case of this, we observe that if X is affine, so that RΓ is an
equivalence, we see RHomDqc(X) is the associated sheaf to RHomOX

.

Now we come to the main interesting result of this section, which is the right
adjoint to derived pushforward. This functor is sometimes called the ‘twisted
inverse image functor’, and we will see in nice enough circumstances that it is
literally a ‘twist’ of the derived pullback.

Corollary 2.4.49 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of qcqs schemes. Then
Rf∗ : Dqc(X) ! Dqc(Y ) has a right adjoint functor f× : Dqc(Y ) ! Dqc(X).
Moreover, there are canonical isomorphisms

Rf∗ RHomDqc(X)(A, f
×B) ∼−! RHomDqc(Y )(Rf∗A,B)

and
RHomOX

(A, f×B) ∼−! RHomOY
(Rf∗A,B)

natural in A ∈ Dqc(X) and B ∈ Dqc(Y ).

Proof The first statement is Cor. 2.4.43, Thm. 2.4.30, and the fact that perfect
objects are compact in Dqc(X). The third statement follows from Exam-
ple 2.4.48 and applying RΓ(Y,−) to the second statement. For the second,
note that the LHS is the composite of three right adjoints

Rf∗ ◦ RHomDqc(X)(A,−) ◦ f×
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and hence is right adjoint to Rf∗(Lf
∗(−) ⊗L

OX
A), which is isomorphic to

(−)⊗L
OY

Rf∗A by the qcqs projection formula. But this functor is left adjoint
to RHomDqc(Y )(Rf∗A,−). All the adjunction formulae here are natural in A
as well, so the resulting isomorphism is natural in A. □

Example 2.4.50 Let Φ: Dqc(X) ! Dqc(Y ) be a Fourier-Mukai functor for X
and Y qcqs schemes. Suppose Φ is presented in the form Rg∗(K ⊗L Lf∗(−))
where

f : W ! X g : W ! Y K ∈ Dqc(W )
for a qcqs scheme W . It is then clear that Φ preserves coproducts, so it
automatically has a right adjoint. But we can explicitly write it as

A 7! Rf∗ RHomOW
(K, g×(A))

by breaking up Φ as a composition of functors with right adjoints.

If f is a proper morphism, then we will write this as f ! instead of f×; the
notational discrepancy will be explained in more detail later. The counit men-
tioned in the proof is often called the trace map trf : Rf∗f

× ! Id, to which
we will ascribe a geometric meaning later. Note for instance that due to the
adjunction with pushforward, it follows that if f : X ! Y and g : Y ! Z are
morphisms of qcqs schemes, then (gf)× = f×g×. Without saying too much,
let us explain why this is already nontrivial.

Example 2.4.51 Let k be a field and p : X ! Spec k a qcqs k-scheme. We
identify D(k) with the category of Z-graded k-vector spaces. Let n > 0 and
write ωX := p×OSpec k[n] ∈ Dqc(X). Then there is an isomorphism

RHomOX
(A,ωX [n]) ∼−! RHomk(RΓ(X,A), k)

over k, i.e. if we take i− nth cohomology we get

Homi
Dqc(X)(A,ωX) ∼= Homk(Hn−i(X,A), k).

If A = E ∈ Perf(X), then this becomes

Hi(X,E∨ ⊗L
OX

ωX) ∼−! Hn−i(X,A)∨,

which is an expression of Serre duality, modulo the fact that we don’t yet know
how to compute what ωX is. These isomorphisms are induced by the trace
map trp, which here corresponds to a map Hn(X,ωX)! k.

Remark 2.4.52 This is mainly a recollection. Recall that given A ∈ Dqc(X),
we have Hom(D≤a, A) = 0 iff A ∈ D>a. Indeed, we have already seen the
orthogonality Hom(D≤a, D>a) = 0, and on the other hand the assumption
implies that τ≤aA ! A is zero. Since this is an isomorphism on cohomology
≤ a, A ∈ D>a.

So, given a morphism f : X ! Y of qcqs schemes, suppose it has right-QCoh
dimension ≤ d, meaning that Rf∗(D

≤m
qc (X)) ⊂ D≤m+d

qc (Y ). Then in fact f×
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has left QCoh-dimension ≤ d. To see this, suppose B ∈ D>m
qc , then for A ∈

D≤m−d, we have

Hom(A, f×B) = Hom(Rf∗A,B) = 0

since Rf∗A ∈ D≤m, thus f×B ∈ D>m−d. In particular, we obtain an exact
functor

f× : D+
qc(Y )! D+

qc(X).
This is especially nice because it means that the adjunction Rf∗ ⊣ f× holds
on the bounded above categories as well, which is in contrast to our normal
derived adjunctions.

Definition 2.4.53 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes. f is quasi-
perfect if Rf∗E ∈ Perf(Y ) for each E ∈ Perf(X), and f is quasi-proper if
Rf∗A is pseudocoherent in Dqc(Y ) for each pseudocoherent A ∈ Dqc(X).

The relation between being quasi-perfect and quasi-proper is quite a bit
more subtle than that between perfect and pseudocoherent, but we will ulti-
mately be able to prove a similar result to the one relating perfectness to
pseudocoherence.

Proposition 2.4.54 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of qcqs schemes.

(a) If f is quasi-perfect, E ∈ Perf(X) and B ∈ Dqc(Y ), we obtain an
isomorphism

Rf∗ RHomOX
(E, f×B) ∼= RHomOY

(Rf∗E,B)

natural in E and B.

(b) If f is quasi-proper, A ∈ Dqc(X) is pseudocoherent, and B ∈ D+
qc(Y ),

then we obtain an isomorphism

Rf∗ RHomOX
(A, f×B) ∼= RHomOY

(Rf∗A,B)

natural in A and B.

Proof The hypotheses describe the two main cases where the RHom ver-
sion of the internal statement in Cor. 2.4.49 lies in Dqc. Thus the internal
hom coincides with RHom in these cases. Note that in (b) we are using that
f×(D+) ⊂ D+. □

Prop. 2.4.54(c) is the classical statement of Grothendieck duality, which took
quite a bit of work in the past to prove, but is now comparatively trivial given
the perfect generation theorem.

The last elementary thing we want to do is relate f×B to f×OY , which we
can reliably do when the morphism is quasiperfect. Indeed, for B,C ∈ Dqc(Y )
we have the natural map

Rf∗
(
Lf∗(B)⊗L

OX
f×C

)
= B ⊗L

OY
Rf∗f

×C
1⊗Ltrf
−−−−−! B ⊗L

OY
C,
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by projection, and hence by adjunction a map

Lf∗(B)⊗L
OX

f×C ! f×(B ⊗L
OY

C).

Since Lf∗ preserves tensoring, everything already comes from the special case

χ : Lf∗B ⊗L
OX

f×OY ! f×B,

and we wish to see when this comparison map is an isomorphism. Note that
in such cases it will show that f× is a Fourier-Mukai functor.

Example 2.4.55 Suppose B = E ∈ Perf(Y ). Then the map χ above is an
isomorphism. Indeed, in that case

Hom(K,Lf∗E ⊗L
OX

f×OY ) = Hom(K,RHomOX
(Lf∗E∨, f×OY ))

= Hom(K ⊗L
OX

Lf∗E∨, f×OY )

= Hom(Rf∗
(
K ⊗L

OX
Lf∗E∨),OY )

= Hom(Rf∗K ⊗L
OY

E∨,OY )

= Hom(Rf∗K,E) = Hom(K, f×E)

for every K ∈ Dqc(X), so χ is an isomorphism by Yoneda.

Lemma 2.4.56 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of qcqs schemes. The following
are equivalent:

(a) f is quasi-perfect.

(b) Rf∗Ei ∈ Perf(Y ) for a perfect generating set {Ei} of Dqc(X).

(c) f× preserves coproducts.

(d) χ : Lf∗(−)⊗L f×OY ! f× is an isomorphism.

Proof This uses the fact that Perf(X) = Dqc(X)c which we will prove in the
next section. Clearly (d) ⇒ (c) since the LHS preserves coproducts, and on
the other hand if f× preserves coproducts, then this is a morphism of exact
coproduct-preserving functors; moreover it is an isomorphism on the compact
objects by Example 2.4.55, so Prop. 2.4.31 implies that it is an isomorphism.

We will see in Lemma 2.5.28 that (a) and (c) are equivalent, and of course
(a) ⇒ (b). To see (b) ⇒ (a), we observe that {A ∈ Dqc(X) : Rf∗(A) ∈
Perf(Y )} is a thick subcategory of Dqc(X) since Perf(Y ) ⊂ Dqc(Y ) is thick.
Thus it contains thick({Ei}) = Perf(X). □

In general, if X is a qcqs scheme over a base scheme S, we will write DX :=
p×OS for p : X ! S the structure map.

Example 2.4.57 Let i : Z ↪! X be a pseudocoherent closed immersion, which
means that i is a quasi-proper morphism. We will easily see later that if X is
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Noetherian then any closed immersion i satisfies this property. Taking A = OZ

in Prop. 2.4.54 shows us that

i∗i
×B = RHomOX

(i∗OZ , B)

for B ∈ D+, and in particular i∗i
×DX = RHomOX

(OZ ,DX). By the compo-
sition rule, if Z ↪! X ! S are S-schemes, then i×DX = DZ , so we can at
least compute i∗DZ as RHomOX

(OZ ,DX). This doesn’t necessarily determine
the object DZ in the derived category, but for example we can determine its
cohomology, and via tools like the projection formula knowing i∗DZ is often
enough data.

Example 2.4.58 Suppose i : X ↪! Pn is a projective scheme over a ring R.
Then we already know that DX = i×DPn , and thus Example 2.4.55 shows that
i×(DPn(d)) = DX(d). Suppose that X is a hypersurface V (f) of degree d, for
f ∈ R[x0, . . . , xn] a nonzerodivisor. Then by the exact sequence

0! OPn(−d) f
−! OPn ! OX ! 0,

we use the above example to compute i∗DX as

RHomOPn (OX ,DPn) =
[
OPn ! OPn(d)

]
⊗L DPn

=
[
DPn ! DPn(d)

]
,

which is in degrees 0 and 1, so we can compute this very explicitly. In fact,
this case is especially nice because we will show that DPn = OPn(−n− 1)[−n],
so the expression above is exactly[

OPn(−n− 1)! OPn(−n− 1 + d)
]
[−n] = OX(−n− 1 + d)[−(n− 1)].

Since this has only one cohomology sheaf, we conclude that DX has only one
cohomology sheaf with

i∗H
n−1(DX) = Hn−1(i∗DX) = OX(d− n− 1),

hence DX = OX(d− n− 1)[−n+ 1].

Example 2.4.59 Again let X ! Spec k be qcqs over a field with dualizing
object DX . We explained previously that

HomD(X)(A,DX) ∼−! H0(X,A)∨ = HomD(X)(OX , A)
∨.

In particular, if E ∈ Perf(X), then replacing A with A⊗L
OX

E∨ implies

HomDqc(X)(A,E ⊗L
OX

DX) ∼−! HomDqc(X)(E,A)
∨.

Assume X is quasi-proper over k so that hom-spaces in Perf(X) are finite-
dimensional k-vector spaces, and let us make the additional assumption that
DX ∈ Perf(X). Then we can define a functor

SX : Perf(X)! Perf(X) E 7! E ⊗L
OX

DX
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such that we have natural isomorphisms

HomPerf(X)(E,SX(F )) ∼−! HomPerf(X)(F,E)∨.

Such a functor SX is called a Serre functor, and it has interesting abstract
properties which we will discuss later.

2.5 Perfect generation and more

In this section we will start to prove some deeper results in the derived category
theory of qcqs schemes. A few of the big theorems in this section are from a
2007 paper by Lipman-Neeman, while the rest are somewhat classical. Many
of the arguments will have a similar flavor: We first study the affine case, and
then do induction while using some nontrivial triangulated category theory.
Many of the affine cases will be a simple observation about the Koszul complex,
so we start here.

2.5.1 The Koszul complex

We review some basic aspects of the Koszul complex and Koszul homology.
We’ll use some easy properties in the construction of a perfect generator, but
we will also use this as a foundation for the appendix about commutative
algebra. This material will also be useful when computing sheaf cohomology
for some schemes from Čech complexes.

Let R be a ring andM an R-module. Recall (e.g. from the notes on the exterior
algebra) that one constructs a graded (skew-)commutative R-algebra Λ(M)
equipped with the wedge product, whose properties we will use. Associated to
a map ϕ : M ! R, we define a chain complex

· · ·! Λ3
R(M)

d
−! Λ2

R(M)
d
−! Λ1

R(M)! Λ0(M)! 0

called Kos•R(ϕ), with KosiR(ϕ) = Λ−i
R (M) and differential:

d(x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xk) =
k∑

i=1

(−1)i+1ϕ(xi)x1 ∧ · · · ∧ x̂i ∧ · · · ∧ xk.

A few basic checks are in order. First, this map is indeed well-defined: if xi = xj
for i < j, then all terms in the RHS vanish except for the two associated to i
and j. If the first term is (−1)i+1(· · ·∧ x̂i∧· · · ), we can shift the position of the
xi = xj term in the second term so that the factor is also (· · ·∧ x̂i∧· · · ), which
creates the sign (−1)j+1+(i−j+1) = (−1)i, and thus these two terms cancel.

Next, we in fact have d2 = 0, since

d(x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xk) =
∑
j<i

(−1)i+jϕ(xi)ϕ(xj) · · · ∧ x̂j ∧ · · · ∧ x̂i ∧ · · ·

+
∑
j≥i

(−1)i+jϕ(xi)ϕ(xj−1) · · · ∧ x̂i ∧ · · · ∧ x̂j−1 ∧ · · · ,
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so if we replace j in the second sum with j + 1 we get

−
∑
j>i

(−1)i+jϕ(xi)ϕ(xj) · · · ∧ x̂i ∧ · · · ∧ x̂j ∧ · · · ,

and now by interchanging i and j we obtain the opposite of the expression
in the first sum. Kos•R(ϕ) is called the Koszul complex associated to ϕ. Let us
prove a few more basic properties of this construction. First, it is actually a
differential-graded algebra, which means that the underlying algebra structure
of Λ(M) is compatible with d in the following way: for α ∈ Λk(M) and β ∈
Λl(M), the Leibniz rule

d(αβ) = d(α)β + (−1)kαd(β)

is satisfied, where we view αβ = α ∧ β as an element of Λk+l(M). Indeed, if
we write α = x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xk and β = y1 ∧ · · · ∧ yl, then split the sum as

d(α ∧ β) =
∑
i≤k

(−1)i+1ϕ(xi)(· · · ∧ x̂i ∧ · · · ) ∧ β

+
∑

i≥k+1

(−1)i+1ϕ(yi−k)x ∧ (· · · ∧ ŷi−k ∧ · · · )

= d(α) ∧ β +

l∑
i=1

(−1)i+k+1ϕ(yi)x ∧ (· · · ∧ ŷi ∧ · · · )

= d(α) ∧ β + (−1)kα ∧ d(β)

as desired. We recall that since Λ(M) is graded-commutative, Kos•R(ϕ) is a
graded-commutative dga, meaning αβ = (−1)|α||β|βα.

Next, this behaves well with respect to sums. Namely, we showed in the other
document that if N is another module then the map⊕

p+q=n

ΛpM ⊗R ΛqN ! Λn(M ⊕N)

given by α⊗ β 7! (α, 0) ∧ (0, β) degree-wise is an isomorphism. If ϕ : M ! R
and ψ : N ! R are maps, and (ϕ, ψ) : M ⊕N ! R is induced, then this gives
an isomorphism

(Kos•R(ϕ)⊗Kos•R(ψ))
−n ∼−! Kos•R(ϕ, ψ)

of R-modules. We claim that this is a chain map, and hence the above is an
isomorphism of complexes. In fact since this came from an isomorphism of
graded algebras, this will show that the above is an isomorphism of dgas. This
follows because the composites

α⊗ β 7! α ∧ β 7! d(αβ)

and

α⊗ β 7! d(α)⊗ β + (−1)|α|α⊗ d(β) 7! d(α)β + (−1)|α|αd(β)
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both agree by the Leibniz rule (here the second line is the differential of the
tensor product complex).

In practice, the most interesting case is when M = Rn, so the map Rn ! R is
given by a sequence of elements (f1, . . . , fn) of R. We often write f to denote
such an (ordered) sequence of elements. In this case, we write

Kos•R(f) = Kos•R(f1, . . . , fn)

for the corresponding Koszul complex. Observe that in this case, the Koszul
complex consists of finite free modules, is concentrated in [−n, 0], with −ith
term having rank n choose i.

Next, suppose ϕ : M ! R and ψ : N ! R are maps, and suppose there is a
map f : M ! N over R, meaning that ψ ◦ f = ϕ. Then there is a natural map

f∗ : Kos•R(ϕ)! Kos•R(ψ)

of dgas satisfying f∗(x1∧· · ·∧xn) = f(x1)∧· · ·∧f(xn) in degree n. Indeed, we
know (e.g. from the other document) that this is a well-defined morphism of
graded algebras, and that it restricts to the corresponding map in each degree.
To see that it is a chain map, observe that

df∗(x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xk) =
k∑

i=1

(−1)i+1ψ(f(xi))f(x1) ∧ · · · ∧ f(xk)

=

k∑
i=1

(−1)i+1ϕ(xi)f∗(x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xk)

= f∗d(x1 ∧ · · · ∧ xk)

with the right omissions in the sums. It is clear that this forms a functor out of
the category of maps over R, i.e. that this construction respects composition.

Now consider the case where we have f1, . . . , fn and g1, . . . , gn as sequences
in R, and suppose there is an invertible matrix A : Rn ! Rn with fj =∑

i aijgi, i.e. f = gA. Thus by functoriality, we obtain an isomorphism of the
corresponding Koszul complexes.

Example 2.5.1 Let f = (f1, . . . , fn) in R. The right-most map in the
corresponding Koszul complex is

Rn (f1,...,fn)
−−−−−−! R! 0,

so we conclude that H−1(Kos(f)) = R/(f1, . . . , fn). The left-most map looks
like

0! ΛnRn ! Λn−1Rn

where the basis vector e = e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en maps to

n∑
i=1

(−1)i+1fie1 ∧ · · · ∧ êi ∧ · · · ∧ en,
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which is written naturally in the canonical basis of Λn−1Rn. Thus for a ∈ R,
ae 7! 0 iff afi = 0 for all i. In particular, H−1(Kos(f)) = AnnR(f1, . . . , fn).

Our observation about tensor products above shows that

Kos•R(f1, . . . , fn)
∼= Kos•R(f1)⊗R · · · ⊗R Kos•R(fn).

Therefore, the isomorphism type doesn’t depend on the order of the elements.

Moreover, on one element the complex is just Kos•R(f) = R
f
−! R in degrees

−1, 0. We can often use this to reduce properties of the complex to the single
case. Note also that since each such complex is bounded with finite free terms,
we can replace ⊗R with ⊗L

R in D(R).

Example 2.5.2 Suppose (f1, . . . , fn) is a regular sequence, which means that
the image of fi is regular (i.e. a non-zero divisor) on R/(f1, . . . , fi−1). Then

KosR(f1) ≃ R/(f1)

by definition, and

R/(f1)⊗L KosR(f2) = R/(f1)
f2−! R/(f1) ≃ R/(f1, f2).

Thus, inductively,

KosR(f1, . . . , fn) ≃ R/(f1, . . . , fi−1)⊗L Kos(fi)⊗L · · · ≃ R/(f1, . . . , fn).

In particular the Koszul complex is exact in this scenario after degree zero,
and hence provides a finite free resolution of the quotient R/(f1, . . . , fn). We
will revisit this notion shortly.

Let f = (f1, . . . , fn), and let a ∈ R. Since d(aα) = ad(α), multiplication by
a gives an endomorphism ma : Kos(f) ! Kos(f) of dgas. Consider the case

a = fi for some i, and let ei ∈ Kos−1(f) be the degree 1 basis vector with
d(ei) = fi. By the Leibniz rule,

d(eix) = fix− eid(x) =⇒ mfi(x) = ei ∧ d(x) + d(ei ∧ x).

In particular, ei∧(−) provides a nullhomotopy for mfi . In particular, the ideal
(f1, . . . , fn) acts on the cohomology modules Hp(KosR(f)) by 0, so they are
canonically (finite) R/(f)-modules.

Remark 2.5.3 Another way we sometimes phrase this result is the following:
we often consider the Koszul complex as a complex of quasicoherent sheaves

by K̃os•R(f) on SpecR. Since

(f) ⊂ AnnR(H
p(KosR(f))),

taking V (−) of both sides gives SuppHp(KosR(f)) ⊂ V (f), so in particular
letting U = D(f1, . . . , fn), we see that

K̃osR(f1, . . . , fn)|U = 0 in Dqc(U)



Vihaan Dheer 217

because the restriction of the cohomology sheaves is zero. This is an important
observation which we will use later.

Next we discuss self-duality of the Koszul complex. Again suppose that M is
a general R-module and ϕ : M ! R is a map. For each n ≥ 0 and k ≤ n, we
have the canonical wedge pairing

ΛkM ⊗ Λn−kM ! ΛnM α⊗ β 7! αβ,

which we may view as a map Λn−kM ! HomR(Λ
kM,ΛnM). Note that

another way to write this is as a map(
Kos•R(ϕ)[−n]

)k
! Homk

R(Kos•R(ϕ),Λ
nM),

and we claim that as written this is a chain map. This is easy to check from
the Leibniz rule and the differential in the hom complex. We’ve seen that if
M is finite free of rank n, then the pairing is perfect, which implies that

Kos•R(ϕ)[−n] ∼−! HomR(Kos•R(ϕ),Λ
nM)

is an isomorphism. In this case, one writes ΛnM = det(M), and thus since the
Koszul complex on a finite free module is strictly perfect, we obtain

Kos•R(ϕ)
∼−! Kos•R(ϕ)

∨ ⊗R det(M)[n].

We note that everything here is basis-independent. Choosing an oriented basis
gives an isomorphism det(M) ∼= R, and in particular

Kos•R(f1, . . . , fn)
∨ ∼= Kos•R(f1, . . . , fn)[−n],

i.e. a sort of ‘self-duality’ plus shift.

Remark 2.5.4 This is a vague remark which says that the Koszul duality
discussed here should remind us of other things in algebraic geometry. Sup-
pose that X is a smooth k-variety, R = OX,p is the local ring at a k-point,
and M = (Ω1

X/k)x is the cotangent sheaf at this point, which is free of rank

n = dim(X). Then det(M) = ωX,x is the canonical bundle at x, and a map
ϕ : M ! R is a choice of element of (Ω1

X/k)
∨ at the point x, i.e. a tangent

vector in TxX. Given such a tangent vector v, Koszul duality says

Kos(v) ∼= Kos(v)∨ ⊗ ωX [n]

at x. This should remind us of Serre duality. Moreover, Kos(v) is locally

0! ωX ! Ωn−1
X/k ! · · ·! Ω2

X/k ! Ω1
X/k ! OX ! 0,

which should remind us of a dualized de Rham complex.

We can easily sheafify the construction of the Koszul complex to work over a
ringed space (X,OX). Let F be an OX -module equipped with a map ϕ : F !
OX , then by functoriality of the Koszul complex, the assignment

U 7! Kos•OX(U)(ϕ(U))
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is a complex of presheaves, and hence by sheafifying we obtain a complex

Kos•OX
(ϕ) :=

[
· · ·! Λ2

OX
F ! Λ1

OX
F ! OX

]
such that Kos•OX

(ϕ)x = Kos•OX,x
(ϕx) for every x ∈ X (see exterior power notes

section 2 for why this is clear). If X was a scheme and F was quasicoherent,
then for U ⊂ X an affine open we see

H0(U,Kos•OX
(ϕ)) = Kos•OX(U)(ϕ(U))

as expected (see the same source). We almost always use this when F = E is a
vector bundle of constant rank n, so then ϕ is identified with a global section
of E∨, and the complex stops at the nth stage:

0! det(E)! Λn−1
OX

E ! · · ·! Λ2
OX

E ! E ! OX ! 0

Note that, in this case, the Koszul complex is stalkwise isomorphic to a Koszul
complex given by a sequence of elements in OX,x. Even more specifically, we
usually take E =

⊕n
i=1 L1 to be a direct sum of line bundles, so that ϕ is

identified with a sequence of global sections si ∈ L∨
i . In this case we write

Kos•OX
(s1, . . . , sn) for the associated Koszul complex.

Then in this case, we know that

Λk
(
E
)
=

⊕
I⊂{1,...,n},|I|=k

⊗
i∈I

Li

=
⊕

1≤i1<···<ik≤n

Li1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Lin

for k ≤ n, which we can use to write out the Koszul complex explicitly. For
instance, the n = 2 and n = 3 cases look like:

0! L1 ⊗ L2
(−s2 s1)
−−−−−−−! L1 ⊕ L2

(s1 s2)
−−−−−−! OX ! 0

and

0! L1 ⊗ L2 ⊗ L3 !
⊕
i<j

Li ⊗ Lj ! L1 ⊕ L2 ⊕ L3 ! OX ! 0,

and so on. Just as before (with the same proof) we have

Kos•OX
(s1, . . . , sn) = Kos•OX

(s1)⊗OX
· · · ⊗OX

Kos•OX
(sn)

= Kos•OX
(s1)⊗L

OX
· · · ⊗L

OX
Kos•OX

(sn).

Recall that for a section s ∈ L∨, the subscheme V (s) cut out by s has ideal
sheaf given by the image of the corresponding map L! OX . Likewise for the
general case with more sections, so

H0
(
Kos•OX

(s1, . . . , sn)
)
= OV (s1,...,sn) = OV (s1)∩···∩V (sn).

Therefore, the same proof as earlier shows that if s1, . . . , sn forms a regular
sequence in X, meaning that V (s1, . . . , si) ⊂ V (s1, . . . , si−1) is an effective
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Cartier divisor for each i = 1, . . . , n (and the final quotient is nonzero),

Kos•OX
(s1, . . . , sn) ≃ OV (s1,...,sn)

in D(X). We want to think of Kos•OX
(s1, . . . , sn) as a derived replacement for

the intersection of these subschemes. For instance, if V (s1), . . . , V (sn) are all
effective Cartier divisors, then

KosOX
(s1, . . . , sn) = OV (s1) ⊗

L
OX

· · · ⊗L
OX

OV (sn)

by the equations above. If these form a complete intersection in X, then this
agrees with V (s1, . . . , sn), which is the underived tensor product, but otherwise
they may not. In section 3.1, we will discuss more criteria for handling such
intersections correctly.

Remark 2.5.5 In general, it is always true that

H0(OZ1 ⊗L
OX

· · · ⊗L
OX

OZn) = OZ1∩···Zn .

Indeed, by induction, we may assume n = 2. Then this coincides with

TorOX
0 (OZ1 ,OZ2) = OZ1 ⊗OZ2 = OZ1∩∩Z2 .

Of course, all intersections here are scheme-theoretic.

As a special case of this, we can write down the Koszul complex for the regular
sequence x0, . . . , xn ∈ H0(Pn

R,OPn
R
(1)) of projective space. By the formulas

above, this will look like

0! OPn(−n− 1)! OPn(−n)(
n+1
1 ) ! · · ·! OPn(−1)(

n+1
1 ) ! OPn ! 0.

Note that this is quasi-isomorphic to the structure sheaf of V (x0, . . . , xn) = ∅,
meaning it is an exact sequence. We will call this the canonical Koszul sequence
for Pn; it will appear again when we compute the cohomology of projective
space.

Next we discuss a simple but important result about perfect complexes which
will provide the inductive step of some arguments in the rest of this section.

Lemma 2.5.6 Let R be a ring, f1, . . . , fr ∈ R, and A ∈ D≤0(R) such that
SuppHq(A) ⊂ V (f1, . . . , fr) for q ∈ [−r + 1, 0]. Then every map R ! A
factors through the canonical map

R! Kos•R(f
n1
1 , . . . , fnr

r )

in degree 0 for some n1, . . . , nr ≥ 1.

Proof We prove this by induction but with a stronger base case: namely, we’ll
show that for any E ∈ Perf(R) with Ef having tor-amplitude in [a,∞), and
A ∈ D(R) with Af ∈ D<a(Rf ), any map E ! A factors as

E ! Kos•R(f
n)⊗L

R E ! A
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for some n > 0. Indeed, since E is perfect over an affine scheme, we have

RHomR(E,A)f = (E∨ ⊗L
R A)f = E∨

f ⊗L
Rf

Af ∈ D−a+a−1 = D≤−1(R),

Therefore taking H0 shows HomD(R)(E,A)f = 0, so for each α : E ! A there
exists n > 0 such that fnα = 0. Thus, tensoring the canonical triangle for
Kos(fn) with E gives

E
fn

−−! E ! KosR(f
n)! E[1],

so E
fn

−−! E
α
−! A being zero implies that the map factors through KosR(f

n).

Now for the general case induct on r, where r = 1 is handled by the above.
In general, we in particular have SuppHq(A) ⊂ V (f1, . . . , fr−1) for q ∈ [−r+
2, 0] ⊂ [−r + 1, 0], so factor any such map as

R! KosR(f
n1
1 , . . . , f

nr−1

r−1 )! A.

The Koszul complex above has perfect amplitude in [−r+1, 0], which remains
true of its localization at fr, and by assumption Afr ∈ D<−r+1, so the second
map factors through

Kos(fn1
1 , . . . , f

nr−1

r−1 )⊗L
R KosR(f

nr
r ) = Kos(fn1

1 , . . . , fnr
r )

which is what we wanted. □

Let’s also relate the powered Koszul complexes of the lemma above to the
standard Koszul complex Kos(f1, . . . , fn). In general, if T is a triangulated
category and S ⊂ T is a collection of objects, we define the extension closure
ExtClT(S) to be the smallest strictly full subcategory C containing 0 and S
such that if A,C ∈ C and A ! B ! C ! A[1] is exact, then B ∈ C. This is
not a triangulated subcategory, as it is not closed under shifts.

Example 2.5.7 Let R be a ring and f1, . . . , fr ∈ R. Then

KosR(f
n1
1 , . . . , fnr

r ) ∈ ExtCl
(
KosR(f1, . . . , fr)

)
.

Indeed, since the composite R
fn−1
i−−−! R

fi−! R equals R
fn
i−−! R, the octahedral

axiom gives triangles

KosR(f
n−1
i )! KosR(f

n
i )! KosR(fi)! KosR(f

n−1)[1].

Tensoring this with KosR(. . . , f̂i, . . . ) shows inductively that if

KosR(f
n1
1 , . . . , fi, . . . , f

nr
r ) ∈ ExtCl

(
KosR(f1, . . . , fr)

)
then KosR(f

n1
1 , . . . , fnr

r ) ∈ ExtCl
(
KosR(f1, . . . , fr)

)
. Repeating this across

the various i one at a time proves the claim.

Example 2.5.8 Let T be a triangulated category, S a collection of objects,
and H : T ! A a cohomological functor. Write kerH for the strictly full (not
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necessarily triangulated) subcategory of objects A such that H(A) = 0. If S ⊂
kerH, then ExtCl(S) ⊂ kerH. Indeed, H(0) = 0, and if A! B ! C ! A[1]
is a triangle and H(A) = H(C) = 0, then H(A)! H(B)! H(C) is exact so
H(B) = 0. Of course, the same thing applies for homological functors.

Let’s combine the simple observations above to obtain the following result:

Lemma 2.5.9 Let R be a ring, f := f1, . . . , fr ∈ R, and

A ∈ D(R) SuppA ⊂ V (f).

If Hm(A) ̸= 0, then HomD(R)(Kos•R(f)[−m], A) ̸= 0.

Proof By replacing A with A[m], we may assume m = 0. Note moreover that
HomD(R)(Kos(f), D>0(R)) = 0, so

HomD(R)(Kos•R(f), A) = HomD(R)(Kos•R(f), τ≤0A),

and thus we may assume A ∈ D≤0. Take a nonzero element of H0(A) =
HomR(R,A), which factors as

R! KosR(f
n1
1 , . . . , fnr

r )! A

so that both maps above are nonzero. Thus HomD(R)(Kos(f), A) ̸= 0: indeed,
if it were zero, then Kos(f) lies in the kernel of the homological functor
HomD(R)(−, A), so by both of the examples above this would imply

HomD(R)(KosR(f
n1
1 , . . . , fnr

r ), A) = 0

a contradiction. □
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2.5.2 Verdier quotients and localizing subcategories

Let T be a triangulated category, and N ⊂ T be a strictly full triangulated
subcategory which is not necessarily thick. We say a morphism s : X ! Y in
T is an N-equivalence if a (or equivalently every) cone of s lies in N. Write SN

for the collection of N-equivalences.

Lemma 2.5.10 Let T be a triangulated category with N ⊂ T a strictly full
triangulated subcategory. Then SN is a multiplicative, saturated, localizing
class containing all isomorphisms, closed under shifts, and compatible with the
triangulation.

Proof As 0 ∈ N and N is closed under shifts, it is clear that SN has the
isomorphisms and is closed under shifts. If s : X ! Y and t : Y ! Z are
morphisms then the octahedral axiom gives a triangle

Cone(s)! Cone(ts)! Cone(t)! Cone(s)[1].

Since membership in N has 2-out-of-3 for triangles, it follows that of s, t, st any
two are in SN iff the third is. This proves that SN is a saturated multiplicative
class containing isomorphisms and closed under shifts.

To check that S is compatible with the triangulation, it remains only to show
that in TR3 if the first two morphisms are in S then we can take the third to
be in S. Indeed, given a commutative diagram as in the top left, we can use
the 3x3 lemma to extend it to:

X Y Z

X ′ Y ′ Z ′

X ′′ Y ′′ Z ′′

Then since X ′′, Y ′′ ∈ N, Z ′′ ∈ N as desired.

It remains to see that SN is a localizing class. First, start with A
f
−! X

s
 − B

and complete a diagram of the map A⊕B
(f,−s)
−−−−! C to a triangle

P
(a,b)
−−−! A⊕B

(f,−s)
−−−−! X ! P [1],

thus the successive composite is fa− sb = 0, i.e. the diagram

P A

B X

a

b f

s
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commutes. It remains to show Cone(a) ∈ N. Indeed, a is the composite P !
A⊕B ! A, and because of the triangle

A⊕B ! A! B[1]! A⊕B[1]

the octahedral axiom gives a triangle

X ! Cone(a)! B[1]
−s[1]
−−−! X[1].

Cone(a)[1] ∈ N as −s[1] ∈ N, thus Cone(a) ∈ N. The lifting condition for left
roofs follows similarly.

Finally, let f, g : X ! Y be parallel maps, and suppose s ∈ SN with sf = sg.
Take an exact triangle

Y
s
−! Y ′ ! Y ′′ ! Y [1],

(so that Y ′′ ∈ N) and observe that s(f − g) = 0, so since Hom(X,−) is
cohomological this means f − g factors as a composite

f − g = X ! Y ′′[−1]! Y.

Thus we may complete this to X ′ ! X ! Y ′′[−1] ! X ′[1] so that the first
map is in SN, and its composition with f − g is zero. The converse follows
dually. □

Definition 2.5.11 Let T be a triangulated category and N ⊂ T a strictly full
triangulated subcategory. We define

T/N := T[S−1
N ]

to be the triangulated localization of T with respect to the saturated localizing
class SN compatible with the triangulation. T/N is the Verdier quotient. We
call the localization map q : T ! T/N the quotient map.

Corollary 2.5.12 Let N ⊂ T be a strictly full triangulated subcategory of T
and let q : T ! T/N be the Verdier quotient map.

(a) Then q is exact and essentially surjective, and if X ! Y ! Z ! X[1] is
a sequence of morphisms in T, then

q(X)! q(Y )! q(Z)! q(X)[1]

is exact in T/N iff the original sequence was exact.

(b) If f : X ! Y is a morphism in T, the following are equivalent:

i. q(f) = 0.

ii. f factors through N.

iii. fs = 0 for some s ∈ SN.

iv. sf = 0 for some s ∈ SN.

(c) If X ∈ T the following are equivalent:
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i. q(X) = 0.

ii. idX factors through N.

iii. X is a summand of an object of N.

iv. X ∈ thickN.

In particular, ker(q) = thick(N).

(d) If f : X ! Y is a morphism in T, the following are equivalent:

(a) q(f) is an isomorphism.

(b) Cone(f) ∈ thick(N).

Proof (a) is the basic theorem on triangulated localizations, Prop. 1.2.10.

(b) The equivalence of (i), (iii), (iv) is already known to us from the theory of
saturated localizing classes. Next, q(N) = 0 because if X ∈ N, then X ! 0!
X[1] ! is exact, showing X ! 0 becomes an isomorphism in the quotient.
Thus (ii) ⇒ (i). Conversely, assume fs = 0, and write

X
s
−! Y ! C ! X[1]

with C ∈ N. If f : Y ! Z, then since Hom(−, Z) is cohomological we see that
fs = 0 implies s factors through C.

(c) q(X) = 0 iff q(idX) = 0. Thus (i) = (ii) by (b). But (ii) implies by
Remark 2.4.39 that X is a summand of an object of N, i.e. (iii). But if this
holds, then X ∈ thick(N). Finally ker(q) is a thick subcategory, so ker(q) ⊂
thick(N), and hence q(X) = 0. The equivalence implies ker q = thick(N).

(d) q(f) is an isomorphism iff Cone(q(f)) = q(Cone(f)) = 0, which happens
iff Cone(f) ∈ thick(N) by (c). □

Example 2.5.13 Let A be an abelian category. Then we denote by Kac(A) ⊂
K(A) the strictly full subcategory of acyclic objects. This is clearly trian-
gulated, and it is also clearly thick. Thus we obtain a Verdier quotient
K(A) ! K(A)/Kac(A). Note that a morphism f is a quasi-isomorphism iff
Cone(f) ∈ Kac(A), so it follows that the Verdier quotient is D(A).

Proposition 2.5.14 Let N ⊂ T be a strictly full triangulated subcategory. The
quotient map q : T ! T/N has the universal property that composition with q
induces a 1-to-1 correspondence

(−) ◦ q : {F̃ : T/N! T′} ∼−! {F : T ! T′ : N ⊂ ker(F )}

where on both sides we consider only exact functors. Moreover, if either side
is viewed as the full subcategory of Fun(T/N,T′) and Fun(T,T′) spanned by
the exact functors, then this is an equivalence of categories.

Proof This is just the universal property of localization. Namely, all functors
T/N! T′ correspond to all functors T ! T′ such that elements of SN are sent
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to isomorphisms. Since this is induced by an exact functor, the correspondence
preserves exact functors in one direction. On the other hand if F : T ! T′ is
exact and F = F̃ q, then by definition of the triangles in T/N we see that F̃ is
exact.

Finally, if F : T ! T′ is exact, then F sends N-equivalences to isomorphisms
iff Cone(F (f)) = F (Cone(f)) = 0 whenever Cone(f) ∈ N. This condition is
implied by F (N) = 0, and conversely every object of N is a cone. □

Remark 2.5.15 Here is our usual full-subcategory localization result translated
into this language. Suppose T′,N ⊂ T are strictly full triangulated subcate-
gories. Then N ∩ T′ ⊂ T′ is also a strictly full triangulated subcategory, and
thus by the universal property we obtain an exact functor

T′ / N ∩ T′ ! T / N

between the Verdier quotients. This is fully faithful in either of the following
circumstances:

(a) Every map from T′ ! N factors through N ∩ T′.

(b) Every map from N! T′ factors through N ∩ T′.

Indeed, let us see how it follows from the usual criterion. First, from the
definition we see that SN∩T′ = SN ∩ T′ and both are localizing classes. Now,
suppose e.g. we’re in the situation of (a) and are given a map X ! T ′ in SN

with T ′ ∈ T′. Write the triangle X ! T ′ ! N ! X[1] with N ∈ N, then the
second map factors as T ′ ! B ! N for B ∈ N ∩ T′. Apply the octahedral
axiom to this composition, which gives a triangle

Cone(T ′ ! B)! X[1]! Cone(B ! N)! .

Thus the first term is in T′ and the third is in N, so shifting down one provides
an N-equivalence from an object of T′ to X.

This description makes it very easy to apply the criterion: For instance to show
that K+(A)/K+

ac(A) = D+(A) embeds into D(A), we observe that every map
A• ! X•, where A• is acyclic and X• is bounded below, factors through the
smart truncation A! τ≥nA! X• for some n such that Xi = 0 for i < n.

Here are some more elementary results, which we have essentially seen before
in the specific case of the derived category. We note that the whole point of
introducing this is that we are going to take quotients of the derived cate-
gory itself. For instance, recall that if S ⊂ T is a collection of objects in a
triangulated category, we define

S⊥ := {T ∈ T : Hom∗(S, T ) = 0}

and
⊥S := {T ∈ T : Hom∗(T, S) = 0}

as the right- and left- orthogonals of S. Then it is immediate that these are
both thick subcategories of T.
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Lemma 2.5.16 Let q : T ! T/N be a Verdier quotient.

(a) For Y ∈ N⊥, the natural map

HomT(−, Y )! HomT/N(q(−), q(Y ))

is an isomorphism.

(b) For X ∈ ⊥N, the natural map

HomT(X,−)! HomT/N(q(X), q(−))

is an isomorphism.

Proof Let’s prove (a) as (b) is dual. Represent q(X)! q(Y ) by a roof

X
s
 − X ′ f

−! Y

with a triangle X ′ s
−! X ! N ! X[1] so that N ∈ N. By assumption,

Hom(X,Y ) ∼−! Hom(X ′, Y )

so there’s already g : X ! Y in T commuting with s, which proves surjectivity.
On the other hand if f : X ! Y and q(f) = 0, then f factors through N by
Cor. 2.5.12, and hence it must be zero since a map N! Y is zero. □

Here is a basic but important consequence of this simple lemma, which helps
characterize what we will call ‘admissibility’.

Proposition 2.5.17 Let i : N ↪! T be the inclusion of a strictly full triangu-
lated subcategory, and q : T ! T/N the corresponding Verdier quotient. Then
the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) The inclusion i : thick(N) ↪! T has a right adjoint.

(b) q has a right adjoint.

(c) The composite N⊥ ! T ! T/N is an equivalence.

(d) Each object X ∈ T fits into an exact triangle of the form

NX ! X ! LX ! NX [1]

with NX ∈ thick(N) and LX ∈ N⊥.

When these conditions hold, denote by i! and r any right adjoints as in (a)
and (b) respectively. Then i! and r canonically induce inverses to the functor
of (c), and a triangle as in (d) can be written

ii!X ! X ! rqX ! ii!X[1].

Conversely any such prescription of exact triangles in (d) for all X ∈ T defines
right adjoints i! and r as above, and r is always fully faithful.
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The dual statements hold where we replace ‘right’ by ‘left’, N⊥ by ⊥N, and
the triangles in (d) with RX ! X ! NX ! RX [1] where NX ∈ thick(N) and
RX ∈ ⊥N.

Proof First note that N! T ! T/N is always fully faithful by Lemma 2.5.16.
If each object has an exact triangle as in (d), then since thick(N) = ker(q) we
deduce that q(X) ∼−! q(LX), showing essential surjectivity. Thus (d) ⇒ (c).

If we assume (c), take an inverse µ : T/N! N⊥, then

HomT/N(q(X), Y ) ∼= HomN⊥(µ(q(X)), µ(Y )) ∼= HomT(X,µ(Y )),

so the composite T/N! N⊥ ! T is a right adjoint.

Assuming (b), let q ⊣ r, then for N ∈ N we have

Hom∗
T(N, r(A)) = Hom∗

T/N(q(N), A) = 0

which means that r lands in N⊥. Thus r is fully faithful because

HomT/N(qA,B) ∼= HomT(A, rB) ∼= HomT(qA, qrB),

where the second isomorphism is by Lemma 2.5.16, and q is essentially sur-
jective, so the counit B ! qrB is an isomorphism. Complete the unit to a
triangle

QX ! X ! rqX ! QX [1],
then upon applying q the middle map is an isomorphism, so q(QX) = 0, i.e.
QX ∈ thick(N). Next rq(X) ∈ N⊥, so N ⊂ ⊥(rqX) and thus thick(N) ⊂
⊥(rqX) since this subcategory is thick. Therefore applying HomT(i(N),−) for
N ∈ thick(N) gives an isomorphism

Homthick(N)(N,QX) ∼−! HomT(iN,X),

showing QX is a partial right adjoint to i at X, and since X was arbitrary i
has a right adjoint assembled out of such QX ’s.

Note that this along with the exact triangle proves one direction of the claim
at the end of the proof. For the converse, note that the isomorphism above only
depended on rqX ∈ N⊥, so given triangles as in (d) proves that i has a right
adjoint i! with i!(X) = NX and with counit NX ! X. Thus by uniqueness
of cones and the isomorphism above, we deduce rqX ∼= LX and can replace r
with a naturally isomorphic r′ with counits the maps X ! LX .

Finally, assume (a) and for any X ∈ T complete the counit to a triangle

ii!X ! X ! C ! ii!X[1].

For each N ∈ N ⊂ thick(N), note that

Hom∗(iN, ii!X, iN) ∼−! Hom∗(N, i!X) ∼−! Hom∗(iN,X)

is an isomorphism, so Hom∗(N,C) = 0, hence C ∈ N⊥. This proves (d). □
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A thick subcategory N ⊂ T is called right admissible (resp. left admissible) if
it satisfies the equivalent conditions of the first (resp. second) orientation of
the theorem. It is admissible if it is both right and left admissible.

Remark 2.5.18 We note that if N is any strictly full triangulated subcategory
and the inclusion N ↪! T has a right adjoint, then N is automatically thick.
Indeed, using the notation as in Prop. 2.5.17, if X ! i(N) ! X is an idem-
potent splitting in T with N in N, then since this is a fully faithful adjoint
applying i! gives i!(X) ! N ! i!(X) as a split idempotent in scrN . Thus
i!(X) ∼= X in T and we conclude X ∈ N.

Remark 2.5.19 Suppose that N ↪! T is right admissible and let M := N⊥,
which is another thick subcategory. We know that the right adjoint r : T/N!
T to q is identified with the inclusion M ↪! T, so this in particular has a left
adjoint. Thus M is left admissible. The kernel of this left adjoint is supposed to
be ⊥M, but on the other hand we know that ker q = N. The same statements
hold dually, and thus N is right admissible iff M = N⊥ is left admissible, in
which case N = ⊥M.

Here’s a related statement which gives a simple criterion for computing a
Verdier quotient.

Proposition 2.5.20 Let F : T ! T′ be an exact functor of triangulated
categories with a fully faithful right adjoint. Then the induced map

T/ ker(F )! T′

is a triangulated equivalence.

Proof Let G : T′ ! T be the right adjoint, then we claim that the composite
qG is an inverse to this functor. One direction is clear: Since G is fully faithful,
FG ∼= Id, so

F ◦ q ◦G ∼= F ◦G ∼= Id.
On the other hand, let η = ηA : A! GFA be the unit of the adjunction, then
we know that FηA : FA! FGFA is an isomorphism, hence

0 = Cone(FηA) = F (Cone(ηA))

which means Cone(ηA) ∈ kerF for all A. Therefore q(ηA) is an isomorphism,
which is a natural map q(A) ! (qG)F (A). Both sides preserve Sker(F )-
equivalences, so by the universal property of localization this descends to a
natural isomorphism IdT/ ker(F )

∼−! (qG)F as desired. □

Example 2.5.21 Let X be a scheme and j : U ↪! X a quasicompact inclusion,
so that j is qcqs and Rj∗ : Dqc(U) ! Dqc(X) is well-defined. Then j∗ ⊣ Rj∗,
and the counit j∗Rj∗A ! A is an isomorphism by the behavior of derived
pushforward under restriction. Therefore

j∗ : Dqc(X)! Dqc(U)
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satisfies the hypotheses of the proposition, and shows that Dqc(X)/ ker(j∗) =
Dqc(U). We usually write

DZ(X) := ker(j∗) = {A ∈ Dqc(X) : A|U = 0} = {A ∈ Dqc(X) : SuppA ⊂ Z},

where Z = X \ U . Thus Dqc(X)/DZ(X) = Dqc(U). Since the quotient map
Dqc(X)! Dqc(U) has a right adjoint, we know by Prop. 2.5.17 that DZ(X) ⊂
Dqc(X) is right admissible, and has its own right adjoint i! : Dqc(X)! DZ(X)
which provides functorial triangles

i!A! A! Rj∗j
∗A! i!A[1].

These are called local cohomology triangles. We will see later that in this special
case, i! is induced by a derived functor of a right exact functor. Notice that
moreover the result shows Rj∗ : Dqc(U) ↪! Dqc(X) gives an embedding whose
essential image is DZ(X)⊥. We will later write Dqc(X) = ⟨DZ(X), Dqc(U)⟩
and call this a semiorthogonal decomposition.

Next let T be a triangulated category with (arbitrary) coproducts. We wish
to study subcategories A ⊂ T which are strictly full, triangulated, and closed
under coproducts in A. Such a subcategory is called a localizing subcategory,
though we will only use this terminology in this section since we have (short-
sightedly) used it to mean other things.

It is clear that an arbitrary intersection of such subcategories has the same
property, and that T itself is localizing. Thus, given a collection S ⊂ T of
objects, we write Loc(S) for the smallest localizing subcategory containing S.

Lemma 2.5.22 Let T be a triangulated category with countable coproducts.
Then T is idempotent-complete.

Proof Let e : X ! X be an idempotent in T so that e2 = e. Write

Y := hocolim(X
e
−! X

e
−! · · · )

so that we have a triangle⊕
n

X
1−s
−−!

⊕
n

X
q
−! Y !

⊕
n

X[1],

where s is given by sιn = ιn+1e. Define

ℓ :
⊕
n

X !
⊕
n

X ℓιn = ιn(1− e)−
∑
k<n

ιke.

Since we have (1− e)e = 0, note that for each n ≥ 1,

ℓ(1− s)ιn = ιn(1− e)−
∑
k<n

ιke− ℓιn+1e

= ιn(1− e)−
∑
k<n

ιke−
∑

k<n+1

ιke
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= ιn(1− e) + ιne = ιn,

meaning ℓ(1 − s) = Id. Thus 1 − s is a split monomorphism, and exactness
of Hom(−,

⊕
nX) shows in the defining triangle that Y !

⊕
nX[1] is 0.

Therefore the triangle splits as a direct sum and q is a split epimorphism.

Let jn = qιn : X ! Y . Note that

0 = q(1− s)ιn = q(ιn − ιn+1e) =⇒ jn = jn+1e.

Since e is idempotent, all of the jn’s are the same map j : X ! Y , satisfying
je = j. Finally, the maps (e : X ! X)n commute with themselves as e2 = e,
hence induce r : Y ! X such that rqιn = e for all n. Thus rj = e, and note
that

jrqιn = jrj = je = j = qιn
for all n, hence jrq = q. Since q is split epi, this means jr = 1. Thus we have
split e. □

Corollary 2.5.23 Let T be a triangulated category with coproducts and A ⊂ T

a localizing subcategory. Then A is thick.

Proof Indeed, A has coproducts and hence is idempotent-complete. So if X ⊕
Y ∈ A, the idempotent X ⊕ Y ! X ! X ⊕ Y splits in A factoring through
some Z. By uniqueness, Z ∼= X in T and hence X ∈ A by strict fullness. □

When a triangulated category T has coproducts indexed by I, then they are
necessarily exact, meaning that if Xi ! Yi ! Zi ! Xi[1] is a collection of
exact triangles, then⊕

i

Xi !
⊕
i

Yi !
⊕
i

Zi !
⊕
i

Xi[1]

is also exact. To see this, let Z be a cone of the direct map between direct
sums. For each i ∈ I, the canonical maps from Xi and Yi to the direct sums
induce (by TR3) a family of maps Zi ! Z, and hence a map

⊕
i Zi ! Z.

To check this is an isomorphism, we can check after applying Hom(−,W ) for
every W ; then 5-lemma, the fact that Hom(−,W ) turns sums to products,
and that products of abelian groups are exact, give the result.

Lemma 2.5.24 Let T be a triangulated category with coproducts and N ⊂ T

be a localizing subcategory, and consider the Verdier quotient q : T ! T/N.
Then T/N has coproducts, and q preserves coproducts.

Proof We copy the proof of Lemma 2.4.4. Let {Xi : i} be a family of objects in
T and suppose we are given maps fi : q(Xα)! q(Y ) in the quotient. Represent
these by roofs and take the direct sum:

Xi
si − X ′

i
gi−! Y

⊕
i

Xi
(si)
 −−

⊕
i

X ′
i

(gi)
−−! Y
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Since Cone(si) ∈ N, what we showed above the lemma implies that
Cone(

⊕
i si) ∈ N since N is localizing. This represents a morphism in the quo-

tient making the relevant diagram commute, and shows the existence part of
the universal property.

Next uniqueness: Suppose we have a map f : q(
⊕

iXi) ! q(Y ) such that the
composites q(Xi) ! q(

⊕
iXi) ! q(Y ) are all 0. Represent f by a right roof⊕

iXi
g
−! Y ′ s

 − Y , then the hypothesis is that the roof Xi
gi−! Y ′ s

 − Y is 0, i.e.

that q(Xi
gi−! Y ′) = 0. Therefore there are N-equivalences ti : X

′
i ! Xi such

that X ′
i ! Xi ! Y ′ is 0, so again by exactness of coproducts, the induced

diagram ⊕
i

X ′
i

(ti)
−−!

⊕
i

Xi
g
−! Y ′ s

 − Y

is f followed by an isomorphism and an isomorphism followed by 0 in the
quotient. Thus f = 0. □

Example 2.5.25 Suppose T is a compactly generated triangulated category
and N ⊂ T is a localizing subcategory. Then since q : T ! T/N preserves
coproducts, we deduce by Brown representability that q has a right adjoint
q∗ : T/N ! T. By Prop. 2.5.17, q∗ is fully faithful and N = thick(N). Hence
i : N ↪! T has a right adjoint i! and we have functorial triangles

ii!A! A! q∗q(A)! ii!A[1]

breaking up each object into its N part and its N⊥ part. Note moreover that
if {Ei} is a compact generating set for N, then we in fact have

Loc({Ei}) = T/N.

Indeed, using Lemma 2.4.32, we may write any X ∈ T as hocolimnKn where
K0 = 0, and the transition maps fit into triangles

Ln ! Kn ! Kn+1 ! Ln[1]

such that Ln is a coproduct of shifts of the Ei. Apply q to this; since it
preserves coproducts, it preserves each successive triangle and the hocolim,
and writes q(Ln) as a sum of shifts of q(Ei). Thus q(Li) ∈ Loc({q(Ei)}), and
since K0 = 0 we inductively have Kn ∈ Loc({q(Ei)}). Thus hocolim q(Kn) =
q(hocolimKn) = q(X) ∈ Loc(q({Ei})).

Localizing subcategories control (weak) generation in the sense defined earlier.
In particular, we have the following result:

Lemma 2.5.26 Let T be a triangulated category and S a collection of objects
of T. If Loc(S) = T, then S generates T. Conversely if S is a set of compact
objects and generates T, then Loc(S) = T.
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Proof Let A ∈ T and consider the subcategory E of E for which Hom∗(E,A) =
0. Then this is triangulated, but moreover

Hom(
⊕
i

Ei, A) =
∏
i

Hom(Ei, A)

is zero iff all terms are zero, so E is closed under coproducts and hence is a
localizing subcategory. So, if Loc(S) = T, then Hom∗(E,A) = 0 for E ∈ S
would imply Hom∗(E,A) = 0 for all E ∈ T, i.e. A = 0 by the Yoneda lemma.
We proved the converse as Prop. 2.4.31(a). □

Example 2.5.27 Let T be a triangulated category with coproducts and N ⊂ T

a localizing subcategory generated by objects in Tc. Denote the generators
by {Ei}, then these are compact in N as well, so every object of N admits a
homotopy filtration by coproducts of shifts of the {Ei}, by Lemma 2.4.32. By
Lemma 2.4.40, all maps from Tc to N factor through thickT({Ei}), which is in
particular contained in Tc and in N (since N is thick). Thus every map from
Tc to N factors through Tc ∩N, which implies that the induced map

Tc/N ∩ Tc ! T/N

is fully faithful, by Remark 2.5.15.

Lemma 2.5.28 Let F : T ⇄ T′ : G be an exact adjunction between
triangulated categories with coproducts.

(a) If G preserves coproducts, then F (Tc) ⊂ T′
c.

(b) If T is compactly generated and F (Tc) ⊂ T′
c, then G preserves coproducts.

Proof (a) If E ∈ Tc, then

HomT′(F (E),−) ∼= HomT(E,G(−))

is a composition of functors which preserve coproducts.

(b) Let {Bi} ∈ T′ and consider the map
⊕

iG(Bi) ! G(
⊕

iBi). For each
E ∈ Tc, we have

Hom∗
T(E,

⊕
i

G(Bi)) =
⊕
i

Hom∗
T(E,G(Bi)) =

⊕
i

Hom∗
T(F (E), Bi)

= HomT′(F (E),
⊕
i

Bi) = HomT(E,F
(⊕

i

Bi

)
)

since F (E) ∈ T′
c. Since T is compactly generated, isomorphisms are detected

by Tc, so the comparison map is an isomorphism. □

Proposition 2.5.29 Let F : T ! T′ be an exact, coproduct-preserving functor
of compactly generated triangulated categories. If F restricts to an equivalence
Tc

∼−! T′
c, then F is an equivalence.
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Proof By Brown representability, choose a right adjoint G : T′ ! T. By the
lemma above, G preserves coproducts. For E1, E ∈ Tc, the diagram

Hom(E1, E) Hom(F (E1), F (E))

Hom(E1, GFE)

∼=

∼=

commutes by adjunction, and the upper map is an isomorphism since F |Tc

is fully faithful. Therefore Hom(E1,−) applied to E ! GF (E) is an isomor-
phism for all compact E1, so E

∼−! GF (E) by compact generation. Since this
is a natural map of coproduct-preserving functors, it follows that Id ∼−! GF ,
meaning F is fully faithful. This means that the essential image is a triangu-
lated subcategory of T′, and it is localizing since F preserves coproducts. It
also contains T′, so we conclude that F is essentially surjective by compact
generation of T′. □

Example 2.5.30 This is a continuation of Example 2.5.25; suppose q : T ! T/N
is a quotient of a compactly generated category by a localizing subcategory
of the form N = Loc({Ki}) where {Ki} ⊂ Tc, i.e. so that N is generated by
objects compact in T. Continue writing i! and q∗ for the relevant right adjoints.

1. Then N⊥ is also localizing. Indeed, to check A ∈ N⊥ we just check N ⊂
⊥A. But ⊥A is obviously localizing since Hom’s send coproducts in the
first variable to products. Thus it is equivalent to check Ki ∈ ⊥A for all
i, i.e. A ∈ K⊥

i for all i. But now Ki is compact, so K⊥
i is localizing.

Therefore in fact
N⊥ =

⋂
i

K⊥
i

is an intersection of localizing subcategories hence localizing.

2. Then q(Tc) ⊂ (T/N)c. Indeed, to see this, we just need to show that q∗
preserves coproducts, and q∗ is isomorphic to the inclusion N⊥ ↪! T, so
it suffices to show that N⊥ is closed under coproducts which was (1).

3. Thus if {Ei} is a compact generating set for T, then {q(Ei)} is a compact
generating set for T/N by Example 2.5.25. In particular the quotient is
compactly generated.

4. Moreover, the inclusion i : N ! T also preserves compact objects, i.e. i!

preserves coproducts. Indeed, we have functorial triangles

ii!A! A! q∗qA! ii!A[1]

where A 7! A and A 7! q∗qA preserve coproducts, hence A 7! ii!A
preserves coproducts. Since i preserves coproducts and is fully faithful, it
follows that i! does as well. Thus Nc ⊂ N ∩ Tc, and conversely an object
of N which is compact in T is a fortiori compact in N, thus Nc = N ∩ Tc.

5. We know by Remark 2.5.19 that M = N⊥ is left admissible and that i! is
isomorphic to the quotient map T ! T/M. Since i! preserves coproducts,
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by Brown representability it has a right adjoint ρ, which means that M

is also right admissible and ρ : T/M ∼= N ! T is another fully faithful
embedding. Writing C for its essential image, we know that C = M⊥

and ⊥C = M, where C and N are equivalent categories. This remarkable
phenomenon is called a TTF triple.

In exactly the setting of the example above, there is a more interesting thing
we can say, called the Neeman localization lemma.

Theorem 2.5.31 Let T be a compactly generated triangulated category, N a
localizing subcategory generated by compact objects of T, and q : T ! T/N the
quotient. Then Tc ! (T/N)c induces a fully faithful functor

Tc/Nc = Tc/(N ∩ Tc)! (T/N)c

which is an idempotent completion, and in fact for each Q ∈ (T/N)c there
exists P ∈ Tc such that q(P ) ∼= Q⊕Q[1].

Proof The fact that this proposition makes sense is explained in Exam-
ple 2.5.30. The fact that the induced functor is fully faithful is Example 2.5.27,
so denote its essential image by E ⊂ (T/N)c, which is of course also the essential
image of Tc ! (T/N)c. By Example 2.5.30(3), E contains a compact generating
set for T/N, so by Cor. 2.4.41 we have thick(E) = (T/N)c. This immediately
shows the idempotent-completion statement because (T/N)c is a thick sub-
category of an idempotent complete category, and since E is triangulated we
know all objects of thick(E) are summands of objects of E.

Therefore let Q ∈ (T/N)c and choose F ∈ Tc such that q(F ) ∼= Q ⊕ Q′ for
some Q′ ∈ T/N. Consider the two triangles

Q
0
−! Q! Q⊕Q[1]! Q[1] Q′ 1

−! Q′ ! 0! Q′[1]

and take their direct sum, which is isomorphic to

q(F )! q(F )! Q⊕Q[1]! q(F )[1].

Since E is triangulated, Q⊕Q[1] ∈ E. □
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2.5.3 Perfect generation and approximation

In this section we will prove that if X is a qcqs scheme, then Dqc(X) has a
perfect generator, and thus that Dqc(X) is a compactly generated triangulated
category. First, let us give an explicit example of generators in some of the
cases which are relevant to us.

Proposition 2.5.32 Let X be a (quasicompact) scheme with an ample line
bundle L. Then

{L⊗−d : d ≥ 0}
is a generating set for Dqc(X). In particular, thick(L⊗d : d ≤ 0) = Perf(X).

Proof Since each L⊗−d is perfect, we have

HomDqc(X)(L⊗−d, A[q]) = Hq(X,A⊗L
OX

L⊗d)

and we just need to show this is nonzero for some q and d ≥ 0 if A ̸= 0. Suppose
that this expression is zero for all q and d ≥ 0. Thus RΓ(X,A⊗L

OX
L⊗d) = 0 for

d ≥ 0. Let p ≥ 0 and s ∈ L⊗p(X) a global section for which Xs is affine. Then

RΓ(Xs, A|Xs) = hocolimdRΓ(X,A⊗L
OX

L⊗pd) = 0,

by Example 2.4.29. Since RΓ is an equivalence on an affine scheme, A|Xs = 0.
Since L is ample, affine opens of the form Xs cover X, so A = 0.

Of course thick(L⊗d : d ≤ 0) ⊂ Perf(X), however Perf(X) ⊂ Dqc(X)c, and the
result implies that thick(L⊗d) = Dqc(X)c, so all three things are equal. □

Example 2.5.33 Let R be a ring. Then D(R)c = Perf(R) = thick(R). Indeed,
OSpecR is an ample line bundle on SpecR.

Example 2.5.34 Let R be a ring andX = Pn
R with its ample line bundleOX(1).

Then the result shows that Perf(X) = {OX ,OX(−1), . . . }. However, in this
case, consider the Koszul complex

0! OX(−n− 1)! OX(−n)(
n+1
1 ) ! · · ·! OX(−1)(

n+1
1 ) ! OX ! 0.

discussed in the previous section, and define

E := thick
(
OX(−n),OX(−n+ 1), . . . ,OX(−1),OX

)
⊂ Perf(X).

Then the exact sequence above shows that OX(−n − 1) ∈ E since E is trian-
gulated. Now twist the sequence by OX(−1), then all terms are in E except
for the left most OX(−n− 2). Thus inductively O(−d) ∈ E for all d ≥ 0, and
hence E = Perf(X). Of course, this also proves that these n + 1 line bundles
generate the derived category Dqc(X). Likewise, we can twist by any d ∈ Z to
conclude that

Perf(X) = thick(OX(−n+ d), . . . ,OX(d))



236 Derived categories in AG

and that Dqc(X) is generated by {OX(−n+ d), . . . ,OX(d)}. We will see later
that this gives

Perf(Pn
R) = ⟨OPn

R
(−n), . . . ,OPn(−1),OPn⟩

as a semiorthogonal decomposition of Perf(X).

Now let’s prove the main result in three steps, most of which come from our
triangulated work in the previous section.

Lemma 2.5.35 Let X = SpecR for R a ring, f1, . . . , fr ∈ R, and set

U = D(f1) ∪ · · · ∪D(fr) K• := K̃os
•
(f1, . . . , fr) ∈ Dqc(X).

Then for every A ∈ Dqc(X), the unit map A! Rj∗A|U is an isomorphism if
and only if RHomOX

(K•, A) = 0.

Proof We use throughout the fact that K• is strictly perfect and hence behaves
well with respect to Homs. First, if the map is an isomorphism, then

RHomOX
(K•, A) = RHomOX

(K•|U , A|U ) = 0

because K•|U = 0 in D(OU ) by Remark 2.5.3. Conversely, there are two cases:

Case 1: A|U = 0. We show A = 0. In this case, note by Koszul duality that

RHomOX
(K•, A) = (K•)∨ ⊗L

OX
A = K• ⊗L A[−r],

and since RΓ(X,−) is an equivalence this implies K• ⊗L
OX

A[−r] = 0. Thus

0 = (OX
f1−! OX)⊗ · · · ⊗ (OX

fr−! OX)⊗L A.

The tensor product of the right-most r terms still restricts to 0 on U , so by

induction we may show that if B|U = 0 and (OX
fi−! OX) ⊗L B = 0, then

B = 0. But this just says that B
fi−! B = 0, i.e. fi is an isomorphism on B,

contradicting B|D(fi) = 0 unless B = 0.

Case 2: A ∈ Dqc(X) arbitrary. Extend the unit map to a triangle

C ! A! Rj∗A|U ! C[1]

and apply RHomOX
(K•,−). By the first direction, this kills the Rj∗A|U term

and hence gives an isomorphism

RHomOX
(K•, C) = RHomOX

(K•, A) = 0,

by hypothesis. Since A! Rj∗A|U is an isomorphism on U , C|U = 0. Thus by
Case 1 we conclude C = 0. Hence A ∼−! Rj∗A|U . □

Corollary 2.5.36 Let X be a qcqs scheme of the form X = U ∪ V for U
quasicompact and V affine. For each F ∈ Perf(U) there exists E ∈ Perf(X)
such that E|U ∼= F ⊕ F [1].
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Proof First assume X is itself affine, and consider the Verdier quotient

Dqc(X)! Dqc(X) / DZ(X) = Dqc(U)

of Example 2.5.21 where Z = X \ U . Write U = D(f1) · · · ∪ D(fr) for
some global sections (fi). Let K• be the corresponding Koszul complex as in
Lemma 2.5.35. By definition, DZ(X) is closed under coproducts, so Loc(K•) ⊂
DZ(X); on the other hand, Lemma 2.5.35 shows thatK• generatesDZ(X), and
it is compact in DZ(X) as it was perfect and thus compact in Dqc(X). Hence
by Lemma 2.5.26 we deduce Loc(K•) = DZ(X). Finally, by Example 2.5.33,
OX is a compact generator for Dqc(X), and its restriction to Dqc(U) is per-
fect and hence compact. Thus by Thm. 2.5.31, for every compact (i.e. perfect)
object F in Dqc(U), F ⊕F [1] is the restriction of a compact object of Dqc(X).
Example 2.5.33 again shows that such an object is perfect on X.

Now if X = U ∪V with V affine and F ∈ Perf(U), then F |U∩V ∈ Perf(U ∩V )
and U ∩ V ⊂ V is a qc open, so we may choose E′ ∈ Perf(V ) such that
E|U∩V

∼= F ⊕ F [1]. Therefore F ⊕ F [1] ∈ Dqc(U) and E′ ∈ Dqc(V ) agree on
U ∩ V , and hence glue to an object E ∈ Dqc(X) by Prop. 2.4.25. Then E is
perfect since this holds locally, and E|U = F ⊕ F [1]. □

We will be able to come back and strengthen this result after proving perfect
generation, so that we can in fact take U to be any quasicompact open ofX. For
the next few results, it will be useful to write PerfZ(X) := Perf(X)∩DZ(X).

Theorem 2.5.37 Let X be a qcqs scheme, and Z ⊂ X a closed subset with
quasicompact complement. There exists E ∈ PerfZ(X) such that Loc(E) =
DZ(X). In particular, every qcqs scheme is compactly generated by a single
perfect object.

Proof We prove the claim by induction on the number of affine opens needed to
cover X. If X is affine, we’re done by Lemma 2.5.35 (as shown in Cor. 2.5.36).
In the general case, we can write by induction X = U ∪ V where U satisfies
the result and V is affine.

Thus there exists F ∈ PerfZ∩U (U) such that Loc(F ) = DZ∩U (U), i.e. F
generates DZ∩U (U). Since F |U\Z = 0, we can glue F and 0 to a perfect object

F̃ ∈ Perf(U ∪X \Z) by Prop. 2.4.25. Writing X = (U ∪X \Z)∪V , Cor. 2.5.36

gives P ∈ Perf(X) such that P |U∪X\Z ∼= F̃ ⊕ F̃ [1], so in particular

P |U ∼= F ⊕ F [1] and P ∈ PerfZ(X).

X \U is a closed subset of X contained in V , and thus Z ∩ (X \U) is a closed
subset of V with quasicompact complement D(f1, . . . , fr) for fi ∈ OX(V ). Let
K• ∈ Dqc(V ) be the complex associated to the Koszul complex on f1, . . . , fr.
We claim that

E := P ⊕RjV,∗K•

satisfies the conclusion.
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1. P ∈ PerfZ(X) so we have to check RjV,∗K• ∈ PerfZ(X). Indeed it is
supported on Z∩(X\U) and hence Z, and it is perfect since its restriction
to V is K• and its restriction to U is 0 (in the derived category).

2. Let A ∈ DZ(X) and assume RHom(E,A) = 0. Observe that since K• is
supported on Z ∩ (X \ U) ⊂ V which is closed in X, the natural map
jV,!K• ! RjV,∗K• is an isomorphism (Example 2.4.15). Thus

0 = RHomOX
(jV,!K•, A) = RHomOV

(K•, A|V ),

which means that the natural map

A|V ! RjV ∩(U∪X\Z),∗A|V ∩(U∪X\Z)

is an isomorphism by Lemma 2.5.35. Thus A! RjU∪X\Z,∗A|U∪X\Z is an
isomorphism since this holds on the open cover {U ∪X \ Z, V }. Writing
j′ : U ↪! U ∪ (X \ Z), note that A|U∪X\Z ! Rj′∗A|U is an isomorphism
since both sides are zero upon restriction to X \ Z (as SuppA ⊂ Z). By
composition, A! RjU,∗A is an isomorphism.

3. Therefore 0 = RHomOX
(E,RjU,∗A|U ) = RHomOU

(E|U , A|U ), and F is a
summand of E|U and A|U ∈ DZ∩U (U). Since F generates DZ∩U (U), this
implies A|U = 0, hence A ∼= RjU,∗A|U = 0.

Finally, E is compact in Dqc(X) hence a fortiori in DZ(X), and DZ(X) is
localizing. Thus to prove Loc(E) = DZ(X) it suffices to show E is a generator
(Lemma 2.5.26), which we just did. □

Corollary 2.5.38 Let X be a qcqs scheme and Z ⊂ X a closed subset with
quasicompact complement.

(a) DZ(X)c = PerfZ(X), and the functor

Perf(X)/PerfZ(X)! Perf(X \ Z)

is an idempotent completion.

(b) Let U ⊂ X be a quasicompact open. Then for each F ∈ PerfZ∩U (U),
there exists E ∈ PerfZ(X) such that E|U ∼= F ⊕ F [1].

(c) The functor i! : Dqc(X) ! DZ(X) has a fully faithful right adjoint
ρ : DZ(X)! Dqc(X), and we have the relations

⊥im (Rj∗) = DZ(X) im (ρ)⊥ = im (Rj∗)

DZ(X)⊥ = im (Rj∗) =
⊥im (ρ)

where j is the inclusion X \ Z ↪! X. In particular, Dqc(X \ Z) embeds
as an admissible subcategory of Dqc(X) via Rj∗.

Proof (a) If X is qcqs, then Perf(X) ⊂ Dqc(X)c, and conversely Dqc(X)c =
thick(E) for E a perfect generator of Dqc(X), hence Dqc(X)c = Perf(X). By
Thm. 2.5.37, N = DZ(X) ⊂ Dqc(X) satisfies the hypotheses of Example 2.5.30
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and Thm. 2.5.31. Thus DZ(X)c = PerfZ(X), and since Dqc(X)/DZ(X) =
Dqc(X \ U) the second statement follows as well.

(b) First if Z = X, then this result is known to us from the same result above
(applied to Z = X \U). In the general case, take F ∈ PerfZ∩U (U), then since

F |U\Z = 0, F and 0 glue together to extend to F̃ ∈ Perf(U ∪ X \ Z). Then
F̃ ⊕ F̃ [1] extends to a perfect object of X, which is necessarily supported on
Z, and whose restriction to U is F ⊕ F [1].

(c) This remark follows from Example 2.5.30(5). □

There is also a morphism-lifting statement similar to (b) which is easy to
deduce from this result, and which will be used shortly.

Corollary 2.5.39 Let X be a qcqs scheme, U ⊂ X a quasicompact open, and
Z ⊂ X a closed subset. Given A ∈ Dqc(X) and F ∈ PerfZ(X), for each map
α : F |U ! A|U in Dqc(U) there exists E ∈ PerfZ(X) and maps A  E ! F
such that the diagram

E|U F |U

A|U

∼=

α

commutes and the upper restriction is an isomorphism.

Proof α corresponds to α♯ : F ! Rj∗A|U , and consider a triangle A !
Rj∗A|U ! C ! A[1] and the composite map F ! C, so C is supported in
X \ U . We know from Example 2.5.27 and the results above that this com-
posite factors through an object K ∈ PerfX\U (X). Writing the first map as
OX ⊗L

OX
F ! K, just as in any adjunction it factors through the counit

F ! RHomOX
(F,K)⊗L

OX
F ∼= F∨ ⊗L

OX
K ⊗L

OX
F ! K,

so the middle term L := F∨⊗L
OX

K⊗L
OX

F is perfect, supported in Z∩(X \U),
and F ! C factors through L. Thus we can form a morphism of triangles

E F L E[1]

A Rj∗A|U C A[1]

and get an extension E ! A. Here, F,L ∈ PerfZ(X) so E ∈ PerfZ(X), and
since L|U = 0 we have E|U ∼−! F |U . Finally since the unit A ! Rj∗A|U
restricts to the identity on U , the desired diagram commutes. □

In the rest of this section we will prove the so-called perfect approximation
theorem for qcqs schemes, which is a powerful result allowing us to approxi-
mate pseudocoherent objects of Dqc(X) globally by a perfect complex above
any fixed degree (analogous to the definition). This is newly important given
our perfect generation theorem, because we will be able to use triangulated
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category theory to manipulate perfect objects, and then we may want to dis-
cuss consequences for pseudocoherence. Alternatively, we will give another
more elementary (and stronger) way of doing this in the next section if e.g.
the scheme admits an ample line bundle.

A motivation for doing this is to characterize when a morphism is quasi-perfect
and quasi-proper. Here is a simple example of this.

Lemma 2.5.40 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes. If f is quasi-
proper and has locally finite tor dimension, then f is quasi-perfect.

Proof The claim is local on Y so we may assume Y is quasicompact and hence
Rf∗ is bounded. Let E ∈ Perf(X), then we have to show Rf∗E has finite tor
dimension, since it is already pseudocoherent. Indeed, for F ∈ QCoh(Y ),

Rf∗(E)⊗L
OY

F ∼= Rf∗
(
E ⊗L Lf∗F

)
by the projection formula; f having finite tor dimension means that Lf∗ is
bounded, hence E⊗L

OX
Lf∗F is bounded, hence after applying Rf∗ it remains

bounded. □

The converse of this fact is indeed true, and we will be interested in proving
the result, which will rely on the perfect approximation theorem. One step will
require a generalization of the perfect generation theorem, so we will prove
this now.

Theorem 2.5.41 Let X be a qcqs scheme and Z ⊂ X a closed subset with
quasicompact complement. There exists r ≥ 0 and E ∈ PerfZ(X) with the
property that

RHomOX
(E,A) ∈ D<m =⇒ A ∈ D<m+r

for every A ∈ DZ(X) and m ∈ Z.

Proof In this proof we will denote the property above by saying that E satisfies
the property (Qr) with respect to Z ⊂ X.

Case 0: If X is affine, and Z = V (f1, . . . , fr), then the Koszul complex

K = K̃os
•
(f1, . . . , fr) ∈ PerfZ(X)

satisfies (Q0). Indeed, we showed in Lemma 2.5.9 that if Hm(A) ̸= 0, then
HomDqc(X)(K[−m], A) ̸= 0, i.e. RHomOX

(K,A) has nonzeromth cohomology,
which clearly implies (Q0).

Case 1: Now induct on the number of affine opens required to cover X. We
just proved the base case, so we may write X = U ∪ V where V is affine, U
is quasicompact, and the inclusion Z ∩ U ⊂ U admits a perfect object F ∈
PerfZ∩U (U) satisfying (Qr). By Cor. 2.5.38(b) we may choose P ∈ PerfZ(X)
such that P |U ∼= F ⊕ F [1]. On the other hand, let K be the Koszul complex
of Case 0 for the inclusion Z ∩ (X \ U) ⊂ V to the affine scheme V , and set

E := P ⊕RjV,∗K.
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As before, E ∈ PerfZ(X) and RjV,∗K = jV,!K. Choose e such that P∨ has
tor amplitude in (−∞, e], and let d be the right QCoh-amplitude of Rf∗. We
claim that E satisfies (Qr+e+d) with respect to Z ⊂ X.

Indeed, suppose RHom(E,A) ∈ D<m. First take a localization triangle C !
A ! RjU,∗A|U ! C[1]. Upon restricting to U the second map is an isomor-
phism, and upon restricting to X \ Z both A and RjU,∗A|U become 0, which
shows that C is supported Z ∩ (X \ U). Note that

RHom(RjV,∗K,RjU,∗A|U ) = RHomOU
(RjU∩V,∗K|U∩V , A|U ) = 0

since K|U∩V = 0 as it is supported in X \ U . Thus

RHomOV
(K,C|V ) = RHomOX

(jV,!K,C) ∼−! RHom(jV,!K,A) ∈ D<m

so by Case 0 we have C|V ∈ D<m, and thus C ∈ D<m as C is already
supported on an X-closed set contained in V .

On the other hand, applying RHom(P,−) to the triangle above gives

P∨ ⊗L C ! RHom(P,A)! RHomOU
(P |U , A|U )!,

where the assumption on the tor amplitude of P∨ and C ∈ D<m implies
P∨⊗LC ∈ D<m+e. Since the middle term is by assumption inD<m ⊂ D<m+e,
we conclude the third term is in D<m+e. Thus RHomOU

(F,A|U ) ∈ D<m+e,
hence A|U ∈ D<m+e+r. Therefore RjU,∗A|U ∈ D<m+e+r+d. Since we already
have C ∈ D<m, this proves A ∈ D<m+e+r+d completing the proof. □

Note that this trivially implies perfect generation, which is the case that
RHom(E,A) ∈ D<m for every m, so A ∈ D<m+r for every m and thus A = 0.
Thus we will call this the quantitative perfect generation theorem.

Now we move on to perfect approximation. The elements of the proof will be
similar to the last few proofs. The idea is that, given an m-pseudocoherent
object A, we can construct an (m+ r)-isomorphism E ! A (meaning its cone
lies in D<m+r) with E perfect, where r is some constant only depending on
the ambient space. We will again prove a more general result depending on
support. We begin with the affine case:

Lemma 2.5.42 Let R be a ring and I ⊂ R an ideal generated by r elements.
Suppose A ∈ D(R) is m-pseudocoherent and SuppHq(A) ⊂ V (I) for q > m.
Then there exists E ∈ PerfV (I)(R) and an exact triangle

E ! A! C ! E[1]

with C ∈ D<m+r(R).

Proof We proceed by (ascending) induction on the top cohomology degree t
of A. If t < m+ r, then the triangle 0! A! A! 0 satisfies the conclusion,
so assume t ≥ m + r. Since A is m-pseudocoherent, this implies by Exam-
ple 2.2.44 that Ht(A) is finitely generated, say by elements x1, . . . , xn. Viewing
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the generators as maps R ! A[t] and writing I = (f1, . . . , fr), observe that
A[t] ∈ D≤0 and Hq(A[t]) = Hq+t(A) is supported on V (I) for q > m−t ≥ −r.
Therefore by Lemma 2.5.6, each map R! A[t] corresponding to xi factors as

R! Kos•R(f
n1
1 , . . . , fnr

r )! A[t].

The middle term is supported on V (fn1
1 , . . . , fnr

1 ) = I and concentrated in
[−r, 0]. Thus, we may find complexes of finite free modules F •

i supported on
V (I) and concentrated in [−r+ t, t], with maps F •

i ! A such that xi is in the
image of the induced map on Ht.

Therefore the direct sum F • =
⊕

i F
• satisfies the same properties and induces

a map F • ! A which is surjective on Ht. Taking the cone F • ! A !
A1 ! F •[1], it follows that A1 ∈ D<t. Since F • is perfect and A is m-
pseudocoherent, A1 is m-pseudocoherent, and since F • is supported in V (I)

we find that Ã|D(I)
∼−! Ã|D(I), so A1 satisfies the same support condition as

A. By induction, choose a triangle P ! A1 ! C ! P [1] with P ∈ PerfV (I)(R)
and C ∈ D<m+r(R). Applying the octahedral axiom to the composite of the
two middle maps gives a triangle

E ! A! C ! E[1]

where E fits into F • ! E ! P ! F •[1]. The latter implies that E ∈
PerfV (I)(R), so the former completes the proof. □

Theorem 2.5.43 Let X be a qcqs scheme and Z ⊂ X a closed set with quasi-
compact complement. There exists a constant r ≥ 0 (depending only on X and
Z) such that whenever A ∈ Dqc(X) is m-pseudocoherent and SuppHq(A) ⊂ Z
for q > m, there exists E ∈ PerfZ(X) and an exact triangle

E ! A! C ! E[1]

where C ∈ D<m+r
qc (X).

Proof We induct on the number of affine opens covering X. If X is affine, we
are done by Lemma 2.5.42, so in general we may write X = U ∪ V where U
is a quasicompact open satisfying the conclusion of the theorem for all closed
subsets, and V is affine. Let rU be the corresponding number for the inclusion
Z ∩ U ⊂ U , and rV be for Z ∩ (X \ U) ⊂ V . We claim that rX := rU + rV
works for Z ⊂ X.

We prove this by induction on t = max{q : Hq(A)|U ̸= 0}. First suppose that
t ≤ m+rU . This means that for q > m+rU , H

q(A) is supported in Z∩(X\U),
and A|V is a fortiori (m + rU )-pseudocoherent, so the affine case provides
P ∈ PerfZ∩(X\U)(V ) and P ! A|V ! C ′ ! P [1] with C ′ ∈ D<m+rX

qc (V ).
Since Z∩(X\U) isX-closed and contained in V , we know from Example 2.4.15
that RjV,∗P = jV,!P so adjunction provides a map jV,!P ! A which we can
extend to a triangle

RjV,∗P ! A! C ! RjV,∗[1].
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Restricting to V , this becomes the previous triangle, and restricting to U the
first term vanishes. Thus RjV,∗P ∈ Perf(X), and (RjV,∗P )|X\Z = 0 since P
is supported on V \ Z. On the other hand this means C|V ∈ D<m+rX and
C|U ∼= A|U ∈ D<t ⊂ D<m+rX since t ≤ m+ rU . That finishes this case.

Now assume t > m + rU , which is the interesting case. Then t − rU > m so
A|U is (t− rU )-pseudocoherent with cohomology sheaves supported in Z ∩ U
above degree t− rU . Therefore we may choose a triangle

F ! A|U ! C1 ! F [1]

where F ∈ PerfZ∩U (U) and C1 ∈ D<t
qc (U). Adding the triangle F [1] ! 0 !

F [2]! F [2] produces

F ⊕ F [1]! A|U ! C1 ⊕ F [2]! F [1]⊕ F [2].

The triangle A|U [1] ! C1[1] ! F [2] ! A[2] and the fact that A|U [1], C1[1] ∈
D<t imply that F [2] ∈ D<t, thus C1 ⊕ F [2] ∈ D<t. By Cor. 2.5.38(b), there
exists P ∈ PerfZ(X) such that P |U ∼= F⊕F [1]. By Cor. 2.5.39, we may modify
P to a new object in PerfZ(X) which still satisfies P |U ∼= F ⊕ F [1], but now
the first map in the triangle above is the restriction of a map P ! A.

Extend this to a triangle

P ! A! C2 ! P [1],

then C2|U ∼= C1 ⊕F [2] ∈ D<t, C2 is still m-pseudocoherent since P is perfect,
and P |X\Z = 0 implies that C2 satisfies the same support condition as A. By
induction, we may find a triangle

Q! C2 ! C ! Q[1]

where Q ∈ PerfZ(X) and C ∈ D<m+rX . By the octahedral axiom applied to
the composite A! C2 ! C, there is a triangle

E ! A! C ! E[1]

where E fits into a triangle P ! E ! Q ! P [1]. The latter shows that
E ∈ PerfZ(X), so the former completes the proof. □

Remark 2.5.44 As we have alluded to, one downside of the construction of f×

is that it is not local on the target. However we can say something: if f : X ! Y
is a morphism of qcqs schemes, and U ⊂ Y is a quasicompact open, consider
fU : f−1(U)! U . Then we know that

j∗U ◦Rf∗ = RfU,∗ ◦ j∗f−1(U),

so by taking right adjoints we observe f× ◦ RjU,∗ = Rjf−1(U),∗ ◦ f×U . Note in
particular that applying j∗f−1(U) to both sides gives

f×U = j∗f−1(U)f
×RjU,∗.
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This is also a special case of tor-independent base change, which we will prove
later.

Let us begin to prove some results in addition to what we said in Lemma 2.4.56.

Proposition 2.5.45 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of qcqs schemes. The
following are equivalent:

(a) f is quasi-perfect.

(b) For each quasicompact open U ⊂ Y , f−1(U)! U is quasi-perfect.

(c) For {Ui} a quasicompact open cover of Y , f−1(Ui)! Ui is quasi-perfect
for each i.

Proof Of course (b) ⇒ (c), and it is clear from the definitions that (c) ⇒
(a) because perfectness is checked locally and Rf∗ is computed target-
locally. Assuming f is quasi-perfect, and keeping the notation above we have
f×RjU,∗ = Rjf−1U,∗f

×
U . The LHS preserves coproducts, and Rjf−1U,∗ is fully

faithful and preserves coproducts, hence creates coproducts, so f×U preserves
coproducts and we conclude by Lemma 2.4.56. □

With a bit more difficulty we can show something similar for quasiproperness.

Proposition 2.5.46 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of qcqs schemes. The
following are equivalent:

(a) f is quasi-proper.

(b) Rf∗E is pseudocoherent for every E ∈ Perf(X).

(c) Rf∗Ei is pseudocoherent for all {Ei} in a perfect generating set of
Dqc(X).

(d) For each quasicompact open U ⊂ Y , f−1(U)! U is quasi-proper.

(e) For {Ui} a quasicompact open cover of Y , f−1(Ui)! Ui is quasi-proper
for each i.

Proof The obvious implications are (a) ⇒ (b) ⇒ (c) and (d) ⇒ (e) ⇒ (a).
Assume (c), and observe that

{A ∈ Dqc(X) : Rf∗(A) is pseudocoherent}

is a thick subcategory of Dqc(X) since the pseudocoherent objects span a thick
subcategory of Dqc(Y ). Since thick({Ei}) = Perf(X) by perfect generation
and Cor. 2.4.41, it follows that Rf∗E is pseudocoherent for all E ∈ Perf(X),
proving (b).
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Now assume (b) and let A ∈ Dqc(X) be m-pseudocoherent. By perfect
approximation (Thm. 2.5.43), choose r and a triangle

E ! A! C ! E[1]

with E ∈ Perf(X) and C ∈ D<m+r
qc (X). Let d be the right-QCoh amplitude

of Rf∗, then the triangle

Rf∗E ! Rf∗A! Rf∗C ! Rf∗E[1]

in Dqc(Y ) shows that Rf∗C ∈ D<m+r+d, hence it is trivially (m + r + d)-
pseudocoherent. Since Rf∗E is pseudocoherent, this implies Rf∗A is (m +
r + d)-pseudocoherent. Finally, if A was in fact m-pseudocoherent, then this
implies Rf∗A is (m + r + d)-pseudocoherent for all m, thus pseudocoherent.
This proves (a) and shows (a), (b), (c) are equivalent.

It remains to prove (c) ⇒ (d). If E ∈ Perf(f−1(U)), then choose P ∈ Perf(X)
such that P |U ∼= E⊕E[1]. By assumption Rf∗P is pseudocoherent, so it follows
that RfU,∗E⊕RfU,∗E[1] is pseudocoherent, and since pseudocoherent objects
form a thick subcategory we deduce RfU,∗E is pseudocoherent. This implies
the condition of (b) for U , so fU : f−1(U)! U is pseudocoherent. □

We note that the criterion of (b),(c), and even the locality of (d), rely in an
essential way on the perfect approximation theorem. For instance it is a trivial
consequence of this theorem that quasi-perfectness implies quasi-properness,
but this is not at all clear from the definition.

Example 2.5.47 Let f : X ! Y be an affine morphism of schemes. Then f is
quasi-proper (resp. quasi-perfect) iff f∗OX is pseudocoherent (resp. perfect).
Indeed, one direction is trivial, and on the other hand these can be checked
locally on the target so we may assume thatX and Y are affine (and thus qcqs).
Then OX is a generator of Dqc(X), so Rf∗OX = f∗OX being pseudocoherent
(resp. perfect) implies the result by Prop. 2.5.46 and Lemma 2.4.56.

Our last big result of this section will be the following theorem of Lipman-
Neeman:

Theorem 2.5.48 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of qcqs schemes. The
following are equivalent:

(a) f is quasi-perfect.

(b) f is quasi-proper and f× is bounded.

(c) f is quasi-proper and has finite tor dimension.

First let us recap what we already know. We proved that (c) ⇒ (a), and we just
said that (a) implies f is quasi-proper. Let us first show the easier remaining
claim, which is that if f is quasi-perfect then f× is bounded. We have already
shown that it has left finite QCoh-dimension (at most the dimension of Rf∗).
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On the other hand, let E ∈ Perf(X) be a quantitative perfect generator as in
Thm. 2.5.41 for some r ≥ 0. Since Rf∗E is perfect by assumption, let (Rf∗E)∨

have tor amplitude in (−∞, b]. Assume RΓ(Y,−) has right QCoh-dimension d.

Now, given A ∈ D<a, this implies that

(Rf∗E)∨ ⊗L
OY

A = RHomOY
(Rf∗E,A) ∈ D<a+b,

and hence by applying RΓ(Y,−) we conclude

RHomOY
(Rf∗E,A) ∼= RHomOX

(E, f×A) ∈ D<a+b+d.

By quantitative perfect generation, this implies f×A ∈ D<a+b+d+r, hence f×

has right dimension at most b + d + r as desired. The interesting part is the
final remaining assertion.

Proposition 2.5.49 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of qcqs schemes. If f× is
bounded, then f has finite tor dimension.

To prove this, we will prove another technical lemma whose statement has a
similar flavor to the quantitative statements we have been proving so far. The
lemma will allow us to relate the question of boundedness of f× to Ext on an
affine scheme, and hence tor dimension.

Lemma 2.5.50 Let X be a qcqs scheme. There exists c ≥ 0 such that for
every quasicompact open immersion j : U ↪! X, we have

A ∈ D≤m =⇒ RHomOX
(Rj∗OU , A) ∈ D≤m+c

for all A ∈ Dqc(X).

Proof Let X = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vn be an affine open cover of X, and as usual write

VI =
⋂
i∈I

Vi I ⊂ {1, . . . , n}.

Let c exceed the right QCoh-dimension of RΓ(VI ,−) for all such I, as each VI is
qcqs. For fixed i, consider (Rj∗OU )|Vi, which corresponds to RΓ(Vi, Rj∗OU ) =
RΓ(U ∩ Vi,OU∩Vi). U ∩ Vi is a qcss scheme, so by choosing a cover U ∩ Vi =⋃

αD(fα) for fα ∈ Γ(Vi,OVi), this object is represented by the Čech complex
Č•({D(fα)},OU∩Vi). If Vi = SpecR, then

Čp({D(fα)},OU∩Vi) =
⊕

α0<···<αp

Rfα0 ···fαp
.

We now use the following trick; we have seen from Example 2.4.23 that for
any g ∈ R we have an exact sequence

0!
⊕
k≥0

Rek !
⊕
k≥0

Rek ! Rg ! 0
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where the maps are given by ek 7! ek − gek+1 and ek 7! g−k. We claim that
each localized term of the Čech complex above can be replaced by a two-
term free resolution assembling into a bicomplex. Once we do this, it will be
clear from the bicomplex spectral sequence, taking vertical cohomology first,
that the natural map from the bicomplex to the Čech complex is a quasi-
isomorphism. This in particular gives RΓ(U ∩Vi,OU∩Vi) a finite resolution by
countably generated free modules concentrated in degree [−1, ℓ − 1], where ℓ
is the length of the cover.

To prove the compatibility, we must show that the Čech differentials lift to the
two copies of

⊕
k Rek. Indeed, we first can lift a restriction map Rg ! Rgh to

the free resolution as follows:

0
⊕

k≥0Rek
⊕

k≥0Rek Rg 0

0
⊕

k≥0Rek
⊕

k≥0Rek Rgh 0

Here, if we let the two vertical maps be given by ek 7! hkek, then both diagrams
commute:

ek 7! ek − gek+1 7! hkek − ghk+1ek+1 ek 7! hkek 7! hkek − ghk+1ek+1

and
ek 7! g−k ek 7! hkek 7! hk(gh)−k = g−k.

Now each component of the Čech differentials is a linear combination of projec-
tions composed with restriction maps, so we can lift these too. To summarize,
we have represented RΓ(U ∩ Vi,OU∩Vi) by a finite complex of free modules in
degrees ≥ −1.

Next, apply (−̃) to obtain a representative for Rj∗OU |Vi , i.e. by a complex in
degrees ≥ −1 with terms

⊕
OVi ; restricting to VI gives the same expression C•

I

with OVI
. We wish to estimate the functor RHom(Rj∗OU |VI

,−). If A ∈ D≤m,
then

RHomOVI
(
⊕

OVI
[−q], A) =

∏
RHomOVI

(OVI
, A[q])

=
∏

RΓ(VI , A)[q] ∈ D≤m+c−q.

Then we can use the stupid filtration triangles

σ≤q−1C
•
I ! σ≤qC

•
I !

⊕
OVI

[−q]! σ≤q−1C
•
I

and the computation above to conclude RHom(Rj∗OU |VI
,−) has right-QCoh

dimension at most c + 1, since the nonzero terms Cq
I have q ≥ −1. At this

stage, we are in good shape to apply the following general ‘induction’ principle.
We note that it is trivial in the bounded case by the Čech spectral sequence,
but this handles the unbounded case.

Lemma 2.5.51 Let X = V1 ∪ · · · ∪Vn be a quasicompact open cover of a qcqs
scheme, and F : Dqc(X)! D(A) an exact functor for A an abelian category.
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For I ⊂ {1, . . . , n} if F ◦RjVI ,∗ : Dqc(VI)! D(A) has right QCoh-dimension
≤ c for all I, then F has right QCoh-dimension ≤ c+ n− 1.

In our case, we apply this to RHom(Rj∗OU ,−), where by adjunction its
composition with RjVI ,∗ equals RHom(Rj∗OU |VI

,−). Thus by the lemma
RHom(Rj∗OU ,−) has right QCoh-dimension ≤ c + 1 + n − 1 = c + n, which
is independent of U , so this completes the proof. □

Proof (of Lemma 2.5.51) We prove this by induction on n, where the n = 1
case is tautological. In the general case, write X = W ∪ Vn where W =
V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vn−1. Both W and the intersection W ∩ Vn =

⋃n−1
i=1 Vi ∩ Vn have

quasicompact covers of length n− 1 whose successive intersections are all suc-
cessive intersections of the original cover {Vi}. Thus the inductive hypothesis
applies to

F ◦RjW,∗ and F ◦RjW∩Vn,∗
both with constant c. Thus both functors have right QCoh-dimension ≤ c +
n− 2. Now consider the Mayer-Vietoris triangle

A! RjW,∗A|W ⊕RjVn,∗A|Vn ! RjW∩Vn,∗A|W∩Vn ! A[1]

of Remark 2.4.26, and apply F , assuming A ∈ D≤m
qc (X). The summands of

the middle portion lie in D≤m+c+n−2 and D≤m+c respectively, and the right
side lies in D≤m+c+n−2. Thus A[1] ∈ D≤m+c+n−2, i.e. A ∈ D≤m+c+n−1. This
means that F has right QCoh-dimension ≤ c+ n− 1. □

Finally, we can prove Prop. 2.5.49 and thus complete the proof of the Lipman-
Neeman theorem (Thm. 2.5.48).

Proof (of Prop. 2.5.49) Having finite tor dimension is local on Y , and if U ⊂ Y
is a quasicompact open then we know that

f×U = j∗f−1(U)f
×RjU,∗,

and the three functors on the RHS are bounded so f×U is bounded. Thus we
may assume Y = SpecR is affine. Let {Ui} be a finite affine cover of X with
inclusions ji : Ui ↪! X, and by taking cohomology of Lemma 2.5.50 we may
choose a single c so that A ∈ D≤−c implies Hom(Rji,∗OUi , A) = 0 for all i.
Let b denote the right-QCoh dimension of f×.

Thus, for n ≥ b + c, and an R-module M , we have M̃ [n] ∈ D≤−b−c, so

f×(M̃ [n]) ∈ D≤−c, meaning

0 = HomD(X)(Rji,∗OUi , f
×M̃ [n])

= HomD(Y )(Rf∗Rji,∗OU , M̃ [n])

= HomD(R)(Si,M [n]) = ExtnR(Si,M)

where we have written Ui = SpecSi and used that R(fji)∗OUi = S̃i as an
R-module because fji is affine. Since M was arbitrary, pdR(Si) < n. This



Vihaan Dheer 249

implies that Ui ! Y has finite tor dimension, and thus X ! Y has finite tor
dimension. □
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2.5.4 Appendix: Quasicoherent representatives

Let X be a scheme. In this section we will discuss when the natural functors

D∗(QCoh(X))! D∗
qc(X)

give equivalences of categories. We are independently interested in the notion
of when, given an object A ∈ Dqc(X), we can represent it as a complex of
quasicoherent sheaves. This is an especially difficult question because of the
way we have set up our unbounded theory, namely without resorting to any
general results about Grothendieck abelian categories. Here is our first major
theorem:

Theorem 2.5.52 Let X be a quasicompact semiseparated scheme. Then the
natural functors

D∗(QCoh(X))! D∗
qc(X)

are equivalences for ∗ ∈ {( ),+,−, b}.

First of all, it suffices to prove that D(QCoh(X)) ! Dqc(X) is an equiva-
lence. Indeed, if this holds, then the other functors are clearly fully faithful,
and then they are essentially surjective because we can always apply smart
truncation to a possibly unbounded representative of a bounded object and
preserve quasicoherence.

The trick is to prove full faithfulness first. Indeed, once this is done, the essen-
tial image of the functor will be a triangulated subcategory E ⊂ Dqc(X)
isomorphic to D(QCoh(X)). Then E is closed under coproducts in Dqc(X),
because these are computed termwise on any representative, in particular com-
plexes of quasicoherent sheaves. Now since Dqc(X) is perfectly generated, it
suffices to show Perf(X) ⊂ E, and, by quasicompactness, it suffices to show
Db

qc(X) ⊂ E.

But this is clear by induction on the cohomological amplitude: indeed if
A ∈ Dqc(X) is concentrated in one degree, then obviously A ∈ E. If A is
concentrated in [a, b], then

A! τ≥a+1A! Ha(A)[−a]! A[1]

is exact, so by induction A ∈ E. Thus it remains to show that the functor is
fully faithful.

Proof (of Thm. 2.5.52) Fix an object A ∈ D(QCoh(X)) and consider the full
replete subcategory E ⊂ D(QCoh(X)) such that

HomD(QCoh(X))(A,B[q])! HomDqc(X)(A,B[q])

is a bijection for all q ∈ Z. Since Hom’s are cohomological, E is triangulated.

First let U ⊂ X be an affine open; by definition of qcss, j : U ↪! X is an
affine morphism. Therefore j∗ : QCoh(U) ! QCoh(X) is an exact functor,



Vihaan Dheer 251

and moreover we can descend the adjunction j∗ ⊣ j∗ by Remark 1.3.21 to

j∗ : D(QCoh(X))⇄ D(QCoh(U)) : j∗

because j∗ is exact and QCoh(U) ∼= Mod(OX(U)) has enough injectives.
Therefore for all N ∈ D(QCoh(X)), we have

HomD(QCoh(X))(A, j∗N [q]) = HomD(QCoh(U))(j
∗A,N [q])

= HomDqc(U)(j
∗A,N [q])

= HomDqc(X)(A,Rj∗N [q])

by the affine equivalence. Now if we represent N by a complex G• of qua-
sicoherent sheaves, then we know that j∗G• ∼−! Rj∗G• since j is affine
(Example 2.3.45), so this implies that j∗N ∈ E for all N .

Now let B ∈ D(QCoh(X)) and write B = F• for F• a complex of quasicoher-
ent sheaves. Let U be a finite affine open cover of X, and consider the ordered
Čech resolution:

0! F• !
∏
i0

ji0,∗F•|Ui ! · · ·!
∏

i0<···<in

ji0···in,∗F•|Ui0···in
! 0

This is termwise an exact sequence, so we may view it as a finite exact
sequence of complexes in Ch(QCoh(X)). Each Ui0···ip is an affine open, so
each ji0···ip,∗F•|Ui0···ip

is in E. Since the products are finite, that implies all
terms above except the first are in E. Since E is triangulated, this implies
F• = B ∈ E. As B was arbitrary, this proves full faithfulness. □

Remark 2.5.53 There’s a small missing step in the proof, which is that
Remark 1.3.21 does not immediately give us an unbounded derived adjunction.
But this can easily be fixed because we know that QCoh(U) has K-injective
resolutions (with terms in QCoh(U) as U is affine, as in Remark 2.3.29), and
j∗ of such a K-injective resolution remains K-injective as j∗ is exact, so we
reduce to the case of the homotopy category just as in Remark 1.3.21.

Here is a sample application of this. If X is a scheme, we say X has the
resolution property if every finite type sheaf F on X admits a surjection from
a finite locally free sheaf. We will prove more basic facts about the resolution
property in the coming sections. The intermediate result is:

Lemma 2.5.54 Let X be a scheme with the resolution property and F• a
bounded above complex of quasicoherent sheaves.

(a) If F• is m-pseudocoherent, there is a quasi-isomorphism ϕ : E• ! F• in
Ch(QCoh(X)) such that Ep is finite locally free for p ≥ m.

(b) In the situation of (a), if there is r ≥ m for which Fp is finite locally free
for p ≥ r, then we may take Ep = Fp and ϕp = Id for all p ≥ r.
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We will show later that any Noetherian scheme with the resolution property is
automatically semiseparated (and in fact this is true for any qcqs X by means
of Noetherian approximation). To prove this we need a very standard lemma:

Lemma 2.5.55 Let X be a qcqs scheme and F ∈ QCoh(X).

(a) If U ⊂ X is a quasicompact open and G ⊂ F|U with G ∈ QCoh(U), G
extends to a quasicoherent subsheaf of F on X.

(b) In (a) if G is of finite type, then we may take the extension to X to be a
finite type quasicoherent subsheaf of F .

(c) F is the filtered colimit of its finite type quasicoherent subsheaves.

(d) If F ↠ G is a surjection onto a finite type quasicoherent sheaf, there
exists a finite type quasicoherent subsheaf F ′ ⊂ F such that F ′ ! G is
surjective.

Proof (a) Then j : U ↪! X is qcqs, so K = kerF ! j∗(F|U/G) is quasicoher-
ent. The exact sequence

0! K! F ! j∗(F|U/G)

makes it clear that K|U = G.

(b) By (a), we may assume G = FU . Since X can be covered by finitely many
affine opens, it suffices (inductively) to show that for each V = SpecA we can
extend F|U to a quasicoherent finite type subsheaf of F|U∪V . Indeed, write

U ∩ V = D(f1) ∪ · · ·D(fr) for fi ∈ A and F|V = M̃ for M an A-module. By
assumptionMfi is finitely generated for each i, so by lifting generators we may
choose x1, . . . , xm ∈ M whose images generate Mfi over Afi . Let N ⊂ M be

the finite submodule generated by these elements, then the Ñ ↪! F|V restricts

to an isomorphism on each D(fi), hence Ñ |U∩V
∼= F|U∩V . By descent there

is some G ⊂ FU∪V such that G|U ∼= F|U and G|V ∼= Ñ , as desired.

(c) Let {Fα} be the filtered collection of finite type quasicoherent subsheaves
with inclusions and consider the natural map lim−!α

Fα ! F which is clearly
injective because each Fα ! F was. For surjectivity, let U ⊂ X be an affine

open, x ∈ F(U), and ⟨̃x⟩ ⊂ F|U the corresponding finite type subsheaf. This
extends to a finite type quasicoherent subsheaf Fβ ⊂ F by (b), which shows
that lim−!α

Fα(U) ! F(U) is surjective. Thus lim−!α
Fα|U ! F|U is surjective

since U is affine, which implies the result.

(d) Write F = lim−!α
Fα as in (c) and let Gα = im (Fα ! G) so that G = lim−!α

Gα.

Since G is of finite type, we can choose a finite affine cover Ui with G(Ui) a
finite OX(Ui)-module and G(Ui) =

⋃
α Gα(Ui). Thus G(Ui) = Gβi(Ui) for some

βi, and by finiteness there’s a single β which works for all i. Therefore G = Gβ ,
so Fβ ! G is surjective. □
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We will use (d) in the proof of the lemma and again in the Noetherian case.
There is also the following extension lemma which is useful for constructing
explicit complexes.

Lemma 2.5.56 Let A be an abelian category and ϕ : A• ! B• a chain map
in Ch(A) with cone C• = Cone(ϕ). Suppose that:

(i.) n ∈ Z is such that A• ∈ Ch≥n+1(A) and C• ∈ D≤n(A); and

(ii.) we are given a map X ! Zn(C•) such that X ! Zn(C•) ! Hn(C•) is
surjective.

Then there is a chain map ϕ0 : A
•
0 ! B• from a complex A•

0 ∈ Ch≥n(A) with
the following properties:

(a) σ≥n+1A
•
0 = A•, An

0 = X;

(b) and Cone(ϕ0) ∈ D≤n−1(A).

Proof Write the map X ! Cn = An+1 ⊕ Bn in components (h, f). The fact
that this factors through Zn(C•) means that

−dAh = 0 and ϕh+ dBf = 0,

so if we define A•
0 to be

· · ·! 0! 0! X
−h
−−! An+1

dA−−! An+2 ! · · · ,

then this is indeed a complex. Now define ϕ0 : A
•
0 ! B• to be ϕi for i ≥ n+1,

and ϕn0 : X ! Bn to be f . The second relation ensures that this is a chain map.

It remains to check property (b); consider the stupid truncation triangle A!
A0 ! X[−n]! A[1]. Since the composite A! A0 ! B coincides with ϕ, the
octahedral axiom gives the exact triangle

X[−n]! C• ! Cone(ϕ0)! X[−n+ 1],

and it is easy to check that Hn(X[−n]) = X ! Hn(C•) coincides with the
composite X ! Zn(C•) ! Hn(C•), which is surjective. Thus the triangle
shows Cone(ϕ0) ∈ D≤n−1(A). □

Proof (of Lemma 2.5.54) Here’s how we apply this lemma; let F• be m-
pseudocoherent, and suppose that Fp is finite locally free for p ≥ r ≥ m. If
r = m then we’re done, so assume r− 1 ≥ m. Start with E• = σ≥rF• which is
a complex of finite locally frees with the natural inclusion E• ! F•. The cone
C• is isomorphic in the derived category to σ≤r−1F• which is in D≤r−1. The
triangle

E• ! F• ! C• ! E•[1]
shows that C• is m-pseudocoherent, with top cohomology in degree r − 1 ≥
m, which we know implies Hr−1(C•) is of finite type. By Lemma 2.5.55(d),
we can find a finite type quasicoherent subsheaf of Zr−1(C•) which has full
image in Hr−1(C•); thus we may take a map from a finite locally free sheaf
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E ! Zr−1(C•) which has full image in Hr−1(C•). Since this factors through
cycles, it lifts to a map E [−(r−1)]! C• inducing a surjection on cohomology.

The construction above allows us to append E to E• to obtain a complex E•
0 of

finite locally frees concentrated in degrees ≥ r − 1 with a map E•
0 ! F• that

has cone in D≤r−2. We can now repeat this process until we obtain E• ! F•

with E• a complex of locally frees in degrees ≥ m, with cone C• in D≤m−1.
Now the top cohomology of the cone may not be of finite type, so just apply
the construction to the inclusion Zm−1(C•)[−(m − 1)] ! C• which is just
some quasicoherent sheaf.

Continue this inductively downwards, at each step reducing the top cohomol-
ogy of the cone by 1 to obtain a final complex E• with a map E• ! F•. Since
each step only affects the bottom cohomology of E•, this map is an isomor-
phism on all cohomology, and it has the desired properties. □

Proposition 2.5.57 Let X be a qcss scheme with the resolution property,
and let Rvb ⊂ Mod(OX) denote the class of finite locally free sheaves.

(a) An object in D≤b(X) is pseudocoherent iff it is represented by a complex
of finite locally free sheaves concentrated in degrees (−∞, b].

(b) An object E ∈ D(X) is perfect with tor amplitude in [a, b] iff it is
represented by a complex of finite locally free sheaves concentrated in [a, b].

(c) The natural functors

K−(Rvb)! PsCoh(X) Kb(Rvb)! Perf(X)

are triangulated localizations by the quasi-isomorphisms.

Proof For (b) the converse is clear because such a complex is locally a bounded
complex of finite frees. For (a) the converse is clear because a bounded above
complex of pseudocoherent sheaves is pseudocoherent (Lemma 2.2.52). For (a),
first apply Thm. 2.5.52 to represent a pseudocoherent object by a complex F•

of quasicoherent sheaves, and we can assume by smart truncation that F• is
concentrated in (∞, b].

Now by Lemma 2.5.54(b), we can choose a quasi-isomorphism F•
1 ! F• with

F•
1 in (−∞, b] a complex of quasicoherent sheaves with Fb

1 a finite locally free
sheaf, since F• is b-pseudocoherent. It is also (b− 1)-pseudocoherent, we can
repeat this construction inductively for all i ≤ b while modifying the complex
only below degrees i. This is well-defined because termwise the complex is even-
tually constant, and thus we obtain a well-defined chain map E• ! F• where
E• is a complex of finite locally frees concentrated in (−∞, b]. This is a quasi-
isomorphism because in the corresponding inverse system the cohomologies
are eventually constant.

Represent E by some F• ∈ Ch(QCoh(X)) concentrated in (−∞, b] and take
the quasi-isomorphism E• ! F• as in (a) where E• is a complex of finite
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locally frees in (−∞, b]. Apply smart truncation E• ! τ≥aE• which is a quasi-
isomorphism, and we claim (τ≥aE•)a is still finite locally free. Indeed, there is
an exact sequence of the form

· · ·! Ea−2 ! Ea−1 ! (τ≥aE•)a ! 0

which implies (τ≥aE•)a is pseudocoherent (Lemma 2.2.43) hence finitely pre-
sented. On the other hand, by Prop. 2.2.53 this sheaf is flat. Thus it is a finite
locally free sheaf.

(c) We use the triangulated equivalence of Thm. 2.5.52 without further men-
tion. The natural map K−(Rvb) ! D(QCoh(X)) lands in PsCoh(X) by the
easy direction of (a); as in Remark 2.4.9, if we let D ⊂ K(QCoh(X)) be the
pseudocoherent complexes, then we know that this is a localizing full trian-
gulated subcategory (as it is saturated under quasi-isomorphism). Then the
criterion of Remark 2.4.9(4) proves that the first functor of (c) is a triangu-
lated localization by quasi-isomorphisms since all pseudocoherent complexes
of quasicoherent sheaves admit a quasi-isomorphism from a bounded above
complex of finite locally free sheaves, as shown in (a).

Likewise, it follows from (b) that Kb(Rvb) ! Db(QCoh(X)) has essential
image Perf(X). Now let D ⊂ Kb(QCoh(X)) be the full triangulated subcate-
gory of bounded perfect complexes (of quasicoherent sheaves), which is again
localizing because it is saturated under quasi-isomorphisms. Now if F• is a
bounded perfect complex, we can choose an interval [a, b] so that F• has tor
amplitude in [a, b] and is concentrated in [a, b]. Then the argument of (b) gives
a quasi-isomorphism E• ! F• with E• concentrated in (∞, b] and E• ! τ≥aE•

a quasi-isomorphism. But since F• is concentrated in [a, b], this map factors
through a quasi-isomorphism τ≥aE• ! F• with the desired properties. The
criterion of Remark 2.4.9(4) then shows that the functor is a triangulated local-
ization. □

Now we return to the discussion of D(QCoh(X))-Dqc(X) equivalence, and we
move to the more subtle case which is when X is a Noetherian scheme. Once
again it is true that the unbounded equivalence holds, but we will not prove it in
this generality because it would require facts we don’t have about Grothendieck
abelian categories and the coherator. But the bounded below case is indeed
accessible, which will also prove the practical case that Db Coh(X) = Db

coh(X)
for a Noetherian scheme X.

This case requires a non-obvious fact from commutative algebra, which is that
if M is an injective R-module and R is Noetherian, then M̃ is a flasque sheaf
on SpecR. To prove this, first if R is a ring and I ⊂ R is an ideal, then we write

ΓI(M) := {x ∈M : Inx = 0 for some n > 0}

for M an R-module. It is clear that this is again an R-module. The most basic

observation is that for f ∈ I, ΓI(M)f = 0, meaning that Γ̃I(M)|D(I) = 0. (If
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I add a section on real Noetherian local algebra, then this notion will be very
important.)

Lemma 2.5.58 Let R be a Noetherian ring and M an injective R-module.
Then ΓI(M) is an injective R-module.

Proof Let J ⊂ R be an ideal, and consider a map ϕ : J ! ΓI(M). Since J and
hence ϕ(J) are finite R-modules, there exists n > 0 such that 0 = Inϕ(J) =
ϕ(InJ). By the Artin-Rees lemma applied to J ⊂ R, there exists m such that
Im∩J ⊂ InJ , so ϕ(Im∩J) = 0. Thus there is a well-defined map Im+J !M
given by a + b 7! ϕ(b) for a ∈ Im and b ∈ J . This extends to R ! M
by injectivity, and since Im 7! 0 it follows that this factors through a map
R! ΓI(M) which extends ϕ. Thus ΓI(M) is injective (Lemma 1.4.12). □

Proposition 2.5.59 Let R be a Noetherian ring and M an injective R-
module. Then M̃ is a flasque sheaf on SpecR.

Proof Let U ⊂ SpecR, then by Noetherianity write U = D(f1) ∪ · · · ∪D(fr).

Let s ∈ Γ(U, M̃). We claim that we may choose N and xi ∈M such that

s|D(fi) = xi/f
N
i

and fNj xi = fNi xj for all i, j. Indeed, we can clearly write s|D(fi) = xi/f
n
i for

some n and xi ∈ M , since these agree on overlaps D(fifj) we obtain one e
such that (fifj)

e(fnj xi − fni xj) = 0 for all i, j. Then evidently we may replace
xi with fixi and N = n+ e.

Next, let I = (fN1 , . . . , f
N
r ), so D(I) = U . Let α : Rr ! I be the surjection

associated to the generators, and β : Rr ! M the map corresponding to the
xi. Then f

N
j β(v) = α(v)xj for v ∈ Rr as this relation holds on the basis. In

particular, if v ∈ ker(α), then fNj β(v) = 0, so β restricts to kerα! ΓI(M).

By injectivity of ΓI(M), lift this to a map β′ : Rr ! ΓI(M). β and β′ agree
on kerα, so β − β′ factors through Rr/ kerα = I, inducing a map φ : I !M .
Then

φ̃|U : Ĩ|U = OU ! M̃ |U
corresponds to a section of M̃ |U . To compute it, note that φ ◦ α = β − β′, so
φ(fNi ) = xi − β′(ei), so

φ̃|U (fNi ) = xi

as Γ̃I(M)|U = 0 and β′ has image in ΓI(M). OnD(fi), this implies that φ̃(1) =

xi/f
N
i = s|D(fi), hence φ̃|U (1) = s. Finally, lift φ to a map OSpecR ! M̃ ,

i.e. a section of M̃ . Its restriction to U corresponds to the map OU ! M̃ |U ,
namely φ, so the section of M̃ restricts to s. Since U and s were arbitrary, this
proves that M̃ is flasque. □

Here is the immediate corollary: if f : X ! Y is a morphism of schemes with X
a Noetherian affine scheme (so in particular f is automatically qcqs), then the
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right derived functor of f∗ computed via the injective resolutions in QCoh(X)
coincides with Rf∗, i.e. the diagram

D+(QCoh(X)) D+
qc(X)

D+(QCoh(Y )) D+
qc(Y )

R(f∗) Rf∗

commutes, as we know Rf∗ can be computed on flasque resolutions.

Theorem 2.5.60 Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Then the canonical functor

iX : D∗(QCoh(X))! D∗
qc(X)

is an equivalence of categories for ∗ ∈ {+, b}.
Proof As before, it suffices to prove the case ∗ = +. Fix A ∈ D+(QCoh(X)),
and let E be the full subcategory of B ∈ D+(QCoh(X)) for which the map

HomD+(QCoh(X))(A,B[q])! HomD+
qc(X)(iXA, iXB[q])

is a bijection for all q ∈ Z. Then E is replete triangulated. First suppose
B = R(j∗)C for C ∈ D+(QCoh(U)) and j : U ↪! X an affine open inclusion.
Then QCoh(U) has enough injectives and j∗ is exact, so by Remark 1.3.21 we
have an adjunction j∗ ⊣ R(j∗), which implies

HomD+(QCoh(X))(A,R(j∗)C[q]) = HomD+(QCoh(U))(j
∗A,C[q])

= HomD+
qc(U)(j

∗iXA, iUC[q])

= HomD+
qc(X)(iXA,Rj∗iUC[q])

= HomD+
qc(X)(iXA, iXR(j∗)C[q]),

where the second step is by the affine equivalence, and the third is the
observation made above the proof. Thus R(j∗)D

+(QCoh(U)) ∈ E.

We will show by Noetherian induction that E = D+(QCoh(X)). Suppose Z ⊂
X is a closed subset such that B ∈ E whenever SuppB ⊂ Z ′ for Z ′ ⊊ Z a
proper closed subset. Let SuppB ⊂ Z; if Z is empty, then clearly B ∈ E, so
assume not and let U be an affine open with U ∩ Z ̸= ∅. Take the cone

B ! R(j∗)B|U ! C ! B[1],

then it will suffice to prove that SuppC ⊂ Z\U , since then C ∈ E by induction,
and R(j∗)B|U ∈ E by the case above, so B ∈ E. Since cohomology commutes
with the exact functor iX , we may apply iX and show that Supp iXC ⊂ Z \U
in the triangle

iXB ! Rj∗(iXB|U )! iXC ! iXB[1].
If we restrict to U , then the first map becomes an isomorphism, so Supp iXC ⊂
X\U . On the other hand for each open V ⊂ X\Z, we have Rj∗(iXB|U )|V = 0,
so the first two terms are both supported in Z, and hence the third is as well.
Applying this to Z = X gives full faithfulness.
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Now let E be the essential image of iX , which we now know is a triangulated
subcategory equivalent to D+(QCoh(X)). If j : U ↪! X is an affine open
inclusion, then Rj∗C ∈ E for C ∈ D+

qc(U), because the affine equivalence lets
us replace C with iUC, and then Rj∗iUC = iXR(j∗)C. We again proceed by
Noetherian induction on a closed subset containing support. If A ∈ D+

qc(X) is
supported in Z, then for U an affine open with U∩Z ̸= ∅, we have the triangle

A! Rj∗(A|U )! B ! A[1].

The argument above shows SuppB ⊂ Z \ U , so by induction B ∈ E. Thus
A ∈ E, proving essential surjectivity. □

In the Noetherian case, we want to be able to say something about Db Coh(X)
as well. We will deduce this from a more general lemma about Serre subcat-
egories and quotients and apply the fact that Coh(X) ⊂ QCoh(X) is a Serre
subcategory when X is Noetherian.

Lemma 2.5.61 Let B ⊂ A be a Serre subcategory of an abelian category, and
denote by D∗

B(A) the full subcategory of D∗(A) with cohomology in B.

(a) D∗
B(A) is a triangulated subcategory, and there is a natural functor

D∗(B)! D∗
B(A)

induced by the universal property.

(b) Assume that for every epimorphism M ↠ N for N ∈ A, there is a subob-
ject M ′ ⊂ M with M ′ ∈ B such that M ′ ! M ! N is an epimorphism.
Then the natural functors

D−(B)! D−
B(A) Db(B)! Db

B(A)

are triangulated equivalences.

(c) In the case of (b), every complex A• ∈ K∗(A) admits a quasi-isomorphism
B• ! A• with B• ∈ K∗(B).

Proof (a) Closure under shifts is clear, and if A ! B ! C ! A[1] is exact
with A,B ∈ D−

B(A), then the long exact sequence in cohomology includes

Hn(B)! Hn(C)! Hn+1(A)

with outer terms in B, and thus Hn(C) ∈ B as B is Serre. Also since B is
Serre, a complex with terms in B has cohomology in B. Thus there is a natural
functor K∗(B) ! D∗

B(A) sending quasi-isomorphisms to isomorphisms, and
hence this descends to the derived category of B.

(b) The bounded equivalence follows from the bounded above one: indeed, the
latter implies that Db(B)! Db

B(A) is fully faithful, and that we can represent
an object of Db

B(A) by a bounded above complex B• of objects of B. But
now B• ! τ≥rB

• is a quasi-isomorphism for some r ≪ 0, and (τ≥rB
•)r is a

quotient of Br−1, hence lies in B.
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The bounded above equivalence will follow from the fact that every complex
A• ∈ K−(A) with cohomology in B admits a quasi-isomorphism B• ! A• with
B• ∈ K−(B). Indeed, this makes essential surjectivity clear; on the other hand
note that the subcategory of K(A) with cohomology in B is full triangulated
and localizing since it is saturated under quasi-isomorphisms in the sense of
Remark 2.4.9. Moreover, by criterion (4) of that Remark, the functor is fully
faithful.

So, let A• ∈ K−(A) have cohomology in B, and suppose Ai = 0 for i ≥ m,
and make the following descending inductive construction starting at m. The
mth stage is the zero map 0 ! A•. At the n + 1th stage we will have a
map ϕn+1 : B

•
n+1 ! A• with Cone(ϕn+1) ∈ D≤n and B•

n+1 ∈ Ch≥n+1(B).
Considering the surjection

Zn(Cone(ϕn+1))! Hn(Cone(ϕn+1)),

our assumption says that we may choose a map Bn ! Zn(Cone(ϕn+1)) whose
composite with the above is surjective and Bn ∈ B. By Lemma 2.5.56, we can
glue Bn onto B•

n+1 to obtain a map ϕn : B
•
n ! A• whose cone lies in D≤n−1,

completing the inductive step.

The terms and differentials of B•
n stabilize after the (n + 1)th step, so we

obtain a well-defined complex B• ∈ Ch(B) along with a map B• ! A• such
that ϕn equals the composite σ≥nB

• ! B• ! A•. This composite induces
an isomorphism on Hi for all i ≥ n + 1, and hence Hi(B•) ! Hi(A•) is
an isomorphism for all i ≥ n + 1. But n was arbitrary, so B• ! A• is an
isomorphism. □

Corollary 2.5.62 Let X be a Noetherian scheme. The canonical functor

DbCoh(X)! Db
coh(X)

is a triangulated equivalence.

Proof Since the equivalenceDb QCoh(X)! Db
qc(X) of Thm. 2.5.60 commutes

with cohomology functors, it follows that

Db
Coh(X)(QCoh(X))! Db

coh(X)

is an equivalence. On the other hand since X is Noetherian, Coh(X) ⊂
QCoh(X) is a Serre subcategory; since finite type quasicoherent sheaves coin-
cide with coherent sheaves on X, Lemma 2.5.55(d) proves that Coh(X) ⊂
QCoh(X) satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 2.5.61(b). Thus we obtain an
equivalence Db Coh(X) ! Db

Coh(X)(QCoh(X)), and composing it with the
equivalence above proves the result. □

For completeness, let us discuss the relation of the category Db
coh(X) in the

Noetherian case to pseudocoherence. We will write Dpc(X) for the full sub-
category of pseudocoherent objects of D(X). We have seen that this is a thick
subcategory.
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First, pseudocoherence behaves very well in the Noetherian setting. Let F be
an OX -module on X. We claim that this is pseudocoherent in D(X) iff F
is a coherent sheaf. This is easy if we work locally, since we’ve shown that
pseudocoherence on SpecA is equivalent to pseudocoherence on A. Thus we
reduce to showing that if M is a module over a Noetherian ring A, then M is
pseudocoherent iffM is finite. This is clear from Lemma 2.2.43 by the existence
of finite-free resolutions. This makes it easy to prove the following:

Lemma 2.5.63 Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Then Dpc(X) = D−
coh(X).

Proof (⇐) If A is bounded above with coherent cohomology, then by the above
remark it is bounded above with pseudocoherent cohomology, which implies
that A is pseudocoherent by Lemma 2.2.52. (⇒) We know A is bounded above,
so let Hn(A) be the top nonzero cohomology and consider the exact triangle

τ≤n−1A! A! Hn(A)[−n]! τ≤n−1A[1].

Since A is pseudocoherent, Hn(A) is quasicoherent, and it is finite type by
Example 2.2.44. Thus it is coherent, hence pseudocoherent, hence Hn(A)[−n]
is pseudocoherent. This implies that τ≤n−1A is pseudocoherent by the 2-of-
3 property (Lemma 2.2.42). Thus by the same argument Hn−1(τ≤n−1A) =
Hn−1(A) is coherent, and so on. □

Note that if X is Noetherian, then Db
coh(X) = tria{G : G ∈ Coh(X)}.

Indeed, this follows immediately from truncation triangles and induction on
the cohomological amplitude.

Lemma 2.5.64 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of Noetherian schemes. The
following are equivalent:

(a) Rpf∗G is coherent for all p ≥ 0 and G ∈ Coh(X).

(b) Rf∗ restricts to a functor Db
coh(X)! Db

coh(Y ).

(c) f is quasi-proper.

(d) Rf∗ restricts to a functor D+
coh(X)! D+

coh(Y ).

(e) Rf∗ restricts to a functor Dcoh(X)! Dcoh(Y ).

Proof (a) ⇒ (b) The preimage Rf−1
∗ (Db

coh(Y )) is a triangulated subcategory,
so the observation above implies this (and that Rf∗ is bounded). (b) ⇒ (c)
In particular all perfect objects map to pseudocoherent ones, so Prop. 2.5.46
implies this. (c) immediately implies (a), so the first three are equivalent.

Since Rf∗ is bounded in both directions, (e) ⇒ (d) ⇒ (b), and (d) follows
immediately from the hypercohomology spectral sequence and (a), and then
(e) follows from (d) and (c) and the canonical truncation triangles. □
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It is in fact true that all of these conditions are equivalent to f being proper,
and that (a) can be checked only for p = 0, 1, but we probably will not prove
the direction that these conditions imply properness.

Example 2.5.65 Let f : X ! Y be an affine morphism of Noetherian schemes.
Then we know that the conditions above are all equivalent by Example 2.5.47
to f∗OX being coherent, or in other words f being finite. This is also just clear
from (a) and affine vanishing.

We also wish to relate our study of the category DZ(X) to coherence and
pseudocoherence. We write Db

coh,Z = Db
coh(X) ∩ DZ(X) for a closed subset

Z ⊂ X. Indeed, we have the following simple characterization:

Lemma 2.5.66 Let X be a Noetherian scheme and i : Z ↪! X a closed
immersion. The following subcategories of Dqc(X) are equal:

(a) Db
coh,|Z|(X).

(b) tria(i∗D
b
coh(Z)) = thick(i∗D

b
coh(Z))

(c) tria({i∗G : G ∈ Coh(Z)}) = thick(i∗G : G ∈ Coh(Z)).

(d) tria({G ∈ Coh(X) : SuppG ⊂ |Z|})

In particular, they depend only on |Z|.
Proof We can ignore the ‘thick’ statements of (b) and (c) because (a) is thick.
Since e.g. a closed immersion is finite, we have

tria({i∗G : G ∈ Coh(Z)}) ⊂ tria(i∗D
b
coh(Z)) ⊂ Db

coh,|Z|(X).

It is clear that Db
coh,|Z|(X) = tria({G ∈ Coh(X) : SuppG ⊂ |Z|}) by trun-

cation triangles. So, let Z = V (I) for a coherent ideal sheaf I and let G be
coherent and supported on |Z|. Then we know that ING = 0 for N ≫ 0, so
we have a filtration

0 = ING ⊂ IN−1G ⊂ · · · ⊂ IG ⊂ G

and hence exact triangles

IkG ! Ik−1G ! Fk ! IkF [1]

where Fk is a sheaf with IFk = 0, i.e. Fk = i∗F ′
k for some F ′

k ∈ Coh(Z). Thus
descending induction on k shows that Ik−1G is in tria({i∗F : F ∈ Coh(Z)}),
and thus we conclude. □

Let us use our formalism to give a more usable version of a statement we
proved in the unbounded case. This will be a good example where unbound-
ed/infinitely generated statements are easier because more derived functors
exist.
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Proposition 2.5.67 Let X be a Noetherian scheme, j : U ↪! X an open
immersion, and Z = X \ U . The natural functor

Db
coh(X)/Db

coh,Z(X)! Db
coh(U)

induced by restriction j∗ : Db
coh(X)! Db

coh(U) is an equivalence.

Proof By definition ker(j∗) = Db
coh,Z(X). We claim the canonical map

Db
coh(X)/Db

coh,Z(X)! Dqc(X)/DZ(X)

is fully faithful. We will reduce this to the following lemma, and then prove
the lemma afterwards:

Lemma 2.5.68 Let X be a Noetherian scheme, U ⊂ X an open subset,
F• ∈ Kb(Coh(X)), and G• ∈ Kb(QCoh(X)). If G•|U is acyclic, then every
chain map F• ! G• factors through a complex K• ∈ Kb(Coh(X)) such that
K•|U is acyclic.

Given the lemma, let’s show that each of the maps in

Db
coh(X)

Db
coh,Z(X)

!
Db

qc(X)

Db
Z(X)

!
D+

qc(X)

D+
Z (X)

!
Dqc(X)

DZ(X)

is fully faithful, all using the criterion of Remark 2.5.15. For the latter two
functors, we use the usual trick: let A! B be a map with A ∈ Db

qc(X) and B

in D+
Z (X). Then for c≫ 0, we know this factors as A! τ≤cB ! B. Likewise

for the third functor, consider A ! B where A ∈ DZ(X) and B ∈ D+
qc(X).

Then this factors through A! τ≥cA! b for c≪ 0.

For the first functor, let A ∈ Db
coh,Z(X) and B ∈ Db

Z(X), and consider a map
A ! B. By Cor. 2.5.62 and Thm. 2.5.60, we can represent this by a roof of
the form

F•  F•
1 ! G•

where F• ∈ Kb(Coh(X)) and G• ∈ Kb(QCoh(X)). By Lemma 2.5.61(c) we
may replace F•

1 with a complex in Kb(Coh(X)). By Lemma 2.5.68 the second
map factors through some K• whose cohomology is supported on Z, and thus
the roof gives such a factorization in the derived category. This proves the first
functor is fully faithful as well.

Now consider the commutative diagram:

Db
coh(X)/Db

coh,Z(X) Db
coh(U)

Dqc(X)/DZ(X) Dqc(U)
∼=

since the composites are fully faithful, it follows that the top map is fully
faithful, and thus has triangulated image. Therefore to see it is essentially
surjective, it suffices to show that every F ∈ Db

coh(U) is in the image (as
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tria of these are the whole subcategory). Indeed, j∗F is quasicoherent and
F = j∗F|U , so by Lemma 2.5.55(b) F extends to a coherent sheaf on X. □

Proof (of Lemma 2.5.68) The image of F• in G• is a subcomplex of coherent
sheaves of G•, so we may assume F• ⊂ G• is an inclusion. We factor the inclu-
sion through a complex of coherent sheaves which is exact on U by descending
induction on the top degree of F•. Thus suppose F•|U is exact in degrees > n.

Consider the coherent sheaf Zn(F•) = ker
(
dnF : Fn ! Fn+1

)
⊂ Gn, and take

the preimage P := d−1
G (Zn(F•)) ⊂ Gn−1, which comes with a map dG : P !

Zn(F•). We can also write this as in the pullback square

P Zn(F•)

Gn−1 Zn(G•)

⌟

dn−1

which makes it clear that upon restriction to U , the bottom map becomes
surjective and hence the top map P|U ! Zn(F•)|U is surjective too. By
Lemma 2.5.55(d), we may find a coherent subsheaf F0 ⊂ P|U such that

F0 ! P|U ! Zn(F•)|U

remains surjective, and thus by Lemma 2.5.55(b) we may extend F0 to a
coherent subsheaf F ′ ⊂ P over all of X. Now define Kp = Fp for p ̸= n − 1,
and Kn−1 = Fn−1 + F ′ ⊂ P. We keep all the differentials the same except
Kn−1 ! Kn is the restriction of P ! Zn(F•) which in particular makes K• a
complex satisfying F• ⊂ K• ⊂ G•. Then Kn−1 is coherent, and the restriction
Kn−1|U contains F0 which surjects onto Zn(K•)|U , thus Hn(K•|U ) = 0. This
completes the inductive step without modifying the complex in degrees ≥ n,
completing the proof. □

Remark 2.5.69 This is one of the many instances we have seen that full faith-
fulness allows us to trivially extend a statement to its triangulated closure. For
instance, in the proof above we didn’t have to worry about compatibly extend-
ing an object of Db

coh(U) to Db
coh(X), though the lemma proves that we can

always do this. Note that the extension is certainly not given by Rj∗ as it was
in the unbounded quasicoherent case, because this is usually not coherent.
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3 Derived categories in Algebraic geometry

3.1 Classical regularity

3.1.1 Some local Noetherian algebra

We will now, for fun, discuss some classic results on local Noetherian rings,
with the focus on giving homological criteria for concepts in scheme theory.
The only reasons this is appearing here are that we just discussed the Koszul
complex and that we will use these results in the next section.

In this section, we will continually work with (R,m) being a Noetherian local
ring. Sometimes we also write (R,m, k) to indicate the residue field k = R/m.
We assume only standard concepts like Nakayama’s lemma, associated primes,
dimension, etc. We will build up to results like the Auslander-Buchsbaum-Serre
theorem on regularity.

Throughout this section, we will write Kos•R(f ;M) = Kos•R(f) ⊗R M for an
R-module M , which is also the derived tensor product since the first term
is K-flat. This retains many of the properties we discussed in the previous
section (though it is not a dga). For instance, the induced endomorphism
fi : Kos•R(f,M)! Kos•R(f,M) is still nullhomotopic for each i since the tensor
product of complexes descends to the homotopy category. Similarly, it is clear
that

H0(Kos(f),M) =M/(f1, . . . , fr)M
as before. Here is another useful observation: we know that the cone of a map
in the abelian category itself produces the corresponding complex in degrees
[−1, 0]. In particular, we have the exact triangle

M
fr−!M ! Kos•R(fr,M)!M [1],

so tensoring this with Kos•R(f1, . . . , fr−1) produces the exact triangle

Kos•R(f1, . . . , fr−1)
fr−! Kos•R(f1, . . . , fr−1)! Kos•R(f1, . . . , fr)!

in K(R). This will be useful for inducting on the length of a sequence.

Let M be a finite R-module. An ordered sequence (f1, . . . , fr) of elements of
m is an M -regular sequence if the image of fi is regular (i.e. a nonzerodivisor)
over M/(f1, . . . , fi−1)M . Observe that if M ̸= 0, then M/(f1, . . . , fr)M ̸=
0, because otherwise M = 0 by Nakayama’s lemma. We can answer basic
questions about this notion using the following homological characterization:

Lemma 3.1.1 Let (R,m) be a Noetherian local ring andM a finite R-module.
The following are equivalent for a sequence f = (f1, . . . , fr) in m:

(a) f is an M -regular sequence.

(b) Hp(KosR(f,M)) = 0 for p ̸= 0.

(c) H−1(KosR(f,M)) = 0.
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Proof (a) ⇒ (b) The relevant complex is

M ⊗L
R Kos(f1)⊗L

R · · · ⊗L
R Kos(fr),

and we observe inductively that

M ⊗L
R Kos(f1)⊗L

R · · · ⊗L
R Kos(fi) =M/(f1, . . . , fi)M.

Indeed for i = 1 this is M
f1−!M ≃ M/f1M because f1 is regular on M , and

the inductive step is because

M/(f1, . . . , fi−1)M⊗L
RKos(fi) =

[
M/(f1, . . . , fi−1)M !M/(f1, . . . , fi−1)M

]
and fi is regular on this quotient. Thus this is M/(f1, . . . , fi)M , and taking
i = r gives the result.

(c) ⇒ (a) This is also by induction on r, noting that f1 is regular on M iff

M
f1−! M is exact at the first spot. Let f = (f1, . . . , fr−1), and consider the

exact triangle

Kos(f ;M)
fr−! Kos(f ;M)! Kos(f, fr;M)! Kos(f ;M)[1].

Applying H∗, the assumption gives the exact sequence

H−1(Kos(f ;M))
fr−! H−1(Kos(f ;M))! 0,

and since the terms of the Koszul complex are finitely generated, the homology
is too, so H−1(Kos(f ;M)) = frH

−1(Kos(f ;M)) implies H−1(Kos(f ;M)) =
0 by Nakayama’s lemma. Thus (f1, . . . , fr−1) is M -regular by induction. The
assumption also gives the exact sequence

0! H0(Kos(f ;M))
fr−! H0(Kos(f ;M)),

meaning fr is injective on M/(f1, . . . , fr−1)M , completing the proof. □

This, for instance, shows that a sequence being M -regular (under these
assumptions) is independent of the chosen order. Note that in the proof, we
used Noetherianity to say that the cohomology of a complex with finitely gen-
erated terms is finitely generated. This is because the submodule of cycles is
finitely generated. We used locality and finiteness to apply Nakayama’s lemma.

If (R,m) is Noetherian local and M is finite, we define depthR(M) to be
the supremum of lengths of M -regular sequences. Once again, to prove basic
properties about depth we will want a cohomological characterization of this.
In the proof, we will use the following observation:

Remark 3.1.2 Consider (R,m, k). Observe that m acts trivially on the object
RHomR(k,B) ∈ D(R), and hence that it is canonically an object of D(k).
Indeed, the induced multiplication action by an element f ∈ m is obtained

either by applying RHomR(−, B) to k
f
−! k or RHomR(k,−) to B

f
−! B, yet

f acts by zero on k.
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We will use finiteness of depth in the proof, and then prove this afterwards.

Lemma 3.1.3 Let (R,m, k) be Noetherian local and M finite. Suppose
f1, . . . , fr is a maximal M -regular sequence. Then

r = depthR(M) = inf{i : ExtiR(k,M) ̸= 0}.

In particular, all maximal M -regular sequences have the same length, and any
M -regular sequence can be extended to one of length depthR(M).

Proof For an R-module N , write s(N) = inf{i : ExtiR(k,N) ̸= 0}. Suppose
f ∈ m is an N -regular element; then we have the exact sequence

0! N
f
−! N ! N/fN ! 0,

and thus 0 ! Exti(k,N) ! Exti(k,N/fN) ! Exti+1(k,N) ! 0, where the
zeroes are due to the remark above the proof. In particular, it is clear that

s(N/fN) = s(N)− 1.

Therefore s(M/(f1, . . . , fr)M) = s(M) − r by induction and M -regularity,
thus to prove r = s(M) it suffices to show that

HomR(k,M/(f1, . . . , fr)M) ̸= 0.

Indeed, by maximality, every element of m acts as a zero-divisor on Q =
M/(f1, . . . , fr)M , which means that m ⊂

⋃
AssR(Q). By finiteness and prime

avoidance, m is contained (hence equal) to an associated prime, so there exists
x ̸= 0 ∈ Q such that mx = 0. This gives a nonzero map R ! Q factoring
through k.

Since depthR(M) = d < ∞, there exists a regular sequence of length d. Of
course, it must be maximal by definition, and hence d = s(M), so d = r.
The claim about extending a regular sequence follows from the fact that we
can always extend a regular sequence to a maximal one (e.g. by finiteness of
depth), and then it has length equal to depthR(M). □

Example 3.1.4 If (R,m, k) is Noetherian local, then depthR(k) = 0. Indeed,
there are no k-regular sequences because there are no k-regular elements of m.

Let us now review some basic dimension theory over Noetherian local rings.
Recall that ht(p) = dim(Rp) denotes the height of a prime, and in particu-
lar ht(m) = dim(Rm) = dim(R). We use the somewhat misleading notation
dimR(M) for dimSuppM , only for this section. Recall that SuppM =
V (AnnR(M)) for M a finite module, and that the spaces in question are
Noetherian and thus have finitely many minimal primes.

Let (R,m) be Noetherian local. Then m is finitely generated, so by Krull’s
height theorem ht(m) = dim(R) < ∞. Hence for all modules M , dimRM ≤
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dim(R) < ∞. If dim(R) = d, we define a system of parameters for R to be a
sequence f1, . . . , fd ∈ m of length d such that√

(f1, . . . , fd) = m,

i.e. V (f1, . . . , fd) = {m}.

Since {m} ⊂ V (f1, . . . , fd) always holds, and {m} is a closed irreducible subset,
this is equivalent to asking

dimV (f1, . . . , fd) = dimR/(f1, . . . , fd) = 0.

We can use this characterization to easily show existence:

Lemma 3.1.5 Let (R,m) be Noetherian local with dim(R) > 0. Then R has
a system of parameters.

Proof Since SpecR has finitely many components, there are finitely many
(but > 0) minimal primes p such that dimR/p = d. m can’t be in the union
of all such primes, since otherwise by prime avoidance we would have 0 =
dimR/m = d. Thus choose f1 ∈ m avoiding all such minimal primes. Then
dim(R/f1) ≤ d− 1, so by induction choose f2, . . . , fd ∈ R/(f1) such that

0 = dim(R/(f1))/(f2, . . . , fd),

then the RHS is equal to R/(f1, . . . , fd). □

Lemma 3.1.6 Let (R,m) be Noetherian local. If I ⊂ R is generated by r
elements, then dim(R/I) ≥ dimR− r.

Proof Suppose dim(R/I) = e and choose a system of parameters y1, . . . , ye
for R/I such that

√
(y1, . . . , ye) = m/I, which is allowed to be empty if

dim(R/I) = 0. Then
√

(I, y1, . . . , ye) = m in R, so m is minimal over the ideal
(I, y1, . . . , ye) which has e + r generators. Thus ht(m) = dim(R) ≤ e + r by
Krull’s height theorem. □

Corollary 3.1.7 Let (R,m) be Noetherian local and M finite and consider a
sequence f1, . . . , fr ∈ m.

(a) Then dimRM/(f1, . . . , fr)M ≥ dimRM − r.

(b) If f = (f1, . . . , fr) is M -regular, then in fact dimRM/(f1, . . . , fr)M =
dimRM − r.

(c) We have depthR(M) ≤ dimR(M) ≤ dim(R) ≤ dimk m/m
2 <∞.

Proof For (a) and (b), it is clear that it suffices to prove the case r = 1. For
(c), note that by (b) the length of a regular sequence is bounded above by
dimR(M)− dimR(M/(f1, . . . , fr)M) ≤ dimR(M). We already know the other
inequalities.

Let f ∈ m, and note that SuppM/fM = SuppM ∩ V (f). The ⊆ direction is
clear, and if Mp ̸= 0 yet f ∈ p, then Mp ̸= fMp by Nakayama’s lemma.
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(a) Since SuppM = V (Ann(M)), dimRM is the maximum of dimensions
of A/p for minimal p ∈ V (Ann(M)). Choose such a minimal prime p with
dimR/p = dimR(M), and suppose f ∈ m. V (p) ⊂ SuppM implies V (p, f) ⊂
SuppM/fM , i.e. dimR/(p, f) ≤ dimR(M/fM). However

dim(R/(p, f)) ≥ dim(R/p)− 1 = dimR(M)− 1

by the previous lemma.

(b) Now assume f is M -regular, then f avoids all the associated primes of M .
In particular, this includes the minimal primes of SuppM (which are always
associated). Take q0 ⊊ · · · ⊊ qe a chain of primes in SuppM/fM with e =
dimRM/fM . In particular this is also a chain in SuppM , yet q0 cannot be
minimal there since f ∈ q0. Thus dimRM ≥ dimRM/fM + 1. □

A finite R-module M is Cohen-Macaulay if depthR(M) = dimR(M). We also
say the ring R is Cohen-Macaulay if it is Cohen-Macaulay over itself. If M
is Cohen-Macaulay, let f1, . . . , fd be a regular sequence with d = dimR(M),
then dimRM/(f1, . . . , fr)M = 0. Conversely, suppose there is an M -regular
sequence f1, . . . , fr with dimRM/(f1, . . . , fr)M = 0. Then r = dimRM , yet
also depthR(M) ≥ r, hence dimR(M) = depthR(M) by (c), so M is Cohen-
Macaulay.

Let A be a general ring and M be a nonzero A-module. Recall that we say M
has finite projective dimension if the functors Extp(M,−) are zero for p≫ 0,
and in this case we write pdA(M) for the largest p such that Extp(M,−) is
nonzero. This makes sense because HomA(M,−) is nonzero if M is nonzero.

Lemma 3.1.8 Let A be a ring and M ̸= 0 an A-module. The following are
equivalent.

(a) pdA(M) ≤ d.

(b) M has a length d projective resolution.

(c) For any resolution

· · ·! P3 ! P2 ! P1 ! P0 !M ! 0

by projective A-modules, ker(Pd ! Pd−1) is projective. In particular,

0! ker(Pd ! Pd−1)! Pd−1 ! · · ·P0 !M ! 0

is a length d projective resolution.

Proof It is clear that (c) ⇒ (b) by applying it to any projective resolution, and
(b) ⇒ (a) by computing Ext’s on the given length d resolution. Assume (a),
and split into short exact sequences

0! Ki+1 ! Pi ! Ki ! 0

where K0 = M . Then ker(Pd ! Pd−1) = Kd. We claim that pdA(Ki) =
d− i, which will show Kd has all higher vanishing Ext’s and thus is projective.
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Indeed, our assumption is the base case i = 0, and otherwise the long exact
sequence from the sequence above proves the induction hypothesis. □

Now return to our assumption that (R,m) is Noetherian local. Assume M is a
finite R-module. Then we know that we can choose a free resolution of M by
finite frees; indeed, once Fr ! · · ·F0 ! M ! 0 is chosen with Fi finite free,
the kernel ker(Fr ! Fr−1) is finite since R is Noetherian, and hence we can
choose a surjection from another finite free module.

In light of this, the previous lemma, and the fact that finite projective modules
over a local ring are free, this shows that pdR(M) < ∞ iff M has a finite
resolution by finite frees, and pdR(M) is the minimal length of one. A good
question to ask is whether, and in what sense, we can choose these resolutions
to be minimal in other ways (e.g. if the ranks in the resolution can be taken
minimal).

Let M be a finite module and F ↠M a surjection from a finite free module.
It is called a minimal free cover if ker (F !M) ⊂ mF . The following are
equivalent for a surjection ϕ : F !M with F finite free:

(a) ϕ is a minimal free cover.

(b) ϕ induces an isomorphism F/mF !M/mM of k-modules.

(c) rankF = µ(M), i.e. the size of a minimal generating set of M .

Proof: (a) ⇔ (b) Consider the surjection F/mF ! M/mM , then its kernel is
(ker(ϕ) + mF )/mF , which is zero iff kerϕ ⊂ mF . (b) ⇔ (c) A surjection of
finite dimensional vector spaces is an isomorphism iff the dimensions of both
sides are the same.

We remark that for any finite module M , a minimal free cover always exists,
because we can just choose minimal generators and take a surjection from a
free module of rank µ(M) mapping onto those generators. Next, ifM is a finite
module, a finite-free resolution

· · ·F2
d
−! F1

d
−! F0 !M ! 0

is a minimal free resolution if d(Fi) ⊂ mFi−1 for all i ≥ 0, treating M = F−1.
A minimal free resolution always exists: once Fi ! · · · ! F0 ! M ! 0 is
constructed, consider the kernel in 0 ! Ki ! Fi ! Fi−1 and take a minimal
free cover Fi+1 ! Ki ! 0. Then in the resulting free resolution, at each step
we have

im (Fi+1 ! Fi) = ker(Fi ! Fi−1) = ker(Fi ! Ki−1) ⊂ mFi

as desired. The first observation is that the resolution F • ! M [0] is minimal
iff when we tensor to k the resulting augmented sequence has no differentials.
In particular, this means that

rankk Fi = dimk Tor
R
i (M,k) i ≥ 0,
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where we are viewing TorRi (M,k) as a k-module becauseM⊗L
Rk can be viewed

before or after restriction of scalars. We define βR
i (M) := dimk Tor

R
i (M,k) to

be the Betti numbers of the module M , which coincide with the ranks of the
free modules in any minimal free resolution.

For example, this means that βR
0 (M) = µ(M) is the size of a minimal gener-

ating set. Moreover, suppose pdR(M) = d. Then any minimal free resolution
has length at least d. Next, clearly M has tor-dimension ≤ d because we can
use a free resolution of length d to compute tors. Thus, fixing F• ! M a
minimal free resolution, the length of F• is ≥ d ≥ the largest nonzero Betti
number. But the length of F• equals the largest nonzero Betti number. There-
fore every minimal free resolution has length pdR(M), coinciding with the top
Betti number. In particular, the tor amplitude ofM equals [− pdR(M), 0], and
this is detected by simply tensoring with the single module k.

An interesting consequence of this is that to figure out the projective dimension
and Betti numbers of any finite moduleM , we can just find a free resolution of
k and tensor M with this. This is an indication that the R-module k controls
the homological invariants of all finite R-modules, as we will see shortly.

Remark 3.1.9 It is easy to prove that any free resolution contains a minimal
free resolution as a summand (by working inductively and noting that if a
matrix coefficient of a differential contains a unit, then it can be split off in an

R
1
−! R summand). It is also easy to show that any two minimal free resolutions

are isomorphic as complexes, namely by taking a homotopy equivalence and
noting that it induces an isomorphism after tensoring with k. But we won’t
worry about these details because we don’t need them.

Remark 3.1.10 Note thatM need not be finite to do most of the above; namely,
if M is any R-module then we can construct a minimal free resolution with
the same property, except that the free modules may not have finite rank. The
argument above still says that the top cohomology of M ⊗L

R k still determines
the projective dimension = tor-dimension.

Our next goal is to prove the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula, which is quite
easy based on what we have said. We just need to write down some more
homological characterizations of depth and the result will immediately follow
based on two of our spectral sequences.

Let (R,m, k) be a Noetherian local ring and suppose m = (f1, . . . , fe) is a
minimal generating set of the maximal ideal, i.e. a basis for m/m2 over k. For
a finite module M , fix the notation

K(M)• := Kos•R(f1, . . . , fe;M)

for the corresponding Koszul complex. So, H0(K(M)) = M/mM , and since
Hp(K(M)) is annihilated by m, we can view it as a finite-dimensional k-
vector space, and it is isomorphic as an R-module to kℓ for some ℓ. Note that
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K(M) = K(R)⊗RM = K(R)⊗L
RM . Likewise, by Koszul self-duality, we have

RHomR(K(R),M) = HomR(K(R),M) = K(R)∨ ⊗R M = K(M)[−e].

The idea is to apply the hyper-ext and hyper-tor spectral sequences to
these two descriptions of K(M), which we proved in Example 2.2.11 and
Example 2.2.12. They say that

Ep,q
2 = Extp(H−q(K(R)),M) =⇒ Hp+q(K(M)[e]) = Hp+q−e(K(M))

and
Ep,q

2 = Torp(Hq(K(R)),M) =⇒ Hp+q(K(M)).
Let nq := dimkH

−q(K(R)) ∼= knq . Then the first sequence is

Extp(k,M)nq =⇒ Hp+q−e(K(M)).

We showed that d = depthR(M) is the smallest p for which Extp(k,M) ̸= 0,
and we know that n0 = 1. Therefore, the first nonzero cohomology group
Hp+q−e(K(M)), i.e. the one where p + q is smallest, is the diagonal where
p+ q = d+0 = d, and we have precisely H−(e−d)(K(M)) = Extd(k,M). Since
K(M) is indexed in negative degrees, this is the left-most nonzero cohomology
group of K(M). In other words:

Lemma 3.1.11 Let (R,m, k) be Noetherian local andM a finite module. Then

µ(m)− depthR(M) = sup{q : H−q(Kos•R(f,M)) ̸= 0},

where f is any minimal generating set for m. Specifically, we have

H−q(Kos•R(f,M)) = Extd(k,M)

for q = µ(m)− depthR(M).

In other words, this computes the depth of a module in terms of the top
nonzero Koszul homology with respect to generators of the maximal ideal.

Theorem 3.1.12 Let (R,m) be Noetherian local and M a finite R-module.
Then

pdR(M) + depthR(M) = depth(R)
whenever pdR(M) <∞.

Proof Keep e = µ(m), nq = dimkH
−q(K(R)), and set dM = depthR(M),

dR = depth(R), and r = pdR(M). The lemma shows that nq = 0 for q > e−dR,
and the hyper-tor spectral sequence says that

E−p,−q
2 = TorRp (k,M)nq =⇒ H−p−q(K(M)).
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Thus dimk E
−p,−q
2 = nqβ

R
p (M), and thus the bottom-left corner of this

spectral sequence looks like:

0 0 ne−dR+1β
R
r (M) ne−dR+1β

R
r−1(M)

0 0 ne−dR
βR
r (M) ne−dR

βR
r−1(M)

0 0 0 0

In particular the term ne−dR
βR
r (M) survives to E∞ and coincides with the

left-most nonzero homology of K(M). In other words,

e− dR + r = e− dM =⇒ dR = dM + r,

as desired. □

Remark 3.1.13 We can also extract the following numerical identity from the
proof. Since the number ne−dR

coincides with dimk Ext
dR

R (k,R), we have the
formula

βR
pdR(M)(M) ·

(
dimk Ext

depth(R)
R (k,R)

)
= dimk Ext

depthR(M)
R (k,M)

which allows us to compute the top nonzero Koszul homology in terms of the
same invariant for R itself and the Betti numbers of M .

Example 3.1.14 In the above result, the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula, it is
crucial that we assume M has finite projective dimension, since depth(R) is
always finite and thus it cannot hold in the infinite case. E.g., we saw in the
example of R = k[[x]]/(x2) that depth(R) = dim(R) = 0, yet pdR(k) = ∞.

We will spend the rest of this section discussing regular local rings. We will
focus on the homological algebra characterizations of regularity since they are
a bit easier to work with abstractly. At the end we will prove that this is
equivalent to the standard definition of regularity.

Remark 3.1.15 Let (R,m) be Noetherian local and suppose f1, . . . , fe and
g1, . . . , ge are two minimal generating sets for m, i.e. two bases for m/m2. Then
we can choose a change-of-basis matrix between the two bases, and lift it to R
to get a map Re ! Re. Note that this is an isomorphism after tensoring with
R/m, hence its determinant is nonzero mod m, i.e. a unit, so it is invertible.
This matrix (aij) satisfies

∑
i aijfi = gj , and thus

Kos•R(f1, . . . , fr)
∼= Kos•R(g1, . . . , gr)

by a result two sections ago. In particular, Kos•R(f ;M) doesn’t depend on the
choice of minimal generators. So for M finite, we write

hRq (M) := dimkH
−q(Kos•R(f ;M)) <∞

for the corresponding dimension of the Koszul homology, independent of f .
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The key step in proving the main characterization of regular local rings is the
following lemma, which is a simple consequence of the formula we just proved.
We will use the following fact: If I ⊂ R is an ideal, and M is an R/I-module,
then depthR/I(M) = depthR(M). Indeed, it is easy to see that a sequence

f1, . . . , fr ∈ m is M -regular iff f1, . . . , fr ∈ m/I is M -regular.

Lemma 3.1.16 Let (R,m) be Noetherian local and let f ∈ m\m2 be a regular
element. If M ̸= 0 is a finite R/(f)-module with pdR(M) <∞, then

pdR/(f)(M) = pdR(M)− 1.

In particular, pdR/(f)(M) <∞ as well. Necessarily pdR(M) ≥ 1.

Proof Note that f ̸= 0, and thusM cannot be free over R since it has nontrivial
annihilator, so pdR(M) ≥ 1. Note thatM is also finite over R. Take a minimal
free cover

0! K ! F !M ! 0 (∗)
over R, so F is finite free and K ⊂ mF . Since fF 7! fM = 0, fF ⊂ K.
Letting L = K/fF (as an R/(f)-module), this gives an exact sequence

0! fF ! K ! L! 0

of R-modules, and an exact sequence

0! L! F/fF !M ! 0

of R/(f)-modules. We prove the claim by induction on pdR(M) ≥ 1.

First assume pdR(M) = n > 1. Since F is free, pdR(K) = n − 1 by LES in
Ext’s, and since fF ∼= F over R (as f is R-regular), pdR(L) ≤ n − 1. Thus
the inductive hypothesis gives in particular pdR/(f)(L) < ∞, and then since
F/fF = F ⊗R R/(f) is free over R/(f), this means pdR/(f)(M) <∞.

Now we may apply Auslander-Buchsbaum to M over both R and R/(f). By
the remark preceding the proof,

depthR(M) = depthR/(f)(M) depth(R) = depth(R/(f)) + 1,

where the second claim may be checked as R-modules, where it is clear because
(f) is R-regular. Therefore the formula shows pdR/(f)(M) = pdR(M)− 1.

Now suppose pdR(M) = 1. Then K is finite free. If we localize (∗) at f , then
Mf = 0 implies that Kf

∼−! Ff , thus K,F are free of the same rank. Let
e1, . . . , er ∈ F be a basis, and consider the elements {fe1, . . . , fer} ⊂ fF ⊂ K.
We claim that these are linearly independent in K/mK. This will finish the
proof, because then this is a basis, and hence a minimal generating set of K.
But then fF = K, so L = 0, and M = F/fF is already free over R/(f).

To prove the claim, suppose ci ∈ R are such that
∑

i cifei ∈ mK ⊂ m2F .
Since F =

⊕
iRei, this means that cif ∈ m2 for all i. If ci /∈ m for any i, then

it would be invertible in R and thus f ∈ m2, a contradiction. Thus ci ≡ 0 mod
m proving linear independence. □



274 Derived categories in AG

We use this to prove the main characterization of regular local rings, called the
Auslander-Buchsbaum-Serre (ABS) theorem. Recall that if A is a Noetherian
ring, we write

gl.dim(A) := sup{pdA(M) :M is an A-module}

for the global dimension of the ring A. The condition in the lemma above,
namely that f ∈ m \m2, is not hard to satisfy. Indeed, suppose depth(R) > 0;
then m ̸= m2 (otherwise m = 0), and m is not an associated prime, as otherwise
all elements would be zerodivisors. Therefore

m ⊈ m2 ∪
⋃

p∈Ass(R)

p

by prime avoidance (recall that we can take up to two of the ideals in the
avoidance lemma to be non-prime). In particular, there is an element f ∈ m\m2

which avoids the associated primes, i.e. which is a regular element.

Theorem 3.1.17 Let (R,m, k) be a Noetherian local ring. The following are
equivalent:

(i) m is generated by a regular sequence.

(ii) Every minimal generating set of m forms a regular sequence.

(iii) depth(R) = µ(m).

(iv) hR1 (R) = 0

(v) hRi (R) = 0 for i > 0.

(vi) pdR(k) <∞.

(vii) gl.dim(R) <∞.

(viii) gl.dim(Rp) <∞ for each p ∈ SpecR.

Moreover, in this case, the equalities

µ(m) = pdR(k) = depth(R) = gl.dim(R) = dim(R)

all hold.

Definition 3.1.18 A Noetherian local ring R satisfying the equivalent condi-
tions of Thm. 3.1.17 is called a regular local ring. A locally Noetherian scheme
X is regular if OX,x is a regular local ring for each x ∈ X. A Noetherian ring
A is a regular ring if SpecA is a regular scheme.

Proof (of Thm. 3.1.17) Clearly (viii) ⇒ (vii) (take p = m) and (vii) ⇒ (vi),
so we show (vi) ⇒ (viii). Note that n = pdR(k) equals the tor-dimension
of k, hence the tor dimension of kp = k over Rp is ≤ n for all p. Thus
TorRp

p (M,k) = 0 for p ≥ n and all Ap-modulesM , so pdRp
(M) ≤ n. In partic-

ular gl.dim(Rp) ≤ n. As a special case gl.dim(R) ≤ n, but obviously the other
direction holds so gl.dim(R) = n, which is one of the equalities at the end.
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It is clear from Remark 3.1.15 that (v) ⇒ (ii) ⇒ (i). If m is generated by
a regular sequence, then depth(R) ≥ µ(m), but we always have depth(R) =
µ(m) so these two coincide. Since dim(R) is in between these two numbers,
this gives the equality of the three quantities. In particular, a regular sequence
generating m is a minimal generating set and thus (v) holds. Note that this
implies (vi), because the Koszul complex on these generators gives a finite free
resolution of k by (v).

Also, (v) = (iv) because to check regularity of a sequence it suffices to show
that H−1 of the Koszul complex is 0. Moreover, clearly (ii) ⇒ (iii), and since
the top nonzero Koszul homology of R equals µ(m)−depth(R), it follows that
(iii) ⇒ (v).

Finally, assume (vi). Since depthR(k) = 0, Auslander-Buchsbaum implies that
depth(R) = pdR(k), which completes the proof of all equalities at the end of
the statement. We prove (i) by induction on n = pdR(k). If n = 0, then k
is free and hence has trivial annihilator, which forces m = 0. If n > 0, then
depth(R) > 0 and we may choose f ∈ m \ m2 a regular element. Since k is
restricted from R/(f), the previous lemma shows

pdR/(f)(k) = n− 1,

so by induction m/(f) ⊂ R/(f) is generated by a regular sequence f2, . . . , fn.
Thus (f, f2, . . . , fn) is a regular sequence generating m. □

We will now use this criterion to develop some basic theory about regular local
rings, with a focus on using the homological criterion we developed above.
First we start with some basic applications to schemes.

Example 3.1.19 Let k be a field, and consider the Noetherian local ring

R = k[x1, . . . , xn](x1,...,xn).

Since R/(xn) = k[x1, . . . , xn−1](x1,...,xn−1) is a domain, it follows inductively
that (x1, . . . , xn) is a regular sequence in R. Thus R is a regular local ring.
The same proof works if we take

R = k[[x1, . . . , xn]],

the corresponding completion.

Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme, and define

Xreg := {x ∈ X : OX,x is a regular local ring}.

In good cases, Xreg will be an open subset, but this is not true in general. But
what is always true is the following:

Lemma 3.1.20 Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme. Then X is regular iff
OX,x is regular for each closed point x.
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Proof This follows because in a locally Noetherian scheme, every point spe-
cializes to a closed point, and a prime localization of a regular local ring is
regular local by Thm. 3.1.17. □

We remark that the proof of points specializing to closed points in a
locally Noetherian scheme is slightly nontrivial (but classical), however in the
Noetherian case this is obvious because X is quasicompact.

Example 3.1.21 Let k be an algebraically closed field and A = k[x1, . . . , xn]
the polynomial ring on n variables. Then A is a regular ring. Indeed, by the
Nullstellensatz every closed point is of the form (x1 − a1, . . . , xn − an) for
ai ∈ k, and the localization at this point is the Noetherian local ring

R = k[x1, . . . , xn](x1−a1,...,xn−an)
∼= k[x1, . . . , xn](x1,...,xn).

We saw in the previous example that this was a regular local ring. Thus by
the lemma, A is regular.

Example 3.1.22 Let A be a regular ring and S ⊂ A a multiplicative subset.
Then A[S−1] is a regular ring. Indeed, all primes of A[S−1] are of the form
pA[S−1] for some p ⊂ A with p ∩ S = ∅, and the corresponding localization
coincides with Ap.

3.1.2 Regularity and smoothness

Our next goal is to give a criterion for regularity in terms of perfect objects
of the derived category of a scheme. To do this, we want to understand pseu-
docoherent objects and finite tor dimension objects in Dqc(X). For simplicity,
let’s assume X is Noetherian, so that all pseudocoherent objects are bounded
above, and all perfect objects have finite tor dimension. It is easy to formulate
a corresponding statement to anything we say for the locally Noetherian case.

Now, let (R,m) be a regular local ring of dimension d, so that d = gl.dim(R).
Since an individual module M consequently has tor amplitude in [−d, 0], it
follows that if E ∈ D[a,b](R) with b possibly infinite, then E has tor amplitude
in [a− d, b].

To formulate the next result, for E ∈ D(X) we define

Supp(E) =
⋃
n

SuppHn(E).

In particular if E ∈ Db(X) has finite type cohomology (e.g. E ∈ Db
coh(X)),

then Supp(E) ⊂ X is closed.

Lemma 3.1.23 Let X be a Noetherian scheme and E ∈ D+
qc(X). If

Supp(E) ⊂ Xreg, then E has bounded-below tor amplitude. If E ∈ Db
qc(X),

then E has finite tor-dimension. More precisely, if dim(X) = n, Supp(E) ⊂
Xreg, and E ∈ D

[a,b]
qc (X), then E has tor amplitude in [a − n, b], where b is

possibly ∞.
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Proof We know that the tor dimension of E can be computed on the stalks.
The assumption is that Ex is either 0 or Ex ∈ D[a,b](OX,x) where OX,x is a
regular local ring. In both cases, if dim(OX,x) = nx, we know that Ex has tor
amplitude in [a − nx, b]. If n = dim(X), then n ≥ nx for all x, so the result
follows. □

Now we can state the categorical criterion for perfectness. We note that this is
especially interesting because we have seen that Perf(X) ⊂ Dqc(X) coincides
with the full triangulated subcategory of compact objects.

Proposition 3.1.24 Let X be a Noetherian scheme. Then Perf(X) ⊂
Db

coh(X), and this inclusion is an equality iff X is regular.

Proof Since X is quasicompact, Perf(X) = Perfb(X), and by pseudocoherence
it is contained in Db

coh(X). The previous lemma supplies the (⇐) case. Con-
versely, let {x} be a closed point of X with the reduced subscheme structure,
and consider the coherent sheaf O{x} on X. By assumption this has finite tor
dimension, and since I{x},x = mx, its stalk at x is

(i∗O{x})x = OX,x/I{x},x = κ(x),

which thus has finite tor dimension (hence pd) as anOX,x-module. This implies
OX,x is a regular local ring, so we conclude by Lemma 3.1.20. □

In the remainder of this section, we prove some more classical results. To
illustrate the power of the homological techniques, we will try to delay using
any nontrivial commutative algebra until the final result on regular local rings.
For instance, we will even avoid the Krull intersection theorem.

In the next two results we will use the following trivial case: If f ∈ m is a
regular element, then

⋂
n(f

n) = 0. Indeed, let J be the intersection ideal,
which is finitely generated by Noetherianity. Moreover, if fz ∈ J , then for each
n > 0 we can write fz = yfn, thus z = yfn−1 for all n, i.e. z ∈ J . In other
words J = fJ , so J = 0. Note this implies that for every a ̸= 0, there is a
unique largest n ≥ 0 so that a ∈ (fn).

Lemma 3.1.25 Let (R,m) be a regular local ring. Then R is a domain.

Proof Induct on d = dim(R) = pdR(k). We know that if d = 0 then k = R is a
field, so assume d ≥ 1, then we have seen how to use Lemma 3.1.16 to choose
f ∈ m\m2 regular so that R/(f) is a regular local ring with pdR/(f)(k) = d−1,
hence R/(f) is a domain.

Now let x, y ̸= 0 ∈ R such that xy = 0. Let i, j ≥ 0 be maximal so that
x ∈ (f i) and y ∈ (f j), so x = f ix0 and y = f jy0 with x0, y0 /∈ (f). Thus
f i+jx0y0 = 0, so by regularity x0y0 = 0. But reducing mod (f) implies that
x0 or y0 is in (f), a contradiction. □
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Remark 3.1.26 Recall that (e.g. proven in other notes) if X is locally Noethe-
rian, connected, and pointwise a domain, then X is integral. Therefore a
connected regular scheme is integral.

In the next proposition, we are using the convention that a DVR is a local
PID which isn’t a field.

Proposition 3.1.27 Let (R,m) be Noetherian local. The following are equiv-
alent:

(a) R is a DVR.

(b) m is generated by one nonzerodivisor.

(c) R is a regular local ring of dimension 1.

In this case, all nonzero ideals of R are of the form (πn) for n ≥ 0, where π
is any element of m \m2.

Proof By our definition, (a) ⇒ (b). (b) implies that R is regular local, of
dimension exactly one since the nonzerodivisor is in particular not 0. If (c)
holds, then we know that R is a domain with m = (π) for any π ∈ m \m2. We
will show the final claim, which implies that R is a PID and hence (a).

As in the previous proof, for each x let i ≥ 0 be largest so that x ∈ (πi), i.e.
x = πix0 with x0 /∈ (π) = m, which means x0 ∈ R×, thus all elements are
a unit times πi for some i. Now let I be a nonzero ideal and let x ∈ I be a
nonzero element which minimizes the i for which x ∼ πi. Then (x) = (πi), but
on the other hand every other y ∈ I is a unit times πk for k ≥ i, so y ∈ (πi)
as well. Thus I = (πi). □

Example 3.1.28 It follows that a PID, or more generally a Dedekind domain,
is a regular ring.

Recall that the injective dimension idA(M) of an A-module M is defined as
the largest p for which ExtpA(−,M) is a nonzero functor. The same proof as
the one we gave for projective dimension shows that idA(M) coincides with
the smallest length of an injective resolution of M . Since this only relies on
Extn+1(−,M) being zero, this shows that (just as in the projective case) the
first n for which Extn+1(−,M) = 0 is the injective dimension.

Lemma 3.1.29 Let A be a ring and n ≥ 0. The following are equivalent:

(a) gl.dim(A) ≤ n.

(b) pdA(M) ≤ n for all finitely generated modules M .

(c) pdA(M) ≤ n for all cyclic modules M .

(d) idA(M) ≤ n for all modules M .

(e) ExtiA(M,N) = 0 for all i > n and modules M,N .
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(f) Extn+1
A (M,N) = 0 for all modules M and N .

Proof It is clear from our results on projective dimension that (a) = (e) = (f),
and it is clear from the description above that (d) = (e). Obviously (a) ⇒
(b) ⇒ (c), so the only interesting thing to prove is (c) ⇒ (a). For this, we will
prove a slightly more general statement and deduce the result from that:

Lemma 3.1.30 Let M be an A-module equipped with a well-ordered filtration
0 = M0 ⊂ M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Mα ⊂ · · · ⊂ Mλ = M satisfying the following
properties:

(a) For every limit ordinal δ, Mδ =
⋃

α<δMα.

(b) For each α, pdA
(
Mα+1/Mα) ≤ n.

Then pdA(M) ≤ n.

Proof Write Qα = Mα+1/Mα; we induct on n. If n = 0, then each sequence
0!Mα !Mα+1 ! Qα ! 0 splits. Letting sα : Qα !Mα+1 be a section, we
will construct an isomorphism

ϕα :
⊕
β<α

Qβ !Mα

for all α ≤ λ by transfinite recursion, then taking α = λ will show M is
projective. At a successor stage, define

ϕα+1 : (
⊕
β<α

Qβ)⊕Qα !Mα (x, q) 7! ϕα(x) + sα(q),

then by construction of the sα’s, this is still an isomorphism. If α is a limit
ordinal, then ϕα is defined using ϕβ for all β < α, which is well-defined since
an element of the direct sum has only finitely many terms. It is clear that this
remains injective, and surjectivity is by property (a).

Now let n > 0. Let Fα = A[Mα], i.e. it is free with basis all elements of
Mα. Then the filtration (Mα)α induces a filtration (Fα) which also satisfies⋃

α<δMα for limit ordinals. Then take the kernel 0! Kα ! Fα ! Mα ! 0,
so it is clear that (Kα)α is a filtration with the same property. For each α,
consider the quotient sequence

0! Kα+1/Kα ! Fα+1/Fα !Mα+1/Mα ! 0.

By construction, the middle term is the free module with basis the set of
elements in Mα+1 \Mα. Therefore pdA

(
Kα+1/Kα

)
≤ n − 1. By induction,

pdA(Kλ) ≤ n − 1. Then the exact sequence 0 ! Kλ ! Fλ ! M ! 0 shows
that pdA(M) ≤ n. □



280 Derived categories in AG

To apply this in the situation at hand, let M be an arbitrary module and
assume that all cyclic modules have projective dimension ≤ n. Choose a well-
ordered generating set {xα : α < λ} of M by the axiom of choice, and define

Mβ :=
∑
α<β

Axα.

Then Mβ+1/Mβ is cyclic generated by the image of xβ , and clearly Mδ =⋃
β<δMβ for limit ordinals δ. Thus applying the lemma to this filtration shows

pdA(M) ≤ n. □

Proposition 3.1.31 Let A be a Noetherian ring of dimension n. Then A is
a regular ring if and only if gl.dim(A) <∞, in which case gl.dim(A) = n.

Proof By assumption dim(Ap) ≤ n for p ∈ SpecA. (⇒) It suffices to show
that pdA(M) ≤ n for each finite module M . Since A is Noetherian, M is
pseudocoherent, and therefore

ExtpA(M,N)p = ExtpAp
(Mp, Np).

Since Ap is regular local with gl.dim(Ap) ≤ n, it follows that the RHS above is
0 for all p > n and all p. Thus ExtpA(M,N) = 0 for all p > n and N , as desired.
Note that if we choose a prime m ∈ Spec(A) with dim(Am) = n (necessarily
maximal), then κ(m) as an Am-module satisfies ExtnAm

(κ(m), Am) ̸= 0 because
depth(Am) = n, so viewing κ(m) = A/m as a finite A-module we deduce that

ExtnA(A/m, A) ̸= 0

by the stalk formula above. Thus gl.dim(A) = n.

(⇐) Then every module has finite tor dimension, in particular κ(p) has finite
tor dimension over A. Thus we know κ(p)p = κ(p) has finite tor (= projective)
dimension over Ap, which implies Ap is regular local. □

Example 3.1.32 We showed that if k is algebraically closed, then k[x1, . . . , xn]
is a regular ring (of dimension n). Thus it has global dimension n. The proof
shows that to achieve the supremum over projective dimension, we just take the
residue field of a height n point. Thus, k with the trivial action has projective
dimension n. We will generalize this shortly.

Let (R,m, k) be a Noetherian local ring. To say more advanced things about R
especially in the non-regular case, we can consider the collection of invariants
that we have defined so far. Namely, we have hRi (M) for the Koszul homology,
βR
i (M) for the Betti numbers, and we have also been considering the Ext

dimension, which we will now write as

extiR(k,M) := dimk Ext
i
R(k,M).

We have already seen various relations between these numbers, all of which
came from the two spectral sequences discussed earlier. Let us go back and
write down precisely what these two sequences say. Since we only care about
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these as k-vector spaces, we write the terms in the sequence as numbers.
Writing e = µ(m) for the embedding dimension, the two sequences had
E2-pages

Ep,q
2 = extpR(k,M)hRq (R) =⇒ hRe−p−q(M)

and
E−p,−q

2 = βR
p (M)hRq (R) =⇒ hRp+q(M)

for a finite module M . It is helpful to have the pictures in mind. We omit the
letter R from the notation.

extd(k,M)hm extd+1(k,M)hm extd+2(k,M)hm · · ·

...
...

... · · ·

extd(k,M)h1 extd+1(k,M)h1 extd+2(k,M)h1 · · ·

extd(k,M)h0 extd+1(k,M)h0 extd+2(k,M)h0 · · ·

Here, d = depth(M), since we know that d is the first nonzero Ext group, and
m = e − depth(R) which is the top nonzero hp. Note that h0 = 1. Similarly,
the other sequence is:

· · · β2(M)h0 β1(M)h0 β0(M)h0

· · · β2(M)h1 β1(M)h1 β0(M)h1

· · ·
...

...
...

· · · β2(M)hm β1(M)hm β0(M)hm

Here, the top-right is (0, 0). The sequence may or may not terminate towards
the left side if M has finite projective dimension. This is an extremely large
amount of numerical information. We remark that in case R is regular local,
both spectral sequences are trivial because hi = 0 for i > 0, and so they
just recover what we would already know from computing using the Koszul
complex of the maximal ideal as a projective resolution for k.

Example 3.1.33 Suppose R satisfies the property that µ(m) = depth(R) + 1,
which is not unusual; most codim one singularities will have this property, such
as a singularity on a curve. Then both spectral sequences only have two rows
because m = 1, so we can get long exact sequences in the classical way. Let’s
start with the top sequence. First of all, any differentials on E3 will be zero,
so E3 = E∞. Based on this, e.g. in the first sequence, let

rp := rank
(
extp(k,M)h1 ! extp+2(k,M)

)
be the rank of the only nontrivial differentials. Since hi(M) is zero after i = e,
there will be a stable range after which we obtain a periodicity, and an unstable
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range. The definition immediately gives the following recurrence relation:

he−p(M) = extp(k,M) + h1 ext
p−1(k,M)− rp−2 − rp−1,

where at the lower edge he−d(M) = extd(k,M). Here we are using that rd−1 =
rd−2 = 0. The stable range is where p ≥ e, in which case we obtain

extp+2(k,M) = h1 ext
p(k,M),

i.e. there is eventually a 2-periodicity. Likewise, doing the same thing with
the second spectral sequence, let sp denote the corresponding nontrivial
differentials. Then

hp(M) = βp(M) + h1βp−1(M)− s−p − s−p−1,

with edge case h0(M) = β0(M) as is already known. The stable range is
p ≥ e− d, where βp+2(M) = h1βp(M).

Example 3.1.34 Let Q be a regular local ring of dimension n, and f ∈ Q an
element in the maximal ideal. Then the Noetherian local ring R = Q/(f) is
called a hypersurface ring. Since Q is a domain, f is regular, thus depth(R) =
n − 1. We also know by our dimension result that dim(R) = n − 1, so R is
Cohen-Macaulay. Since µ(mQ) = n, either µ(mR) = n or n − 1. In the latter
case, this would imply R is regular local, so let’s assume R is singular. Then
µ(mR) = depth(R) + 1, and we are in the situation of the example above.

Now since Q is regular, Kos•Q(y1, . . . , yn) is a free resolution for k over Q.
Therefore the homology of

Kos•Q(y1, . . . , yn)⊗Q R = Kos•R(y1, . . . , yn)

computes TorQi (k,R), but by construction y1, . . . , yn is a minimal generating
set for mR, so it also computes hRi (R). But now we have a length 1 free

resolution 0 ! Q
f
−! Q ! R ! 0 of R over Q, and tensoring with k gives

k
0
−! k. In particular

hR0 (R) = 1 hR1 (R) = 1 hRi (R) = 0 i ≥ 0.

Thus in our previous computation we may take h1 = 1, and we get literal 2-
periodicity βp+2(M) = βp(M) for all p ≥ n − depth(M). We also obtain this
in the ext groups extp+2(k,M) = extp(k,M) for p ≥ n. Let’s consider two
special cases.

1. M = R. In this case the β relations are trivial, but we can consider Ext’s.
We know that depth(R) = n− 1,

ext0(k,R) = · · · = extn−2(k,R) = 0,

and extn−1(k,R) = h1(R) = 1. We also know that

extn(k,R) = extn+2(k,R) = · · · extn+1(k,R) = extn+3(k,R) = · · ·



Vihaan Dheer 283

and extn(k,R) ≤ 1, but it is difficult to say any more from what we have writ-
ten. It is however true that R is a Gorenstein singularity since it’s a complete
intersection, which shows for abstract reasons that in fact extn and extn+1 are
zero, as are all the higher exts.

2. M = k. Now the Koszul numbers hi(k) are n choose i, because all dif-
ferentials in the Koszul complex are killed by tensoring with k. We have
2-periodicity in the βi(k) for i ≥ n, so at least one of βn(k) and βn+1(k) has to
be nonzero, otherwise k would have finite projective dimension. Beyond this,
there is not much to say except in a specific example.

Example 3.1.35 For concreteness, let R = k[[x, y]]/(y2 − x3) ∼= k[[t2, t3]] be the
cuspidal cubic. Then dim(R) = depth(R) = 1 by the previous example. Let’s
compute the Betti numbers of k by building a minimal resolution. It is helpful
to start by writing the augmented Koszul complex and seeing what goes wrong:

0! R
(−y,x)T

−−−−−! R2 (x,y)
−−−! R↠ k ! 0

To test exactness at R2, suppose (f, g) ∈ R2 such that fx+ gy = 0. We claim
that the other map doesn’t have full image: indeed, take (f, g) = (−x2, y) and
then the relation is satisfied, however this is clearly not in the image. Thus we
replace this with

R2 A
−! R2 (x,y)

−−−! R! k ! 0,
where

A =

(
−y −x2
x y

)
.

Then by construction the composite is zero, so now suppose fx + gy = 0.
Using the t coordinate, this means ft2 + gt3 = t2(f + tg) = 0, so f = −tg.
Since tg ∈ k[t2, t3], this means g ∈ (t2, t3) = (x, y), otherwise tg would have a
t1 term. Writing g = xu+ yv, we get f = −yu− x2v. Thus (f, g) = A(−u, v),
showing exactness. Since A and (x, y) have coefficients in the maximal ideal,
this also shows that µ(m) = 2, and hence R is a singular hypersurface as above.
One can now iterate this computation and show similarly that

· · ·! R2 B
−! R2 A

−! R2 B
−! R2 A

−! R2 (x,y)
−−−! R! k ! 0

is exact, where

B =

(
y x2

x y

)
which also has coefficients in m. This confirms that βR

i (k) = 2 for i ≥ 2, and
also explicitly explains the 2-periodicity we were seeing in the proof of the
example.

Finally, in the rest of this section we discuss more criteria for regularity. As a
warmup, here is the easiest one.

Lemma 3.1.36 Let f : X ! Y be a faithfully flat map of locally Noetherian
schemes. If X is regular, then Y is regular.
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Proof Since f is surjective, for each y ∈ Y we may choose x 7! y and consider
the corresponding faithfully flat local map OY,y ! OX,x with the latter a
regular local ring. By commutativity of tor with flat base change,

Tor
OY,y
∗ (κ(y), N) ⊗

OY,y

OX,x
∼= Tor

OX,x
∗ (κ(y) ⊗

OY,y

OX,x, N ⊗
OY,y

OX,x),

and since gl.dim(OX,x) = n <∞, the RHS is zero in degrees > n. Since OX,x

is faithfully flat, this implies Tor
OY,y
∗ (κ(y), N) is zero in degrees > n, hence

pdOY,y
(κ(y)) <∞. □

For instance, a field extension k ↪! K is faithfully flat as it is free, thus if
X ! Spec(k) is a k-scheme then writing XK = X ×k Spec(K), XK ! X is
faithfully flat by stability under base change. In particular if XK is regular
then X is regular.

Lemma 3.1.37 Let ϕ : (R,mR, kR) ! (S,mS , kS) be a flat local map of
Noetherian local rings. If R and F = S/mRS are both regular, then S is
regular, and moreover

dimS = dimR+ dimF
holds.

Proof By assumption we may choose regular sequences

mR = (x1, . . . , xr) mF = mS/mRS = (y1, . . . , ys)

generating the respective maximal ideals. Choose lifts of yi to yi ∈ mS , so that

mS = (ϕ(x1), . . . , ϕ(xr), y1, . . . , ys) = (ϕ(x), y).

We claim this is a regular sequence (which will also prove the dimension
equality). Indeed, first since S is flat over R,

Kos•S(ϕ(x)) = Kos•R(x)⊗L
R S = R/m⊗R S = F.

Therefore,

KosS(ϕ(x), y) = KosS(ϕ(x))⊗L
S KosS(y)

= F ⊗L
S KosS(y) = KosF (y)

= kF = k,

in D(S), proving the claim. □

Corollary 3.1.38 Let f : X ! Y be a flat morphism of locally Noetherian
schemes. If Y is regular, and the fiber Xy is regular for all y ∈ Y , then X is
regular.

Proof For x ∈ X, let y = f(x), then the map OY,y ! OX,x is a flat local map
with regular domain. Then OX,x/myOX,x = OXy,x is regular, by assumption,
therefore OX,x is regular by the flat-local criterion. □
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In practice, we want to use a stronger condition for morphisms which is actually
stable under base change, since the one above is not; thus we make the following
definition. First, recall that if X ! Y is locally of finite type and Y ′ is a locally
Noetherian Y -scheme, then X×Y Y

′ is locally Noetherian. So, if X ! Spec(k)
is locally of finite type over a field, we say that X is geometrically regular if
XK is regular for all field extensions k ⊂ K.

Suppose X ! Y is locally of finite type. Then it has geometrically regular
fibers ifXy ! Spec(κ(y)) is geometrically regular for all y ∈ Y . In other words,
Xy ×κ(y) Spec(K) is regular for all extensions κ(y) ⊂ K. It is also equivalent
to ask for all geometric fibers to be regular because we proved that regularity
descends under extension of the base field.

Finally, a morphism X ! Y is smooth if it is locally of finite type, flat, and
has geometrically regular fibers. (Note: the usual definition of smooth requires
locally of finite presentation, but since we will not need this assumption we
omit it.) Here are the basic properties of smoothness.

Lemma 3.1.39

(a) A composition of smooth morphisms is smooth.

(b) An open immersion is smooth.

(c) An arbitrary base change of a smooth morphism is smooth.

(d) If X ! Y is smooth and Y is regular, then X is regular.

(e) f : X ! Y is smooth iff f−1(U) ! U is smooth for all U in an open
cover of Y .

(f) X ! Y is smooth iff U ↪! X ! Y is smooth for all U in an open cover
of X.

(g) If we have a cartesian square

X ′ Y ′

X Y

⌟

where X ′ ! Y ′ is smooth and Y ′ ! Y is fpqc, then X ! Y is smooth.

(h) A morphism X ! Y is smooth iff it is flat or finite type, and the fibers
Xy ! Specκ(y) are smooth for all y ∈ Y .

Proof (c) Locally of finite type and flat are both stable under base change.
Then for y′ ∈ Y lying over y, we have(

X ×Y Y ′)
y′ = Xy ×κ(y) Specκ(y

′),

hence for any extension K ⊃ κ(y′),
(
X ×Y Y ′)

y′,K
= (Xy)K is regular.

(d) This is by Cor. 3.1.38.
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(a) This holds for locally finite type/presentation and flatness, and if X !
Y ! Z is a composition with z ∈ Z, then Xz = X ×Y Yz. For all K ⊃ κ(z),
(Xz)K = X ×Y (Yz)K , so (Xz)K ! SpecYzK is smooth by (c), hence (Xz)K
is regular by (d).

(b) An open immersion is locally of finite presentation and flat, and its fibers
are either empty or Spec(κ(x)), which is clearly geometrically regular.

(e) One direction follows from (c), and conversely, finite type/presentation are
local on the target, while f−1(U) ! U has the same fibers as X ! Y for
y ∈ U , so geometric regularity is too.

(f) One direction follows from (a) and (b). Conversely, locally of finite type-
/presentation and flatness are local on the source. If U ! X ! Y is smooth
for all U in an open cover, then for each y ∈ Y , consider Xy ×κ(y)K for some
extension K ⊃ κ(y). Then Uy ×κ(y) K ⊂ Xy ×κ(y) K is regular for all U in
a cover of X, which thus forms a cover of Xy, and hence Xy is geometrically
regular.

(g) Locally of finite type/presentation and flatness are fpqc local on the target.
If y′ ∈ Y ′ lies over y ∈ Y , then X ′

y′ = Xy ×κ(y) Specκ(y
′), so (X ′

y′)K =
(Xy)K for an extension K ⊃ κ(y′) ⊃ κ(y). Since flatness descends along
field extensions, it is clear that Xy is geometrically regular. Since Y ′ ! Y is
surjective, this covers all fibers.

(h) This is clear, because if X ! Spec k is smooth, then XK ! Spec(K) is
smooth by (c), so XK is regular by (d). □

Example 3.1.40 We show by induction on n that Spec k[x1, . . . , xn]! Spec k
is a smooth morphism. Everything is flat over a field, and polynomial rings
are finitely presented k-algebras by definition. When n = 1, we have to show
k[x] is geometrically regular over k, but indeed K[x] is a PID for every K,
and hence regular (Example 3.1.28). For n > 1, take the smooth morphism
Spec k[x1, . . . , xn−1]! Spec k, base change to obtain a smooth morphism

Spec k[x1, . . . , xn]! Spec k[xn],

and finally compose with the smooth morphism Spec k[xn]! Spec k by n = 1.
This also gives a proof that k[x1, . . . , xn] is a regular ring which avoids the
Nullstellensatz. Since it has dimension n, it has global dimension n, which is
known as Hilbert’s syzygy theorem.

Example 3.1.41 More generally, let S be a scheme. Then An
S ! S is a smooth

morphism. Indeed, it suffices to show that An
Z ! SpecZ is smooth. It is of

finite presentation, and Z[x1, . . . , xn] is free over Z hence flat. The fibers are
An

Fp
! SpecFp and An

Q ! SpecQ, which are smooth by Example 3.1.40.

In particular, if A is a regular ring, then A[x1, . . . , xn] is regular. If A has
dimension r, then A[x1, . . . , xn] has global dimension r+n. Another corollary
is that Pn

S ! S is smooth for every S by locality on the source.
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In the rest of this subsection we will give some of the classical criteria for
regularity. Notably, we will still not rely on the characterization of regularity as
dim(R) = µ(m). We will see that in general, the place where we can most easily
detect regularity is in the case of a regular immersion. The most important
regularity criterion is how to tell whether k[x1, . . . , xn](x1,...,xn)/I is a regular
local ring for some ideal I. This is because if we are given an fppf morphism
f : X ! S and want to test for smoothness, then we have to check whether
Xs ×κ(s) SpecK is regular for K an algebraically closed field. This is locally
of the form SpecK[x1, . . . , xn]/I for some ideal I, and by the Nullstellensatz
we only have to check regularity at points of the form

(x1 − a1, . . . , xn − an) ai ∈ K,

whose local rings reduce to those of the form above.

Let’s start with a Noetherian local ring (Q,mQ). If I ⊂ mQ is an ideal, define
the Noetherian local ring R := (Q/I,mR) with mR = mQ/I. Then R and Q
have the same residue field k = Q/mQ. Note that by definition, we have an
exact sequence

0!
I

I ∩m2
Q

!
mQ

m2
Q

!
mR

m2
R

! 0

of k-vector spaces, giving the cotangent space of R as a quotient of that of Q.
Thus this natural quotient map is an isomorphism iff I ⊂ m2

Q. If this condition
holds and Q is a regular local ring, then we say that Q/I is a minimal regular
presentation of R.

More generally, let Q be a regular local ring; by choosing a splitting of the
sequence above, we can lift a basis for mR/m

2
R to a linearly independent set

in mQ/m
2
Q. The fact that this can be completed to a basis (hence a regular

sequence of length dim(Q)) implies that whenever we choose f1, . . . , fr gen-
erating mR = mQ/I with lifts f1, . . . , fr ∈ mQ, then these will form a regular
sequence in Q. The ideal J := (f1, . . . , fr) is called a transverse parameter
ideal, and can give information aboutR; for instance, what we have said implies
that Kos•Q(f1, . . . , fr) gives a resolution of Q/J , and on the other hand if we

tensor this with R we will obtain Kos•R(f1, . . . , fr) which we know controls a
lot of interesting regularity information about R. Thus R ⊗L

Q Q/J is the key
to detecting things like regularity of the subvariety R.

Before continuing any generalities, let’s discuss the specific and most-used
example, which is that of a hypersurface. Again assume Q is regular local and
I = (f) for some f ∈ mQ. We have already seen that if f ∈ mQ \ m2

Q, then
R = Q/(f) is again a regular local ring of one dimension lower. Conversely, if
f ∈ m2

Q, then µ(mR) = µ(mQ), yet dim(R) = dim(Q)− 1 so the ring must be

singular. Thus R is regular iff f ∈ mQ \m2
Q.

Now specialize to Q = k[x1, . . . , xn](x1,...,xn) and let f ∈ mQ. By clearing
denominators, we may assume f is represented by a polynomial in k[x]. But
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we know that

f ≡
n∑

i=1

∂f

∂xi
(0)xi (mod m2

Q),

and since {x1, . . . , xn} is a basis for mQ/m
2
Q, we conclude thatQ/(f) is singular

iff ∂f/∂xi|x=0 = 0. This provides the following criterion:

Lemma 3.1.42 Let k be a field and f ∈ A := k[x1, . . . , xn] be a nonzero
polynomial, and let k be an algebraic closure. The following are equivalent:

(a) SpecA/(f) is smooth over Spec k.

(b) For any algebraically closed field K ⊃ k and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Kn with
f(a) = 0, ∂f/∂xi|x=a ̸= 0 for all i.

(c) For each a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ k
n
, with f(a) = 0, ∂f/∂xi|x=a ̸= 0 for all i.

(d) (f, ∂x1f, . . . , ∂xnf) = (1) over k[x1, . . . , xn].

(e) (f, ∂x1f, . . . , ∂xnf) = (1) over A.

Proof A/(f) is a smooth k-algebra precisely when over all algebraically closed
fields K containing k, the base change K[x1, . . . , xn]/(f) is regular. If we take
K = k, then it is clear from the Nullstellensatz, Lemma 3.1.20, and the local
ring description above (after shifting points) that (a) ⇔ (b). Clearly (b) ⇒ (c).
It follows again from the Nullstellensatz that (c) = (d).

Likewise, (b) is equivalent to the version of (d) where k is replaced with any
such K. But now this is equivalent to (e), because A ! K[x1, . . . , xn] is
faithfully flat (since k ! K is), and thus (A/J) ⊗k K = 0 implies A/J = 0,
i.e. J = A, where J = (f, ∂x1 , . . . , ∂xn). □

Remark 3.1.43 Let A = R[x1, . . . , xn] for some ring R and f ∈ A, and assume
that A/(f) is flat over R. Then again J = (f, ∂x1f, . . . , ∂xnf) = A implies that
A/(f) is a smooth R-algebra. Indeed, this implies that for each p ∈ Spec(R),
we have Jκ(p)[x1, . . . , xn] = κ(p)[x1, . . . , xn], which by the lemma implies that
the fiber is smooth over κ(p). The converse holds if f is a nonzerodivisor. In

this case, we have a sequence 0 ! A
f
−! A ! A/(f) ! 0, and since A/(f) is

flat the sequence remains exact upon tensoring with κ(p). This ensures that
f does not become zero over any of the fibers, and hence the criterion above
applies fiberwise again.

Example 3.1.44 Let A = Z[x1, . . . , xn] and f ∈ A a nonzero polynomial.

Consider the sequence 0 ! A
f
−! A ! A/(f) ! 0, which shows that

Tor1(A/(f),Fp), i.e. the module of p-torsion, is zero iff multiplication by f
remains injective upon base changing to Fp. In particular, A/(f) is torsion-
free (= flat) iff f is not 0 modulo p for any p, i.e. if the coefficients of f have
gcd 1 (namely f is ‘primitive’). Then A/(f) is smooth over Z exactly when
(f, ∂x1f, . . . , ∂xnf) = (1). This shows that a hypersurface defined by such an
f over any ring R is smooth over R.
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Now let’s return to a more general setting and discuss regular immersions.
Let (Q,mQ, k) be Noetherian local and I ⊂ m an ideal. Let (x1, . . . , xr) =
I be a minimal generating set. Then we have seen that Kos•Q(x1, . . . , xr) is
independent (up to isomorphism) of the choice of minimal generating set of
I. Thus, we say I is a complete intersection ideal if a (or, equivalently, any)
minimal generating set of I forms a regular sequence in Q.

Let’s see that this notion is well-behaved in a number of ways. First of all,
we define gradeQ(I,M) to be the supremum over lengths of an M -regular
sequence contained in I. We write gradeQ(I) = gradeE(I,Q) for the maximal
length of a regular sequence inside I.

Lemma 3.1.45 Let (Q,m, k) be Noetherian local. Then we have

gradeQ(I,M) = inf
p⊃I

depthQp
(Mp) = inf{j : ExtjQ(Q/I,M)}

for any ideal I ⊂ m and finite module M , and this coincides with the length
of any maximal M -regular sequence in I.

Proof The Ext-characterization and its equality to the length of any maximal
M -regular sequence is proved identically to the case where I = m which we
showed earlier; the case of interest is the initial equality. First, if f1, . . . , fr is an
M -regular sequence contained in I, then localizing the corresponding Koszul
complex at any p ⊃ I gives an Mp-regular sequence of the same length.

Conversely, let f1, . . . , fr be a maximal M -regular sequence contained in I, so
r = gradeQ(I,M). LetN =M/(f1, . . . , fr), then by assumption, I is contained
in the union of associated primes of N . By prime avoidance, let q ⊃ I be an
associated prime. Now upon localization at q, the sequence remainsMq-regular
by the argument above, with quotient Nq. But by construction, q contains no
Nq-regular elements, hence the given sequence is maximal in qQq. This implies
r = depthQq

(Mq), giving the other direction. □

Note that as a consequence, gradeQ(I) ≤ µ(I). Indeed, any minimal prime p
over I has ht(p) ≤ µ(I), and

depth(Qp) ≤ dim(Qp) = ht(p) ≤ µ(I),

therefore the claim follows. We also write ht(I) = infp⊃I ht(p), so this shows
that in fact gradeQ(I) ≤ ht(I).

As a corollary, the following are equivalent for (Q,m, k) and I ⊂ Q:

(a) I is a complete intersection ideal.

(b) I is generated by a regular sequence f1, . . . , fr, in which case r =
gradeQ(I) = ht(I) = µ(I).

(c) gradeQ(I) = µ(I).
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The description above makes it clear that (a) and (b) are equivalent. To show
that (b) implies (a), we can copy the spectral sequence proof from the earlier
case when I = m to show that µ(I) − gradeQ(I,M) equals the top homol-
ogy degree (i.e. lowest cohomology degree) of H−∗(KosQ(f1, . . . , fr)), where
f1, . . . , fr is any minimal generating set of I. In particular if the two numbers
coincide then any such minimal generating set is a regular sequence.

Remark 3.1.46 We usually consider complete intersections when the ring Q is
a regular local ring, or at least when Q is Cohen-Macaulay. In that case, we
observe that since depth(Qp) = dim(Qp), we have gradeQ(I) = ht(I).

Definition 3.1.47 Let i : Z ! X be a closed immersion of locally Noetherian
schemes. i is a regular immersion if the quasicoherent ideal sheaf IZ ⊂ OX

corresponding to i has the property that Iz ⊂ OX,z is a complete intersection
ideal for all z ∈ Z.

Given a closed immersion, one writes Reg(i) ⊂ Z for the set of points of Z for
which Ii(z) ⊂ mi(z) ⊂ OX,i(z) is a complete intersection ideal. We will now see
that this locus has good properties.

First, suppose i : Z ↪! X is a closed immersion and z ∈ Reg(i). Thus we
may find an open nbhd U ⊂ X and sections f1, . . . , fr ∈ H0(U, IZ) such that
(f1,z, . . . , fr,z) = IZ,z form a regular sequence generating IZ,z in OX,z. Since
IZ is finite type, we may shrink U and assume that f1, . . . , fr generate IZ |U .
Then consider the kernel in

0! Ki ! OU/(f1, . . . , fi−1)
fi−! OU/(f1, . . . , fi−1).

Since X is locally Noetherian, each Ki has closed support, and thus by
shrinking U again r times, we may assume that (f1, . . . , fr) forms a regular
sequence generating IZ over some open nbhd U ⊂ X, with the property that
OU/(f1, . . . , fr) ̸= 0. Now for x ∈ U \ Z, the stalk of this sequence generates
the unit ideal in OX ; but for each z′ ∈ U ∩Z, we obtain a regular sequence in
OX,z generating IZ,z. In particular, U ∩Z ⊂ Reg(i) and thus Reg(i) is open.

Lemma 3.1.48 Let i : Z ! X be a regular immersion of Noetherian schemes.
Then i∗OZ is perfect on X, so in particular i is quasi-perfect.

Proof The first statement implies the latter because i is affine, and this claim
is local on the target. By the above we may shrink X and assume there is
a regular sequence in H0(X,OX) cutting out i∗OZ , so the Koszul complex
provides a finite free resolution. □

The next result requires a bit more buildup, which should be added here.

Lemma 3.1.49 A section of a smooth morphism of locally Noetherian
schemes is a regular immersion.
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3.1.3 Classical applications of regularity

Our next goal is to prove that regular local rings are UFDs, which forms
the basis for various results in scheme theory. We will give an interesting
application of this, which is to prove that all coherent sheaves on a Noetherian
regular semiseparated scheme of dimension n have a length n resolution by
vector bundles.

Lemma 3.1.50 Let R be a regular local ring. Then Pic(Spec(Rf )) = 0 for
any f ∈ R.

Proof Let Ñ be a line bundle on SpecRf , so in particular N is finitely gener-
ated by some {x1, . . . , xr}. Let M be the R-submodule

∑
iRxi ⊂ N , then by

flatness of localization we have Mf ⊂ N , yet clearly this is an equality since
Mf contains

∑
iRfxi = N .

In particular, sinceM is finite over a regular local ring, it has a finite resolution
by finite free modules. By localizing the corresponding exact sequence at f ,
we obtain an exact sequence

0! Fn ! · · ·! F0 ! N ! 0

with Fi finite free over Rf . Then this is a sequence of constant rank vector
bundles on SpecRf , so by the determinant formula (e.g. Prop 2.2.5 of the
exterior power notes) we obtain

· · · ⊗ det(F̃1)
∨ ⊗ det(F̃0)⊗ det(Ñ)∨ = OSpecAf

,

and since Ñ has rank 1 this means:

Ñ ∼= det(F̃0)⊗ det(F̃1)
∨ ⊗ · · ·

The RHS is finite free, hence Ñ is free. □

With this, the main result is relatively easy to prove. The only remaining input
is the following simple observation: Let A be a domain and a ∈ A an irreducible
element. If p ∈ A is prime and a/1 ∈ Ap is prime, then in fact a is prime in A.

Indeed, suppose b, c ∈ A such that a | bc, then this holds in Ap, so we may
assume a/1 | b/1. Thus we may write pnb = ad in A for some d, and assume
n ≥ 1 otherwise we are done; if p | a, then since a is irreducible we must have
(a) = (p) is prime. Otherwise, since p | ad, this means p | d, so we deduce
pn−1b = ad′ by cancellation. We may continue reducing the exponent of p until
it is zero, thus eventually b = ad′′ for some d′′, i.e. a | b.

Theorem 3.1.51 Let (R,m) be a regular local ring. Then R is a UFD.

Proof If dim(R) = 0 then R is a field, so assume dim(R) > 0. Then we know
that we can take any p ∈ m \ m2 and R/(p) will be a regular local ring of
dimension dim(R) − 1, so in particular p is prime. Let p ⊂ R be a height 1
prime, then we have to show p is principal. If p ∈ p, then 0 ⊊ (p) ⊂ p shows
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(p) = p is principal, so assume p /∈ p. Then pRp ⊂ Rp is a prime, and we claim
it is a line bundle.

Each prime of Rp is of the form qRp for p /∈ q, thus htR(q) ≤ dim(R)−1 (since
p ∈ m so q ̸= m). Therefore Rq is a regular local ring of dimension ≤ dim(R)−1
and hence a UFD. But now (pRp)qRp = pRq, and htRq

(pRq) = dim(Rq) =
htR(q) = 1, so pRq is a principal ideal in Rq. Thus all prime localizations of
pRp are rank 1 free modules, proving the claim.

By the lemma, pRp ⊂ Rp is free of rank 1, hence pRp = (f/pm) for some m
and f ∈ p. Since R is Noetherian, we can write f = a1 · · · ar as a product of
irreducible elements, so ai ∈ p for some i. Then ai/1 ∈ pRp and divides the
prime element f/pm in Rp, thus ai/1 ∼ f/pm, so pRp = (ai/1), i.e. ai/1 is
prime. By the observation preceding the proof, it follows that ai is prime in
R, and (0) ⊊ (ai) ⊂ p shows (ai) = p is principal. □

This result is sometimes also called the Auslander-Buchsbaum theorem. Recall
that a scheme X for which OX,x is a UFD for all x is called locally factorial.
So the result shows that a regular scheme is locally factorial. Since UFDs are
integrally closed domains, this also shows that regular schemes are all normal.
There is an important converse in dimension 1, which we can now show.

Proposition 3.1.52 Let (R,m) be a Noetherian local ring of dimension 1.
Then R is regular iff R is a DVR iff R is an integrally closed domain.

Proof We have already proven the equivalence of the first two conditions, and
we have just seen that the first two imply the third. Suppose the third: note
the only two primes are (0) ⊊ m. Let 0 ̸= x ∈ m, and observe that

√
(x)

is the intersection of primes containing x, i.e.
√

(x) = m. Since m is finitely
generated, take the smallest n for which mn ⊂ (x). If n = 1 we are done by
Prop. 3.1.27, and if n > 1 then mn−1 ⊊ (x).

Thus we may choose y ∈ mn−1 ⊂ m with y /∈ (x), so by assumption y/x is in
FracR and not R; but (y/x)m ⊂ mn/x(x) ⊂ R. We claim (y/x)m ⊈ m. If this
were false, then we have an R-linear endomorphism (y/x) : m! m, and since
m is finitely generated this implies (y/x) is integral over R (see Lemma 1.3.3
in the exterior power notes). This would contradict integral closure.

Thus take z ∈ m such that (y/x)z /∈ m, i.e. yz/x is a unit in R, so letting
π = z(yz/x)−1 ∈ m gives an element of m such that π(y/x) = 1. But for every
w ∈ m, (y/x)w ∈ R, so w = π(y/x)w ∈ (π), which shows that m = (π). Hence
by Prop. 3.1.27, R is a DVR. □

This is nice because it says that for any (locally Noetherian) normal scheme X,
a codimension 1 point ηZ ∈ X has OX,ηZ

a regular local ring. We sometimes
say that normal schemes are ‘regular in codimension 1’; e.g. any reduced curve
admits a smooth model.



Vihaan Dheer 293

Next we’ll discuss global resolutions by vector bundles. Let X be a locally
Noetherian scheme. X has the resolution property if every coherent sheaf is a
quotient of a vector bundle (a locally free sheaf of finite rank). Most things that
we work with have the resolution property by virtue of the following example:

Example 3.1.53 Let X be a locally Noetherian scheme with an ample line
bundle L. Then X has the resolution property. Indeed, for each coherent sheaf
F , there exists n≫ 0 such that L⊗n ⊗OX

F is globally generated, i.e. there is
a surjection Om

X ! L⊗n ⊗OX
F ! 0. Thus (L⊗−n)m ! F ! 0 is a surjection

from a vector bundle. In particular, this applies whenever X is quasiprojective
over a Noetherian ring.

It is an interesting and difficult question to answer whether or not a scheme has
the resolution property. For instance, it is unknown whether there is a Noethe-
rian proper scheme without the resolution property, or even a Noetherian
separated scheme without it. It is a fun result to prove that if X is Noetherian
with the resolution property then X is semiseparated, but this uses the fact
that Dqc(X) = D(QCoh(X)) in the Noetherian case, which we haven’t shown.

Proposition 3.1.54 Let X be a regular scheme of dimension n. If X has the
resolution property, then every coherent sheaf admits a resolution by vector
bundles of length n.

Proof This is the usual trick: by Noetherianity, we can inductively build a
(finite) locally free resolution of a coherent sheaf F , where at each step the
kernel remains coherent, so we may take a vector bundle surjecting onto it. Do
this and take the kernel at the nth step:

0! K! En−1 ! · · ·! E1 ! E0 ! F ! 0.

Since F is coherent, it suffices to show Kx is a free OX,x-module for all x. But
indeed OX,x is a regular local ring of dimension ≤ n, so by dimension shifting
we see pdKx = 0, i.e. it is free. □

Example 3.1.55 Here is a slightly more general statement. Let X have the
resolution property and suppose E ∈ Perfb(X) has perfect amplitude (i.e. tor
amplitude) in [a, b]. Then E is represented by a complex E• of vector bundles
concentrated in [a, b]. Using the collection of vector bundles as an adapted
class on Coh(X), it follows that E is isomorphic to a complex F• of vector
bundles concentrated in (−∞, b]. By Prop. 2.2.53, τ≥aF• is a complex of flat
sheaves, so the bottom cohomology is flat. It is also the cokernel of a map of
coherent sheaves, hence coherent. A finitely presented flat sheaf is locally free,
which completes the proof.

Proposition 3.1.56 Let X be a Noetherian separated locally factorial scheme.
Then X has the resolution property.
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The hypothesis arises because the equivalence between Weil divisors and
Cartier divisors works over locally factorial schemes. We will use this to show
that X has an ‘ample family of line bundles’, and then that X has the
resolution property.

Indeed, first since X is Noetherian it has finitely many components {Xi},
and since each local ring is a domain we know that they must be disjoint
(and clopen). Then if the result is known in the integral case, then if F is a
coherent sheaf on X we may take vector bundles Ei ↠ FXi , then the direct
sum

⊕
i ji,∗Ei of their pushforwards still surjects onto F , because in this case

ji,∗ coincides with ji,!. Thus we may assume X is integral. We will now show
that the collection of opens {Xs : s ∈ L(X),L ∈ Pic(X)} forms a basis for X.

Indeed, choose x ∈ X and U an open nbhd of x. First suppose that Z := X \U
is irreducible, and thus view it as a closed integral subscheme. If ηZ ∈ Z is the
generic point, then we claim that OX,x ⊈ OX,ηx as subsets of K(X). If this
were false, then the canonical map SpecOX,ηx ! X and the composition

SpecOX,ηx ! SpecOX,x ! X

would be two maps agreeing at the closed point of the source, so by separated-
ness they must agree. This factorization would imply (by the correspondence
between specializations and maps from local rings to X) that x ∈ {ηZ} = Z,
which is a contradiction. Therefore, we may choose f ∈ K(X) such that
f ∈ OX,x but f /∈ OX,ηZ

.

Now, let D = (f)∞ be the pole divisor of f , which is effective. By construction
x /∈ D, but Z ⊂ D. Since X is locally factorial, this is an effective Cartier
divisor, and L := OX(D) comes with a canonical section sD ∈ L such that
V (sD) = D. In particular, x ∈ Xs and X \Xs ⊃ Z, i.e. Xs ⊂ U . This proves
our claim in the case that Z is irreducible. If it isn’t, then let Z = Z1∪· · ·∪Zr

be the components and apply the case above to X \Zi for each i, which gives
line bundles Li with sections si such that x ∈ Xsi ⊂ X \ Zi. Then write
s = s1 · · · sr ∈ L1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Lr, which satisfies

x ∈ Xs = Xs1 ∩ · · · ∩Xsr ⊂ X \
⋃
i

Zi = U

as desired.

Now let’s axiomatize this condition: LetX be a quasicompact scheme equipped
with a collection S of line bundles such that the open sets {Xs : s ∈ L,L ∈ S}
form a basis for the topology on X. If moreover the collection S is closed under
multiplication, i.e. is a multiplicative submonoid of Pic(X), then we will call
S an ample family of line bundles. The basic property is the following:

Lemma 3.1.57 Let X be a qcqs scheme with an ample family S of line bun-
dles. Then for each finite type sheaf F over X there exists L ∈ S such that
L ⊗ F is finitely globally generated.



Vihaan Dheer 295

Proof This has the same proof as in the ample case, which is namely the qcqs
lemma for line bundles. Namely, since X is quasicompact we may find finitely
many line bundles L1, . . . ,Ln with sections si ∈ Li(X) such that:

(a) X = Xs1 ∪ · · · ∪Xsn .

(b) There is a surjection Oki

Xsi
↠ F|Xsi

for each i.

By the qcqs lemma, for each i, given the sections a1, . . . , aki ∈ F(Xsi), and
for each j we can lift smaj to a global section of L⊗m

i ⊗ F . By choosing m
uniformly across the aj (and multiplying by s more times), we may lift all the
smaj to sections of L⊗m

i ⊗F . By replacing Li with L⊗m
i ∈ S and our sections

with smi aj , we may assume there is a global map Oki

X ! Li ⊗ F which is
surjective on Xsi .

By doing this for all i, we can multiply our chosen global sections of Li ⊗ F
by s1 · · · ŝi · · · sn to obtain global maps Oki

X ! L1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ln ⊗ F which are
surjective on Xsi . Finally, letting n =

∑
i ki this induces a map On

X ! L⊗F
where L = L1⊗· · ·⊗Ln, which is surjective on all Xsi , hence surjective. □

Note that this completes the proof of Prop. 3.1.56, since in that case we showed
that the collection of all line bundles is an ample family for X; thus for a
coherent sheaf we can find a surjection (L∨)⊕n ! F ! 0 for some n and L.

Thus far, we have relied on essentially no hard facts in commutative alge-
bra. The point of this was to emphasize that regularity is an easy notion as
long as we define it homologically instead of dimension-theoretically. The issue
with this is that we still have not related our results to the classical defi-
nitions. Therefore, we will now prove two results that require more difficult
commutative algebra.

The simpler one is about perfect fields and smoothness. It means that we only
have to check regularity over one perfect (e.g. algebraically closed) field, instead
of having to check over all fields. The somewhat nontrivial fact we have to use
is that extensions of perfect fields are separably generated, meaning if K ⊃ k
is a finitely generated extension and k is perfect with tr.degk(K) = r, there
are x1, . . . , xr such that K ⊃ k(x1, . . . , xr) is finite separable. (Note however
that this is trivial in characteristic 0, so we at least have a self-contained proof
in that case.)

Lemma 3.1.58 Let q : X ! Spec(k) be locally of finite type with X regular
and k perfect. Then q is smooth. In particular, an fppf morphism f : X ! Y
is smooth iff for each y ∈ Y , there exists a perfect field K ⊃ κ(y) such that
Xy ×κ(y) SpecK is regular.

Proof The conclusion follows immediately from the first part and the def-
inition. X is automatically flat over k and of finite presentation (as k is
Noetherian), so we just have to show geometric regularity. Let K ⊃ k be a
field extension, and consider the base change XK ! X which is flat. We have
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to show that the fibers are regular by the flat local criterion: The fiber over
x ∈ X is

(XK)x = Spec(K)×k Specκ(x) = Spec(K ⊗k κ(x)),

so we have to show K⊗k κ(x) is a regular ring. Now, since X is locally of finite
type over k, κ(x) ⊃ k is a finitely generated extension, and since k is perfect
we may find

F = k(t1, . . . , tr) ⊂ κ(x)
where κ(x) ⊃ F is a finite separable extension. By the primitive element
theorem, F is generated by one element, and hence we may write κ(x) =
K[u]/(f) for some separable irreducible polynomial f(u) ∈ κ(x)[u]. Now
consider the ring A := K ⊗k F ; note that

A = K ⊗k k[t1, . . . , tr][S
−1] = K[t1, . . . , tr][S

−1]

where S is the multiplicative subset k[t1, . . . , tr] \ {0}, and therefore A is a
regular ring. On the other hand

K ⊗k κ(x) = K ⊗k F [u]/(f) = A[u]/(f).

Observe that if d = deg f , then {1, u, . . . , ud−1} forms a basis for A[u]/(f) over
A, because f is monic and both linear independence and generation follow
from the division algorithm. Therefore A[u]/(f) is flat over A; we are going to
apply the flat local criterion once more to A! A[u]/(f) to conclude regularity.

For p ∈ SpecA a prime, it remains to show that the fiber

A[u]/(f)⊗A κ(p) = κ(p)[u]/(f)

over p is regular. Since f is separable (over any extension field), we may write
it as a product f = f1 · · · fs ∈ κ(p)[u] of distinct irreducible polynomials. By
the Chinese remainder theorem,

κ(p)[u]/(f) =
∏
i

κ(p)[u]/(fi)

is a finite product of fields, and hence its spectrum is a disjoint union of regular
local rings, hence it is regular. This completes the proof that A[u]/(f) =
K ⊗k κ(x) is regular, hence that XK is regular, hence that X is geometrically
regular over k. □

Remark 3.1.59 Suppose k is perfect and k is an algebraic closure. Then a
(finite type) k-scheme X is regular iff X ! Spec k is smooth iff Xk ! Spec k
is smooth iff Xk is regular. So, for example, if we are checking regularity of
a subvariety of Spec k[x1, . . . , xn], it certainly does not suffice to check only
at the k-points; we have to check at k-rational points, since this shows that
a singularity existing at an k-point will show up as a closed singular (but
non-rational) point over k.

The next is the standard definition/characterization of being a regular local
ring, which we have omitted in favor of the other definitions that are easier
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to work with homologically. The nontrivial result we have to rely on is the
following: If (R,m) is Noetherian local, then we define the associated graded
ring by

grm(R) :=
⊕
n≥0

mn/mn+1.

It is a result using Hilbert-Samuel functions that dim grm(R) = dim(R).

Proposition 3.1.60 Let (R,m, k) be a Noetherian local ring. Then R is a
regular local ring iff dim(R) = µ(m).

Proof We have already proven the (⇒) direction. Let n = dim(R) and consider
a minimal generating set (x1, . . . , xn) = m of the maximal ideal. There is a
natural map

k[T1, . . . , Tn]! grm(R)
given by sending Ti 7! xi viewed as elements of degree one in m/m2. Since
grm(R) is generated (by definition) in degree 1, this map is surjective. Since
dim grm(R) = n, this map is an isomorphism, as k[T1, . . . , Tn] is a Noetherian
domain of dimension n.

Based on this we claim that xn is a non-zerodivisor in R. Indeed, if axn = 0
for a ∈ m, then by the Krull intersection theorem there is a unique r > 0
such that a ∈ mr but a /∈ mr+1. Treating a as a nonzero element of grm(R) in
degree r, this shows axn is a nonzero element of grm(R) in degree r + 1, i.e.
axn ∈ mn+1 \mn+2, hence axn ̸= 0 in R.

Now the Noetherian local ring R/(xn) has embedding dimension n − 1 with
generators x1, . . . , xn−1 of the maximal ideal, and since xn is regular, it has
dimension n−1. By induction, R/(xn) is a regular local ring, so x1, . . . , xn−1 is
a regular sequence in R/(xn), thus x1, . . . , xn is a regular sequence in R. □

3.1.4 Appendix: Hilbert’s Syzygy Theorems

Corollary 3.1.61 Let k be a field and F be a coherent sheaf on Pn
k . There is

an exact sequence
0! En ! · · ·! E0 ! F ! 0

of OPn
k
-modules where each Ei is a finite direct sum of line bundles OPn

k
(d) for

various d ∈ Z.

3.2 Applications of cohomology

3.2.1 Classical applications

We have thus far managed to avoid computing any non-trivial cohomology
of any schemes. In this section we will compute the cohomology of projec-
tive space Pn

R ! Spec(R) over a ring R, and prove many of the classical
results, such as Serre’s criterion for affineness/ampleness, Chevalley’s theorem,
Grothendieck coherence, and so on.
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Let R be a ring, and Pn
R = ProjR[x0, . . . , xn] with the standard grading. With-

out further qualification, by Pn we mean Pn
R. We also use S = R[x0, . . . , xn]

for the graded ring. Recall that Pn
R is a quasicompact separated scheme with

standard affine open cover Ui := D+(xi) by n + 1 opens. In particular, we
know immediately from Čech cohomology that all quasicoherent sheaves F on
Pn have Hq(X,F) = 0 for q ≥ n+ 1.

Let us first establish the Serre vanishing theorem for projective morphisms,
which we get from the following seemingly unrelated observation. On S, mul-
tiplication by x0 gives a map of graded modules S(i) ! S(i + 1), so we can
consider the directed system

S
x0−! S(1)

x0−! S(2)! · · ·

of graded modules. Each term admits a map S(r)! Sx0 to the graded local-
ization sending a 7! a/xr0, which is graded since if a ∈ S(r)d = Sd+r, then
a/xr0 has degree d. Therefore we obtain a map lim−!r

S(r)! Sx0 , which is sur-
jective since all homogeneous elements are in the image by construction. If
some a ∈ S(r) maps to 0, then xℓ0a = 0 for some ℓ, i.e. a becomes zero in the
colimit. Thus the map is an isomorphism. By sheafifying, we can phrase this
fact by saying

lim−!

(
OPn

x0−! OPn(1)
x0−! · · ·

)
= j∗OU0

where j : U0 ↪! Pn is the inclusion of U0 = D+(x0).

Example 3.2.1 We’ll show by induction on n that Hq(Pn,OPn(d)) = 0 for all
q > 0 and d ≥ −n. We will use the projection formula without further mention.
This is clear when n = 0 because P0 is affine. For n > 0, let H = V+(x0) ∼=
Pn−1 and consider the hyperplane sequence

0! OPn(d− 1)
x0−! OPn(d)! OH(d)! 0

twisted by OPn(d). By induction, when d ≥ −n+ 1, the right-hand sheaf has
cohomology concentrated in degree 0, so certainly

Hq(Pn,OPn(d− 1))! Hq(Pn,OPn(d))

is an isomorphism for q ≥ 2. It is also an isomorphism for q = 1, because either
d < 0 where this is clear, or the map OPn(d)! OH(d) is the surjection

R[x0, . . . , xn]! R[x1, . . . , xn] x0 7! 0

on global sections. Therefore each morphism in the directed system

Hq(Pn,OPn(−n)) x0−! Hq(Pn,OPn(−n+ 1))
x0−! Hq(Pn,OPn(−n+ 2))! · · ·

is an isomorphism. Since Pn is qcqs, cohomology commutes with filtered
colimits and we have an isomorphism

Hq(Pn,OPn(d)) ∼−! Hq(Pn, lim−!
d≥−n

OPn(d)) = Hq(Pn, lim−!
d≥0

OPn(d))
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for all d ≥ −n (of course, by the isomorphism we are free to start the colimit
at d = 0). As we just showed, the RHS is

Hq(Pn, lim−!
d≥0

OPn(d)) = Hq(Pn, j∗OU0)
∼= Hq(An,OAn) = 0,

using the fact that j : U0 ↪! Pn is an affine morphism as Pn is separated.

Corollary 3.2.2 Let Y be a locally Noetherian scheme, f : X ! Y be a
projective morphism, and L an f -ample line bundle on X. For each A ∈
Db

coh(X), there exists n0 ∈ Z such that the natural maps

Hp(Rf∗(A⊗L L⊗d))! f∗H
p(A⊗L L⊗d)

are isomorphisms for all d ≥ n0 and all p ∈ Z. In particular, if F is a coherent
sheaf then for d≫ 0,

Rpf∗(F ⊗ L⊗d) = 0
for all p > 0.

Proof We have seen that this map being an isomorphism is controlled by the
edge maps of the spectral sequence

Rpf∗
(
Hq(A⊗L L⊗d)

)
=⇒ Hp+q(Rf∗(A⊗L L⊗d)).

Since L⊗d is flat, the LHS is Rpf∗(H
q(A)⊗L⊗d). Since Hq(A) is nonzero for

only finitely many q, we can immediately reduce to proving the special case
in the theorem statement since it will imply that for d≫ 0, the sequence will
only have a p = 0 row.

Now this claim is local on the target, so by choosing an affine open nbhd in
Y we may assume Y = SpecR for R a Noetherian ring, f factors through a
closed immersion as X ↪! Pm

R ! Spec(R), and L is an R-ample line bundle
on X. Then Rif∗(F ⊗ L⊗d) corresponds to the R-module Hi(X,F ⊗ L⊗d).
We can replace L with a finite tensor power and assume L is very ample, and
thus it gives a projective embedding

i : X ↪! Pn
R i∗(OPn

R
(1)) = L.

Therefore F ⊗ L⊗d = F ⊗ i∗OPn
R
(d), so

Hi(X,F ⊗ L⊗d) = Hi(Pn
R, (i∗F)(d))

by closed projection, with i∗F still coherent. Thus we have reduced to the case
where f is Pn

R ! SpecR and L = OPn
R
(1).

We prove this for all coherent sheaves on Pn
R by descending induction on a

number r for which, for each F , whenever m ≫ 0, Hq(Pn,F(m)) = 0 for all
q > r. This is clear when r = n since F has no cohomology in higher degrees.
Assume this has been shown for r and let F be a coherent sheaf.

0! K!
k⊕

i=1

OPn
R
(−ai)! F ! 0.
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By Example 3.2.1, we can twist by OPn(m) for m ≫ 0 so that the middle
term has no higher cohomology, and by our hypothesis we can increase m until
K(m) has no cohomology in degrees > r:

0! K(m)!
⊕
i

OPn(m− ai)! F(m)! 0

The sequence shows Hi(Pn,F(m)) ∼−! Hi+1(Pn,K(m)) for i ≥ 1, which
means that for m ≫ 0 (depending only on F), F(m) has no cohomology in
degrees > r − 1 as long as r ≥ 1. This proves the inductive step. □

This result is called the Serre vanishing theorem, and gives a good example
of the flavor of proofs in foundations of sheaf cohomology.

Example 3.2.3 Let X be a projective scheme over a Noetherian ring R and
L an ample line bundle. Then the family {L⊗m : m ∈ Z} forms a (weak)
generating set for Db

coh(X). To see this, choose A ∈ Db
coh(X) and let d≫ 0 so

that

Hp(X,A⊗L L⊗d) = H0(X,Hp(A⊗L L⊗d)) = H0(X,Hp(A)⊗ L⊗d).

Assuming A ̸= 0, choose p such that Hp(A) ̸= 0, then by ampleness we may
increase d until Hp(A)⊗L⊗d is generated by global sections. In particular the
RHS above is nonzero, which implies that

Hp(X,A⊗L L⊗d) = HomDb
coh(X)(L⊗−d[−p], A) ̸= 0

as desired. However a warning is that Db
coh(X) doesn’t have arbitrary sums,

so this generating set doesn’t immediately enjoy the nice properties we proved
in the previous section.

We will next again apply Example 3.2.1 to compute the cohomology of twisting
sheaves on Pn.

Theorem 3.2.4 Let R be a ring and n > 0. Then Hp(Pn
R,OPn

R
(d)) is a finite

free R-module for all d ∈ Z and p ≥ 0, with rank given by

rkRH
p(Pn

R,OPn
R
(d)) =


(
n+d
d

)
p = 0, d ≥ 0( −d−1

−n−d−1

)
p = n, d ≤ −n− 1

0 otherwise

for all d ∈ Z and p ≥ 0. More precisely, there is a canonical isomorphism
tr : Hn(Pn

R,OPn
R
(−n− 1)) ∼−! R, and the natural maps

Hn(Pn
R,OPn

R
(−n− 1− d))×H0(Pn

R,OPn(d))! Hn(Pn
R,OPn

R
(−n− 1))

form a perfect pairing of free R-modules for d ∈ Z.

Proof Everything is already known to us about OPn(d) for d ≥ −n by Exam-
ple 3.2.1 and the standard identification of H0 with R[x0, . . . , xn]d in the case
that d ≥ 0. Otherwise all we know is H0(Pn,OPn(d)) = 0 for d ≤ 0.



Vihaan Dheer 301

The remainder of this proof is about the standard Koszul exact sequence asso-
ciated to x0, . . . , xn ∈ H0(Pn,OPn(1)), which we denote by K•, and write
K•(d) for its twist by OPn(d). This is in degrees [−n− 1, 0] and looks like

0! OPn(−n− 1 + d)! OPn(−n+ d)n+1 ! · · ·! OPn(d)! 0.

Now consider the hypercohomology spectral sequence; since the complex is
exact, the spectral sequence will converge to 0. First, if we take d = 0, then the
entire sequence is zeroes except for H0(Pn,OPn) = R at E0,0

1 and the column
E−n−1,∗

1 . The only chance of a nonzero differential is the one on the nth page
which will be

Hn(Pn,OPn(−n− 1)) = E−n−1,n
n ! E0,0

n = R,

and therefore this must be an isomorphism since En = E∞. This also shows
that Hi(Pn,OPn(−n− 1)) = 0 for i < n. This gives the map tr. By composing
the canonical pairing mentioned in the statement with the trace map, we obtain
a canonical map

Φd : H
n(Pn

R,OPn
R
(−n− 1− d))! H0(Pn,OPn(d))∨

with RHS finite free, which sends a class α to the dual element f 7! tr(αf)
where αf is the cup product class in Hn(Pn

R,OPn(−n− 1)). When d = 0, this
is the trace isomorphism by construction.

Now take d = −1. Now the only possibly nontrivial terms in the spectral
sequence are the left-most row, i.e. the cohomology of OPn(−n − 2), and the
single term E−n,n = Hn(Pn,OPn(−n − 1))n+1 = Rn+1 from what we just
computed. Thus it is clear that Hi(Pn,OPn(−n − 2)) = 0 for i < n, and the
top row becomes an exact sequence. Repeating this argument and shifting d
by −1 each time gives

Hi(Pn,OPn(−n− 1 + d)) = 0 d ≤ 0, i < n,

and proves that the complex Hn(Pn,K•(−d)) is exact for all d > 0, since this
complex is the top row of the spectral sequence.

On the other hand, the complex H0(Pn,K•(d)) is also exact for d > 0, because
under this hypothesis the only line bundles involved in K•(d) are O(m) for
m ≥ −n, which have no higher cohomology. Since this is a complex of finite
free modules (i.e. it is strictly perfect), H0(Pn,K•(d))∨ is also exact. We can
construct a morphism between these complexes using the natural maps Φd as
follows:

0 Hn(Pn,OPn(−n− 1− d)) Hn(Pn,OPn(−n− 2− d))n+1 · · ·

0 H0(Pn,OPn(d))∨ H0(Pn,OPn(d+ 1))∨,n+1 · · ·
Φd Φ

⊕(n+1)
d−1

Each square commutes by definition of the Koszul differentials and the natu-
rality properties of the cup product. We claim Φd is an isomorphism; for d < 0
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both sides are 0, we have already seen d = 0, and then d > 0 follows by induc-
tion and the morphism of exact sequences above. The explicit ranks follow
from the ranks of H0(Pn,OPn(d)) for d ≥ 0. □

The following result, called the Grothendieck coherence theorem, is an impor-
tant consequence. Its proof will be similar to Serre vanishing, with a couple of
extra steps. We use the fact that a spectral sequence with coherent terms over
a Noetherian scheme will converge to a coherent sheaf, whose proof is just as
easy as the quasicoherent case.

Theorem 3.2.5 Let Y be a locally Noetherian scheme and f : X ! Y be a
proper morphism. Then Rf∗ restricts to a functor

Rf∗ : Dcoh(X)! Dcoh(Y ),

and in particular to Db
coh(X)! Db

coh(Y ) if Y is Noetherian.

Proof A proper morphism is in particular qcqs, so Rf∗ is defined. Moreover,
since the claim is local on Y we may assume it is quasicompact, and then
Remark 2.3.41 shows that

Hp(Rf∗A) = lim −n
Hp(Rf∗τ≥−nA)

where the RHS is eventually constant. This allows us to reduce to proving the
claim for D+

coh(X) ! D+
coh(Y ). Also, if Y was already quasicompact then we

know that Rf∗ preserves D−
qc by Lemma 2.3.40, so the second claim follows.

Moreover, by the spectral sequence

Rqf∗
(
Hp(A)

)
=⇒ Hp+q(Rf∗A),

we further reduce to the case that A = F is a single coherent sheaf.

Step 1 : First suppose that f is projective. Since the question is local on Y , we
may assume Y = SpecR for R a Noetherian ring, where f factors as

X
i
−! Pn

R ! SpecR

through a closed immersion i. Then Rif∗(F) computes cohomology of F or
equivalently i∗(A), hence we may assume X = Pn

R and i = Id. So, it suffices
to show Hp(Pn,F) is coherent (i.e. a finite R-module) for F a coherent sheaf.
We prove this by descending induction, where the p = n + 1 case is clear as
the cohomology is 0. For p ≤ n, take an exact sequence

0! K! E ! F ! 0

with E =
⊕k

i=1 OPn(−ai), where we may assume that Hi(Pn,K) is a finite
module for i > p by induction. Then we have an exact sequence

Hp(Pn, E)! Hp(Pn,F)! Hp+1(Pn,K)

where the left side is a finite R-module since we have computed its cohomology
explicitly in Thm. 3.2.4. The right side is finite by induction. By splicing, we
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get a short exact sequence 0 ! C ! Hp(Pn,F) ! C ′ ! 0 where C is the
image of Hp(Pn, E) hence finite, and C ′ is a submodule of Hp+1(Pn,K) which
is finite as R is Noetherian.

Step 2: Now suppose f is only proper. Again we immediately reduce to the
case Y = SpecR is affine Noetherian. We proceed by Noetherian induction
on SuppF ̸= ∅, and since F is coherent, we may replace X by the scheme-
theoretic support V (AnnF) of F and assume SuppF = X. By Chow’s lemma,
we may find a commutative diagram

X ′ X

SpecR

π

p f

where both π and p : X ′ ! SpecR are projective, and π is surjective and
restricts to an isomorphism on a dense open set U ⊂ X ′. We may assume
U ⊊ X ′ otherwise we’re done.

Consider the coherent sheaf G := π∗F , then by Step 1 π∗G is coherent, and
moreover the unit ϕ : F ! π∗G is an isomorphism on U , as (π∗π

∗F)|U =
π|U,∗π|∗UF and π|U is an isomorphism. This in fact reduces the problem to
showing that Rf∗π∗G is coherent: Indeed, apply Rf∗ to the triangle

imϕ! π∗G ! cokϕ! imϕ[1],

then the observation above shows that cokϕ is a coherent sheaf supported on
a proper closed subset, hence Rf∗ cokϕ is coherent. So this will show Rf∗imϕ
is coherent. Then apply Rf∗ to the triangle

kerϕ! F ! imϕ! kerϕ[1],

and for the same reason as above this will prove Rf∗F ∈ D+
coh(Y ). Similarly,

since π is an isomorphism on U , Rqπ|U,∗ = 0 for q > 0, meaning Rqπ∗G is
supported on a proper closed subset of X and hence Rpf∗R

qπ∗G is coherent
for all p and q ≥ 1.

Step 3: So let’s consider the Leray spectral sequence for the composite p = fπ,
i.e.

Ep,q
2 = Rpf∗(R

qπ∗G) =⇒ Rp+qp∗G.
We just said Ep,q

2 is coherent for q ≥ 1, and inductively, Ep,q
r is coherent for

q ≥ 1 (and r ≥ 2) because it is obtained as a quotient of a subobject of Ep,q
r−1.

In particular Ep,q
∞ is coherent for q ≥ 1.

Now look at convergence: Writing Hn = Rnp∗G, we observe that since p is
projective, Hn is coherent. We have a filtration

Hn = F 0Hn ⊃ F 1Hn ⊃ · · · ⊃ FnHn = 0

equipped with exact sequences

0! F p+1Hn ! F pHn ! Ep,n−p
∞ ! 0.
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If n − p ≥ 1 i.e. p < n, then the right-hand term is coherent so F pHn being
coherent implies F p+1Hn is coherent. Since this is true for p = 0, inductively
we conclude F pHn ∼= Ep,0

∞ is coherent.

To conclude, suppose Ep,0
r is coherent for r ≥ 3 (if r = 2 then we’re done). By

definition there’s a quotient sequence

0! im d! Ep,0
r−1 ! Ep,0

r ! 0

for some differential d as Ep,0
r−1 has no outbound differential. d has source

some Ep′,q′

r−1 for q′ ≥ 1, hence im d is coherent. Thus Ep,0
r−1 is coherent. Hence

inductively Ep,0
2 is coherent. Taking r ≫ 0 so that Ep,0

r = Ep,0
∞ gives such an

r, proving coherence of Ep,0
2 as desired. □

If f : X ! Y is a qcqs morphism, we (in light of this result) say f is
cohomologically proper if Rf∗ preserves pseudocoherent objects of Dqc(X).
If Y is Noetherian and f is proper (so X is Noetherian too), then we know
that Rf∗ preserves both Dcoh and D−

qc, hence it preserves D−
coh(X), i.e. the

pseudocoherent objects.

Example 3.2.6 Let Y be locally Noetherian and f : X ! Y be an affine mor-
phism. Then f is finite iff f is proper. If f is finite, then it is projective and
hence proper. Conversely, the result above shows that f∗OX is a finite type
sheaf on Y .

Remark 3.2.7 In the theorem above, take the most trivial Y and remove all
derived implications. The result implies that if X is a proper k-scheme, then
Γ(X,F) is a finite-dimensional vector space for any coherent sheaf F . This is
not obvious by any means from the definition, even if X was projective or even
Pn
k itself.

Remark 3.2.8 Let us make some statements about RHomOX
, for which it is

important to know when it lies in D∗
coh(X). This behaves relatively well only

in the Noetherian (or coherent) case, so assume X is Noetherian. Then we
know that if A is pseudocoherent, i.e. A ∈ D−

coh(X), and B ∈ D+
qc(X), then

RHomOX
(A,B) ∈ D+

qc(X). In fact, if B ∈ D+
coh(X), then RHomOX

(A,B) ∈
D+

coh(X). Indeed, the hyper-ext spectral sequence reduces us to the case where
A = F is a coherent sheaf, and the claim is local so we may assume X is
Noetherian affine. Then F has a resolution by a complex E• of finite free OX -
modules, which is internally projective, so we have to prove the claim about
HomOX

(E•,G•) where G• has coherent cohomology. Then our usual argument
using the totalization spectral sequence implies that this has coherent coho-
mology, because the E2 page consists of modules of the form Hp(G•)m for
some m. However we can also say the following:

1. In the case A = E ∈ Perf(X) for any (qcqs) scheme and any pseudo-
coherent B, RHom(E,B) is pseudocoherent because it is isomorphic to
E∨ ⊗L

OX
B.
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2. If X is Noetherian, E ∈ Perf(X), and B ∈ Dcoh(X), then RHom(E,B) ∈
Dcoh(X). This is for instance by the hyper-Tor spectral sequence when
one of the terms is bounded, applied on a nbhd where E is a bounded
complex of vector bundles.

Example 3.2.9 This is an example of the local-to-global spectral sequence we
have already seen. Let X be a scheme, A ∈ D−

qc(X) be pseudocoherent, and
B ∈ D+

qc(X). Then we know RHomOX
(A,B) ∈ D+

qc(X), and we have the
spectral sequence

Hp(X,Hq
(
RHomOX

(A,B)
)
) =⇒ Hp+q(RHomOX

(A,B))

of OX(X)-modules. In particular, suppose X is projective over a Noetherian
ring R and L is an R-ample line bundle, with A ∈ D−

coh(X) and B ∈ D+
coh(X).

Then for each q ∈ Z, we just saw that Hq(RHom(A,B)) ∈ Coh(X), so by
Serre vanishing there exists n≫ 0 such that the coherent sheaf

Hq(RHom(A,B))⊗OX
L⊗n = Hq(RHom(A,B)⊗L

OX
L⊗n)

= Hq(RHom(A,B ⊗L
OX

L⊗n))

has no higher cohomology (we’re using flatness/perfectness of L). Then by the
spectral sequence, it follows that

H0(X,Hq(RHom(A,B ⊗L
OX

L⊗n))) = HomD(X)(A,B ⊗L
OX

L⊗n[q])

for n≫ 0 (depending on q, A, and B).

Corollary 3.2.10 Let R be a Noetherian ring and X a proper R-scheme.

(a) If A ∈ D−
coh(X) and B ∈ D+

coh(X), then HomD(X)(A,B) is a finite R-
module.

(b) If E ∈ Perf(X) and B ∈ Dcoh(X), then HomD(X)(E,B) is a finite R-
module.

(c) If E ∈ Perf(X) and B ∈ Db
coh(X), then the whole graded object

Hom∗
D(X)(E,B) =

⊕
n∈Z

HomD(X)(E,B[n])

is a finite R-module.

In particular, Db
coh(X) is enriched in the category Modfg(R).

Proof (a) This follows directly from the local-to-global spectral sequence for
Exts, the fact that RHom(A,B) has coherent cohomology, and the fact that
the sheaf cohomology of a coherent sheaf is finite over R since X is proper.
(b) The hom-module is H0 of E∨ ⊗L

OX
B ∈ Dcoh(X). (c) This is because

E∨ ⊗L
OX

B ∈ Db
coh(X) and (b). The final statement is an obvious consequence

of (a). □

Here is one concrete application of the cohomology of Pn.
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Proposition 3.2.11 Let k be a field. Every vector bundle on P1
k splits into a

sum of line bundles. For each n ≥ 2, Pn
k has a rank n vector bundle which is

not a sum of line bundles.

Proof The latter case is easy to see: take the standard Koszul resolution and
cut it off after the first step to produce a sequence

0! E ! OPn(−1)n+1 ! OPn ! 0

(which is none other than the Euler sequence, i.e. E = Ω1
Pn). Then E is a rank

n vector bundle which has

k ∼= H0(Pn,OPn) ∼−! H1(Pn, E),

but none of the twisting sheaves have any H1 when n ≥ 2.

Now consider P1
k, and let E be a vector bundle of rank r > 1. E(n) is globally

generated for n≫ 0, and on the other hand the same is true of E∨, so we may
write E(−n) ⊂ O(−1)m for n≫ 0. Thus there is some unique middle point n0
for which h1(P1, E(n0)) > 0 but h1(P1, E(n0 − ℓ)) = 0 for all ℓ > 0.

Choose a nonzero section s : O ! E(n0), which is necessarily regular, so we
obtain an exact sequence

0! O s
−! E(n0)! E ′′ ! 0,

and we claim E ′′ is locally free. Indeed it suffices to prove that V (s) = ∅,
as then in each local ring R = OP1,x, the map above is isomorphic to one
of the form R ! Rn sending 1 7! e1, which has free quotient Rn−1. To
show this, note that the generic point is not in V (s) as s ̸= 0, and for each
closed point x of degree d = [κ(x) : k], vanishing at x would give a section of
E(n0)(−p) = E(n0 − d) which we said there are none.

Therefore E ′′ is free of rank r − 1, so inductively is a sum of line bun-
dles. Twisting the defining exact sequence by O(−1), we find that since
h1(P1,O(−1)) = 0, our assumption gives h0(P1, E ′′(−1)) = 0. Therefore if
E ′′ =

⊕
O(ai), then ai − 1 ≤ −1 for all i, i.e. ai ≤ 0. Finally, observe that

Ext1OP1
(E ′′,O) = H1(P1, (E ′′)∨) =

⊕
i

H1(P1,O(−ai)) = 0

since −ai ≥ 0. Hence the sequence splits, so E(n0) is a sum of line bundles,
and thus E is too. □

Note that this fails if k is not a field, even if it is a Noetherian UFD so that all
line bundles are of the form O(d). Indeed, we saw in Example 2.4.35 that P1

k[t]

has a vector bundle which isn’t a sum of line bundles. Here’s another simple
example:

Example 3.2.12 Let R be a ring and X = An
R \ 0 = An

R \ V (x1, . . . , xn).
The natural map p : X ! Pn−1

R is affine since p−1(D+(xi)) = D(xi). By
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construction p∗O(1) = OX , and thus p∗O(d) = OX . By adjunction,⊕
OX ! OX ↔ F :=

⊕
d

O(d)! p∗OX ,

the codiagonal map corresponds to a map which we claim is an isomorphism.
Indeed, we know F(Ui) = R[x1, . . . , xn][x

−1
i ] and it is clear that the restriction

of F ! p∗OX is the canonical identification. Since p is affine, it follows that
H0(X,OX) = R[x1, . . . , xn] as an R-module, and

Hn−1(X,OX) =
⊕
m≥0

R[x1, . . . , xn]
∨
m

with all other cohomology modules trivial.

Next we will prove two basic results both called ‘Serre’s criterion’, for affine-
ness and ampleness respectively, and deduce some interesting consequences.
Usually, for each affineness result there is a corresponding result for ampleness
of line bundles, so we will usually state both and prove them simultaneously.

Proposition 3.2.13 Let X be a quasicompact scheme. If H1(X, I) = 0 for
every quasicoherent ideal sheaf I ⊂ OX , then X is affine.

Proposition 3.2.14 Let X be a quasicompact scheme and L a line bundle on
X. If for each quasicoherent ideal sheaf I ⊂ OX , there exists an n ≥ 1 such
that H1(X, I ⊗OX

L⊗n) = 0, then L is ample.

Proofs (of Prop. 3.2.13 and Prop. 3.2.14) Let x ∈ X be a closed point and U
an affine open nbhd of x such that L|U is trivial. We can choose ideal sheaves
I ′ ⊂ I such that V (I ′) = (X \ U) ∪ {x} and V (I) = X \ U by taking the
reduced subscheme structures. Writing F = I/I ′, we see SuppF = {x} and
F is the pushforward of the structure sheaf along i : {x} ↪! X. Tensor the
defining sequence with L⊗n,

0! I ′ ⊗ L⊗n ! I ⊗ L⊗n ! i∗O{x} ⊗ L⊗n ! 0,

and choose n so that H1(X, I ′ ⊗ L⊗n) = 0. In the case of Prop. 3.2.13 we
can just take L = OX . By the projection formula, the right-most term is
i∗(L⊗n(x)) and taking global sections gives a surjection H0(X, I ⊗ L⊗n) !
L⊗n(x). By lifting a nonzero element of this vector space to

f ∈ H0(X, I ⊗ L⊗n) ⊂ H0(X,L⊗n),

it follows that x /∈ V (f), and V (I) ⊂ V (f), i.e. x ∈ D(f) ⊂ U . Therefore
D(f) = DU (f |U ) for f |U a section of L⊗n|U ∼= OU , which in particular shows
that D(f) is affine.

Consider the union of all affine open sets of the formXf where f ∈ H0(X,L⊗n)
for various n > 0, which is an open set containing all closed points by the
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above case. Since all points in a quasicompact scheme specialize to a closed
point, this covers X, which completes the proof of Prop. 3.2.14.

For Prop. 3.2.13, we may now choose f1, . . . , fn sections of OX such that
X =

⋃
iXfi and each Xfi is affine, then by the elementary affineness criterion

it suffices to show (f1, . . . , fn) = (1). Since these cover X, we can write an
exact sequence

0! K! On
X

(fi)
−−! OX ! 0

and we want to show the second map is surjective on sections, so it suffices
to prove that H1(X,K) = 0. Indeed, letting Ki = K ∩ Oi

X ⊂ OX for the
intersection with the first i summands of OX , we obtain a filtration 0 = K0 ⊂
Kn = K such that

0! Ki ! Ki+1 ! Ii ! 0
is exact for Ii some ideal sheaf. Since K0 has trivial H1, by induction we
conclude Kn = K does too. □

It is easy to formulate and prove relative versions of this to obtain criteria for
f -ampleness and affine morphisms, but we won’t need this. Future things to
add here: criteria for irreducible components, the affineness of/ampleness over
the reduction, Chevalley’s criterion for descent of affineness/ampleness under
surjective finite morphisms, etc. Future results to add here: Theorem on formal
functions and Zariski’s main theorem.

Next, let us give a completely elementary proof of the bounded-coherent dual-
ity for Pn

R over a Noetherian ring R. We will enhance this using our results
about duality shortly.
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3.2.2 Reprise: Standard applications

In this section we will, using some of our work from the previous sections,
give new proofs of some basic parts of cohomology theory. We will provide
non-standard proofs of the computation of cohomology of Pn

R, Serre vanish-
ing, Grothendieck coherence, and Serre duality. The emphasis is on using the
extensive theory we have developed to greatly simplify some of the usual big
results.

Example 3.2.15 Let R be a ring and Pn = Pn
R projective space over R. We’ll

show by induction on n that Hq(Pn,OPn(d)) = 0 for q > 0 and d ≥ −n. When
n = 0 this is clear because P0 = SpecR is affine. It follows from Example 2.4.29
applied to the line bundle OPn(1) and affine vanishing that

lim−!

(
Hq(Pn,OPn)

x0−! Hq(Pn,OPn(1))
x0−! · · ·

)
= 0

for all q > 0. On the other hand, consider the hyperplane sequence

0! OPn(d− 1)
x0−! OPn(d)! OPn−1(d)! 0

twisted by OPn(d). By induction, OPn−1(d) has no higher cohomology when
d ≥ −n+ 1, so

Hq(Pn,OPn(d− 1)) ∼−! Hq(Pn,OPn(d))

is an isomorphism for d ≥ −n+1 and q ≥ 2, and a surjection for q = 1. To see
that it is also an injection for q = 1, observe that OPn(d)! OPn−1(d) induces
a surjection on global sections for all d. Therefore all maps in the direct system
above are isomorphisms, and hence each term equals zero. The first term in
the isomorphism chain is Hq(Pn,OPn(−n)) = 0, completing the proof.

Theorem 3.2.16 Let R be a ring, n > 0, and denote by p : Pn
R ! SpecR the

structure map.

(a) p is quasi-perfect and hence quasi-proper.

(b) There is a canonical isomorphism tr : Hn(Pn
R,OPn

R
(−n − 1)) ∼−! R

inducing an isomorphism OPn
R
(−n− 1)[n] ∼−! p×OR.

(c) The isomorphism of (b) induces isomorphisms

RΓ(Pn
R,OPn

R
(−n− 1− d)) ∼= RΓ(Pn

R,OPn
R
(d))∨[−n].

for all d. In particular,

RΓ(Pn
R,OPn

R
(d)) ∼=


(
R[x0, . . . , xn]d

)
[0] d ≥ 0

0 −n ≤ d < 0(
R[x0, . . . , xn]

∨
n+1−d

)
[−n] d ≤ −n− 1

canonically induced by the isomorphisms of (b).
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Proof (a) In Example 2.5.34 we showed that OPn(−n), . . . ,OPn form a gen-
erating set for Dqc(Pn). Example 3.2.15 shows that Rp∗ of the first n − 1 of
these are 0, and Rp∗OPn is OR[0]. These are all perfect, so p is quasiperfect
by Lemma 2.4.56.

(b) Consider the standard Koszul exact sequence

0! OPn(−n− 1)! OPn(−n)n+1 ! · · ·! OPn(−1)n+1 ! OPn ! 0.

on Pn, which we view as a resolution of OPn(−n− 1)[0] concentrated in [0, n].
Now apply the hypercohomology spectral sequence; by Example 3.2.15, the
only nonzero term is En,0 = H0(Pn,OPn) = R, so it degenerates, giving
Hq(Pn,OPn(−n−1)) = 0 for q ̸= n, and the edge map provides an isomorphism

tr : Hn(Pn,OPn(−n− 1)) ∼−! R.

In particular, Rp∗OPn(−n−1) ∼= OR[−n], so by adjunction there is a canonical
map OPn(−n−1)[n]! p×OR. We can check that this is an isomorphism after
applying RHomOPn (OPn(d),−) for d = −n, . . . , 0 by the generating set listed
in (a). This gives

RHomOPn (OPn(d),OPn(−n− 1)[n]) RHomOPn (OPn(d), p×OR)

RΓ(Pn,OPn(−n− 1− d))[n] RHomOR
(Rp∗OPn(d),OR)

The only interesting case is d = 0 as both sides are zero otherwise. In the d = 0
case, we obtain the shift of the isomorphism

RΓ(Pn,OPn(−n− 1))! RHomOR
(OR,OR)[−n] ∼= R[−n]

that we started with. This proves (b).

(c) Now that we know OPn(−n − 1)[n] ∼= p×OR, the same horizontal maps
in the square above are isomorphisms for all d. By (a), Rp∗OPn(d) is perfect,
so the RHS above equals RΓ(Pn,OPn(d))∨, giving the first part of (c). The
second statement is just the fact that this is represented as the strictly perfect
complex

RΓ(Pn,OPn(d)) =
(
R[x0, . . . , xn]d

)
[0]

when d ≥ 0. □

Corollary 3.2.17 Let f : X ! Y be a proper morphism of Noetherian
schemes. Then f is quasi-proper, so in particular Rf∗ preserves D∗

coh for
∗ ∈ {( ),+,−, b}.
Proof We showed that the second conclusion is equivalent to quasi-properness
in Lemma 2.5.64. First assume f is projective; in this case, since the claim
is target-local, we may assume Y = SpecR for R a Noetherian ring, so f
factors through a closed immersion as X ↪! Pn

R ! SpecR for some n. By
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Noetherianity, the first map is a pseudocoherent closed immersion, hence quasi-
proper. Since the second map is quasi-proper by Thm. 3.2.16, we conclude that
f is quasi-proper.

Now consider the general case. We proceed by Noetherian induction, assuming
that the composite Z ↪! X ! Y is quasi-proper for all proper closed sub-
schemes Z. Again we may assume Y is affine Noetherian. By Chow’s lemma,
choose a commutative diagram

X ′ X

Y

p

g f

where p and g are projective, and p is surjective and restricts to an isomorphism
on a dense open set U ⊂ X ′. Let Z be the reduced subscheme structure on
X ′ \ U , and choose a triangle

OX ! Rp∗OX′ ! K ! OX [1].

It follows that K|U = 0, and since p is projective, Rp∗OX′ is pseudocoherent,
so K ∈ Db

coh,|Z|. Finally, let

E = {A ∈ Dqc(X) : Rf∗A is pseudocoherent},

which we know is a thick subcategory. By the induction hypothesis, the
restriction fi is quasi-proper, so it follows that i∗D

b
coh(Z) ⊂ E, and hence

Db
coh,|Z|(X) ⊂ E by Lemma 2.5.66.

It suffices to show that if E ∈ Perf(X) then E ∈ E. Indeed, by the projection
formula we obtain an exact triangle

E ! Rp∗Lp
∗E ! E ⊗L

OX
K ! E[1],

and then applying Rf∗ we get

Rf∗E ! Rg∗Lp
∗E ! Rf∗(E ⊗L

OX
K)! Rf∗E[1].

Since Lp∗E is perfect and g is projective, the second term is pseudocoherent.
Since E is perfect and K ∈ Db

coh,|Z|, E⊗L
OX

K ∈ Db
coh,|Z| ⊂ E, hence the third

term is pseudocoherent as well. Therefore Rf∗E is pseudocoherent. □
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3.2.3 Cohomology and base change

The central focus of this section is proving some standard results about tor-
independent base change, and then relating this to the twisted inverse image
functor. We will see that, while the proof of the former will be somewhat direct,
the latter will have some interesting geometric steps.

Let R be a ring and A and B be R-algebras. We say A and B are tor-
independent if TorRi (A,B) = 0 for i > 0, or in other words if the natural map
A⊗L

R B ! A⊗R B is an isomorphism. Let us first see that this behaves well
as a local notion. We will use the following fact: A⊗L

R B is the underlying R-
module of the derived base change of A to a B-module and B to an A-module,
compatible with the R-action. Thus its cohomology TorR∗ (A,B) is naturally
an A⊗R B-module.

Lemma 3.2.18 Let R be a ring, A and B be R-algebras and R′ a flat R-
algebra. Set

A0 := A⊗R R
′ B0 := B ⊗R R

′ C = A⊗R B,

assume that A′ and B′ are flat A0- and B0-algebras respectively, and write

C ′ = A′ ⊗R′ B′. Then canonically TorR
′

∗ (A′, B′) = TorR∗ (A,B)⊗C C
′.

Proof We use the standard consequence of the fact that colimits commute with
colimits that

TorR∗ (A,B)⊗C C
′ = TorR∗ (A,B) ⊗

A⊗
R
B
(A′ ⊗

R′
B′)

= TorR∗ (A,B)⊗
R
R′ ⊗

A⊗
R
R′
A′ ⊗

B⊗
R
R′
B′

= TorR∗ (A,B)⊗R R
′ ⊗A0 A

′ ⊗B0 B
′

= TorR
′

∗ (A0, B0)⊗A0 A
′ ⊗B0 B

′,

where the last step holds by flat base change for Tor. Now observe that(
(A0 ⊗L

R′ B0)⊗L
A0
A′)⊗L

B0
B′ = (A′ ⊗L

R′ B0)⊗L
B0
B′

= A′ ⊗L
R′ B′,

and if we take cohomology the LHS becomes

H∗((A0 ⊗L
R′ B0)⊗L

A0
A′)⊗B0 B

′ = H∗(A0 ⊗L
R′ B0)⊗A0 A

′ ⊗B0 B
′

= TorR
′

∗ (A0, B0)⊗A0 A
′ ⊗B0 B

′

= TorR∗ (A,B)⊗C C
′

by the flatness assumptions, which produces the desired result. □

Corollary 3.2.19 Let R be a ring and A and B be R-algebras. The following
are equivalent:
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(a) A and B are tor-independent over R.

(b) For each prime r of R and primes p ⊂ A and q ⊂ B lying over r, Ap and
Bq are tor-independent over Rr.

Proof Let C = A⊗RB, then as mentioned TorR∗ (A,B) is a C-module, so (a) is
equivalent to TorRi (A,B)s = 0 for primes s ⊂ C and i > 0. Using the notation
of (b), Lemma 3.2.18 applied to R′ = Rr and A′ = Ap, B

′ = Bq shows that

TorRr
∗ (Ap, Bq) = TorR∗ (A,B)⊗C (Ap ⊗Rr

Bq).

Therefore it is clear that (a) ⇒ (b). On the other hand, if s ⊂ C lies over p, q, r
as above, then Cs is canonically a (Ap ⊗Rr

Bq)-module by the contraction
assumption. Therefore if the LHS above is zero, then tensoring over this base
with Cs shows that

TorRi (A,B)⊗C Cs = TorRi (A,B)s = 0,

and since this holds for all s this proves (a). □

In the following result, we use the convention that if f : W ! X is a morphism
of schemes, then we write OX also for the OW -module f−1OX via restriction
of scalars along f−1OX ! OW .

Proposition 3.2.20 Let S be a scheme and X and Y be S-schemes. The
following conditions are equivalent:

(a) For each x ∈ X and y ∈ Y lying over a point s ∈ S, the OS,s-algebras
OX,x and OY,y are tor-independent.

(b) For each x ∈ X and y ∈ Y lying over a point s ∈ S, there are affine open
nbhds U, V,W of x, y, s respectively, for which U and V have image in W ,
such that the OS(W )-algebras OX(U) and OY (V ) are tor-independent.

(c) For all affine opens W ⊂ S and affine opens U ⊂ X and V ⊂ Y
whose image lies in W , the OS(W )-algebras OX(U) and OY (V ) are
tor-independent.

Proof (c) ⇒ (b) is trivial, and it follows immediately from the forward impli-
cation of Cor. 3.2.19 that (b) ⇒ (a). It then follows from the reverse direction
of Cor. 3.2.19 that (a) ⇒ (c). □

Definition 3.2.21 Let X and Y be S-schemes. X and Y are tor-independent
over S if they satisfy the equivalent conditions of Prop. 3.2.20. We also
sometimes say that the cospan X ! S  Y is tor-independent, or that a
commutative square containing the cospan is tor-independent.

Example 3.2.22 If X and Y are S-schemes and either X or Y is flat over S,
then X and Y are tor-independent. Indeed, in that case OX,x or OY,y is flat
over OS,s, so the pair is clearly tor-independent over OS,s. In particular, any
pair of schemes over a field are tor-independent.
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Example 3.2.23 Let ik : Zk ↪! X be closed immersions for k = 1, 2. Because
of the description of the stalks of ik,∗OZk

, it is clear that Z1 and Z2 are

tor-independent iff TorOX
i (OZ1 ,OZ2) = 0 for i > 0, iff

OZ1 ⊗L
OX

OZ2 ! OZ1 ⊗OZ2 = OZ1∩Z2

is an isomorphism. In other words, closed subschemes are tor-independent iff
their scheme-theoretic intersection coincides with their derived intersection.
More generally, we think of tor-independence of S-schemes as a condition that
they ‘intersect well’ over S.

Example 3.2.24 Tor-independence of a cospan is preserved under flat base
change. More precisely, consider a diagram of the form

XT T YT

X S Y

⌟ ⌟

in which T ! S is flat, andX and Y are tor-independent over S. We claim that
XT and YT are tor-independent over T . Indeed, we can choose an affine open
W = SpecR of S and affine opens U = SpecA, V = SpecB,W ′ = SpecR′ of
X, Y , and T respectively, all of which have image in W . Such W ′ of this form
cover T , and the corresponding base changes UT and VT over W ′ allow us to
reduce to the case where everything is affine. By flat base change for tor,

0 = TorRi (A,B)⊗R R
′ = TorR

′

i (A⊗R R
′, B ⊗R R

′)

for i > 0, which is what we wanted to show.

Now let us prove tor-independent base change. Suppose we are given a
commutative diagram

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g g

f

of schemes. Assume for convenience that f and f are qcqs, so that we have the
unbounded adjunctions Lf∗ ⊣ Rf∗ and Lf

∗ ⊣ Rf∗ on Dqc. Take the counit
Lf∗Rf∗ ! IdDqc(X) and postcompose to obtain a natural map

Lf
∗
Lg∗Rf∗ = Lg∗Lf∗Rf∗ ! Lg∗,

which is then adjoint to a map

β : Lg∗Rf∗ ! Rf∗Lg
∗

of functors Dqc(X)! Dqc(Y
′). We call this the base change map (even though

we haven’t assumed the square is cartesian). We can also obtain the same map

by instead starting with the unit Id! Rf∗Lf
∗
, and it is clear we get the same

answer.
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Example 3.2.25 One case where we already know that the base change map is
an isomorphism is in the case of open base change, i.e.:

f−1(U) U

X Y

⌟

f

Indeed, this is simply because of the behavior of Rf∗ under restriction to an
open and that Lj∗ = (−)|U for j the inclusion.

This base change map has the following compatibility property. Namely,
suppose we have a commutative diagram

X ′′ Y ′′

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f ′′

h h

f ′

g g

f

with two squares, then we label the base change maps for the bottom square,
top square, and outer square as β1, β2, β12 respectively. We can write β12
canonically as

β12 : Lh
∗Lg∗Rf∗ ! Rf ′∗Lh

∗
Lg∗,

and it is easy to see that the diagram

Lh∗Lg∗Rf∗ Lh∗Rf ′∗ Lg
∗

Rf ′′∗ Lh
∗
Lg∗

Lh∗(β1)

β12

β2,Lg∗

of functors commutes by adjunction, i.e. β12 = β2,Lg∗ ◦ Lh∗(β1).

Here is a simple consequence of this compatibility and open base change
(Example 3.2.25). Let β be the base change map for a square as in the defini-
tion, and place the open base change square above this. β is an isomorphism
iff β|U is an isomorphism for all U in an open cover of Y ′, and thus by the

above this is equivalent to the composite square with upper map f
−1

(U)! U
having a base change isomorphism for all U in an open cover of Y ′.
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We can apply this again to the commutative tower:

f
−1

(U) U

f−1(V ) V

X Y

jf−1(V )
⌟

f

Once again, by open base change and the compatibility result, we obtain two
immediate consequences:

(a) If the base change map for the restricted upper square is an isomorphism,
then the one for the outer square is too.

(b) If j∗f−1(V ) is essentially surjective, then the base change map for the outer
square will imply that the one for the upper square is an isomorphism.
Note that we already know j∗f−1(V ) is essentially surjective whenever

Rjf−1(V ),∗ lands in Dqc, i.e. f
−1(V ) ↪! X is qcqs. Since the source is

already qcqs, this happens when X is quasiseparated.

We obtain a similar comparison map if we start with a horizontal diagram:

X ′ Y ′ Z ′

X Y Z

f

g

h

g p

f h

Namely, labeling the maps of the left, right, and outer squares as β1, β2, β12,
we again immediately see that

β12 = Rf∗(β1) ◦ β2,Rf∗

via the same proof as before. At the very least, this shows that if the two
squares have the base change isomorphism, then the outer one does as well.

Theorem 3.2.26 Let f : X ! Y be a qcqs morphism of schemes and

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g
⌟

g

f

be a cartesian square. The base change map

Lg∗Rf∗ ! Rf∗Lg
∗

is an isomorphism if X and Y ′ are tor-independent over Y . If in addition X
is quasiseparated, then the converse holds.
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Proof It follows from the remark above the proof, for both the forward and
converse direction, that we may reduce to the case where Y and Y ′ are affine,
where for the converse we are also using Prop. 3.2.20. Then g is affine, and by
conservativity of affine pushforward (Example 2.3.46), the base change map is
an isomorphism iff

Rg∗Lf
∗Rf∗ ! Rg∗Rf∗Lg

∗ = Rf∗Rg∗Lg
∗

is an isomorphism. By the projection formula, this is an isomorphism iff

Rf∗E ⊗L
OY

g∗OY ′ ! Rf∗(E ⊗L
OX

g∗OX′)

is an isomorphism for all E ∈ Dqc(X). We know from classical affine base

change that g∗OX′ = g∗f
∗OY ′ = f∗g∗OY ′ , and projection again allows us to

rewrite the LHS to give the map

Rf∗(E ⊗L
OX

Lf∗g∗OY ′)! Rf∗(E ⊗L
OX

f∗g∗OY ′) (∗)

which is Rf∗(E ⊗L
OX

−) applied to the natural map Lf∗(g∗OY ) ! f∗g∗OY .
Upon restriction to an affine open U = SpecA ⊂ X, this map corresponds to

A⊗L
R B ! A⊗R B in Dqc(X)

where B = OY ′(Y ′) and R = OY (Y ). Therefore, Lf∗(g∗OY )! f∗g∗OY is an
isomorphism iff X and Y ′ are tor-independent.

This proves the forward implication as it shows that (∗) is an isomorphism. It
also proves the converse in the case that X were affine, because then f is affine,
so Rf∗ is conservative, and we can take E = OX to obtain Lf∗(g∗OY )

∼−!
f∗g∗OY . To finish the converse, use the diagram

g−1(U) X ′ Y ′

U X Y

⌟

f

g g

f

for some affine open U ⊂ X. Since the isomorphism is known for both squares,
the remark above the proof shows that the outer square has the base change
isomorphism. Thus U and Y ′ are tor-independent over Y , and since U was
arbitrary we conclude X and Y ′ are tor-independent. □

Example 3.2.27 Let f : X ! S be a flat qcqs morphism (i.e. a ‘family’) and
s ∈ S a point. Write is : Specκ(s)! S and i : Xs ↪! X. Then tor-independent
base change gives

Li∗sRf∗A = (Rf∗A)s ⊗L
OS,s

κ(s) = RΓ(Xs, Li
∗A)

for A ∈ Dqc(X). For fun, consider the case where A = E is a vector bundle,
and apply the hyper-tor spectral sequence. Then we get

Tor
OS,s

−p ((Rqf∗E)s, κ(s)) =⇒ Hp+q(Xs, E|Xs),
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relating the cohomology of the fibers to the higher direct images. Since this is
happening over a field, we often want to consider these as numerical spectral
sequences. If S is locally Noetherian, then we have called the LHS the Betti
numbers:

βOS,s
p

(
(Rqf∗E)s

)
=⇒ hq−p(Xs, E|Xs)

In particular, we see that if the higher direct images are all vector bundles,
then the cohomology of the fiber coincides with the stalk of the higher direct
images.

Proposition 3.2.28 Suppose that

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g
⌟

g

f

is a tor-independent cartesian square of schemes.

(a) If g is locally of finite tor dimension, then g is locally of finite tor
dimension. If g has tor dimension ≤ d then g has tor dimension ≤ d.

(b) If f is quasi-proper, then f is quasi-proper.

(c) If f is quasi-perfect, then f is quasi-perfect.

Proof (a) Let U ⊂ X and V ⊂ Y be affine opens so that f(U) ⊂ V , then we
can replace the horizontal maps by U ! V and g−1(U) ! g−1(V ), then the
square remains tor-independent and cartesian. Thus we may assume f and
hence f are affine, and prove the second statement. By tor-independent base
change, Lg∗Rf∗ ∼= Rf∗Lg

∗, so this composite takes a sheaf in degree zero to

[−d, 0] by Example 2.3.47. The same example applied to Rf∗ shows that Lf
∗

takes a sheaf to [−d, 0], proving the claim.

(b,c) We have seen in Prop. 2.5.45 and Prop. 2.5.46 that the claim is local on
quasicompact opens of the target; thus by replacing f with f−1(V )! V and

f with f
−1

(U)! U , we may assume g and thus g are affine.

Let E ∈ Perf(X) be a generator of Dqc(X), and observe that

RHomOX′ (Lg
∗E,−) = RHomOX

(E,Rg∗(−)),

where the RHS is conservative as a composite of conservative functors since
g is affine (Example 2.3.46). Thus Lg∗E generates Dqc(X

′), so it suffices to
show that Rf∗Lg

∗E is pseudocoherent (resp. perfect) by the two cited criteria.
This is clear by tor independent base change since Lg∗Rf∗E is pseudocoherent
(resp. perfect) if f is quasi-proper (resp. quasi-perfect). □

Remark 3.2.29 (a) and (c) above are the more interesting statements, and
especially for (c) I cannot see a simple ‘classical’ way to prove this even under
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good finiteness hypotheses. On the other hand, (b) is only useful in the non-
Noetherian case, because if f is proper then f is already proper without any
tor-independence.

Example 3.2.30 Suppose we have a tor-independent cartesian square of qcqs
schemes as above. Since Lg∗Rf∗

∼−! Rf∗Lg
∗ by tor-independent base change,

by taking right adjoints we obtain f×Rg∗
∼−! Rg∗f

×
. We will prove a much

cooler tor-independent base change theorem for f× below.

Let X and Y be qcqs S-schemes, and consider the natural projections

X
pX −− X ×S Y

pY−−! Y,

which are qcqs by qcqs base change. Recall (Example 2.4.36) that we defined
a Fourier-Mukai functor Dqc(X)! Dqc(Y ) to be a functor isomorphic to one
of the form

A 7! RpY,∗
(
K ⊗L

OX×Y
Lp∗YA

)
for some kernel K ∈ Dqc(X ×Y ). We showed that this is equivalent to having
a qcqs S-scheme W and S-maps f : W ! X and g : W ! Y such that

A 7! Rg∗
(
K ⊗L

OW
Lf∗A

)
for some K ∈ Dqc(W ), in which case the corresponding kernel is the
pushforward of K along W ! X ×S Y .

Proposition 3.2.31 Let Y be a qcqs flat S-scheme and X,Y be qcqs tor-
independent S-schemes. If

ΦK1 : Dqc(X)! Dqc(Y ) ΦK2 : Dqc(Y )! Dqc(Z)

are the Fourier-Mukai functors with kernels K1 and K2 respectively, then ΦK2◦
ΦK1 is Fourier-Mukai with kernel

RπXZ,∗
(
Lπ∗

XYK1 ⊗L Lπ∗
Y ZK2

)
,

where π• denote the corresponding projections from X ×S Y ×S Z.

Proof We consider the cartesian square:

X ×S Y ×S Z Y ×S Z

X ×S Y Y

πY Z

πXY

⌟
qY

pY

This is tor-independent by the assumptions and Example 3.2.24 since Y ! S
is flat. Thus tor-independent base change applies, so we compute:

ΦK2(ΦK1(A)) = RqZ,∗

(
K2 ⊗L Lq∗YRpY,∗

(
K1 ⊗L Lp∗XA

))
= RqZ,∗

(
K2 ⊗L RπY Z,∗Lπ

∗
XY

(
K1 ⊗L Lp∗XA

))
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= RqZ,∗

(
K2 ⊗L RπY Z,∗

(
Lπ∗

XYK1 ⊗L Lπ∗
XA

))
= R(qZπY Z)∗

(
Lπ∗

Y ZK2 ⊗L Lπ∗
XYK1 ⊗L Lπ∗

XA
)

= R(rZπXZ)∗

(
Lπ∗

Y ZK2 ⊗L Lπ∗
XYK1 ⊗L Lπ∗

XZLr
∗
ZA

)
= RrZ,∗

((
Lπ∗

Y ZK2 ⊗L Lπ∗
XYK1

)
⊗L Lr∗ZA

)
by a few applications of the projection formula, where r• are the projections
from X ×S Z. This is what we wanted. □

As a corollary, the collection of qcqs flat S-schemes (i.e. families over S)
behaves very well with respect to Fourier-Mukai functors, because then
Fourier-Mukai functors are closed under composition. We will explain a cate-
gorical perspective on this momentarily. First, if X,Y, Z are qcqs S-schemes
and K1 ∈ Dqc(X ×S Y ),K2 ∈ Dqc(Y ×S Z), we define

K1 ⋆S K2 := RπXZ,∗
(
Lπ∗

XYK1 ⊗L Lπ∗
Y ZK2

)
∈ Dqc(X ×S Y )

to be the convolution of the two kernels. This behaves well under flatness
assumptions. Indeed, assume W,X, Y, Z are qcqs and flat over S (or more
precisely X and Y are flat and W and Z are tor-independent), and

K1 ∈ Dqc(W ×S X),K2 ∈ Dqc(X ×S Y ),K3 ∈ Dqc(Y ×S Z).

Then both (K1⋆SK2)⋆SK3 andK1⋆S (K2⋆SK3) are canonically isomorphic to

RσWZ,∗
(
Lσ∗

WXK1 ⊗L Lσ∗
XYK2 ⊗L Lσ∗

Y ZK3

)
where σ denotes projections fromW×SX×SY ×SZ, via the natural map from
either association to the above pushforward (by adjunction). Indeed, write π
for projections from W ×S X ×S Y and τ for projections from W ×S Y ×S Z.
Consider the tor-independent cartesian square:

W ×S X ×S Y ×S Z W ×S Y ×S Z

W ×S X ×S Y W ×S Y

σWY Z

σWXY

⌟
τWY

πWY

Then it follows from tor-independent base change and the projection formula
that we have natural isomorphisms

(K1 ⋆ K2) ⋆ K3 = RτWZ

(
LτWYRπWY (LπWXK1 ⊗L LπXYK2)⊗L LτY ZK3

)
= RτWZ

(
RσWXY (LσWXK1 ⊗L LσXYK2)⊗L LτY ZK3

)
= RσWZ

(
LσWXK1 ⊗L LσXYK2 ⊗L LσY ZK3

)
(To make everything fit on the page, some stars and subscripts are omit-
ted.) Symmetrically, the other associativity equation also equals the same
expression. This provides the recipe for computing the convolution of a finite
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collection of convolvable kernels: pull them all back to the relevant product,
tensor, and push down.

Based on this verification, we naturally obtain a bicategory (i.e. weak 2-
category) KernS defined as follows: its objects are flat qcqs S-schemes, and
hom-spaces are given by

KernS(X,Y ) := Dqc(X × Y ).

The composition law is given by convolution, and associators are given by the
natural isomorphisms deduced above. It follows from the projection formula
that if ∆X : X ! X ×S X denotes the diagonal, then

(R∆X,∗OX) ⋆S K = K K ′ ⋆S (R∆X,∗OX) = K ′,

so R∆X,∗OX ∈ Dqc(X ×S X) is the identity. The point of doing this is that
there is a canonical pseudofunctor

FM: KernS ! Cat1

sending X 7! Dqc(X), where

KernS(X,Y )! Fun(Dqc(X), Dqc(Y )) K 7! ΦK

is the functor sending a kernel to its associated Fourier-Mukai functor.
Prop. 3.2.31 shows that this indeed respects composition. An important ques-
tion is to determine what the essential image of these functors is, but if
we address this it will be done once we make our derived categories into
∞-categories.

Remark 3.2.32 Suppose X is in addition quasiproper (resp. quasiperfect)
over S. Then for Y flat over S, the projection map X ×S Y ! Y is also
quasiproper (resp. quasi-perfect) by tor-independent base change. Therefore,
a Fourier-Mukai functor restricts to Dpc(X)! Dpc(Y ) assuming that K is a
pseudocoherent kernel. If K is a perfect kernel and X is quasi-perfect, then it
restricts to Perf(X)! Perf(Y ). Now ifX and Y are both flat, then in this case
X is quasi-perfect over S so we obtain the above restriction again. Note also
that by Prop. 2.5.29, if ever such a Fourier-Mukai functor Perf(X)! Perf(Y )
is an equivalence, then Dqc(X) ∼−! Dqc(Y ). Thus for quasi-proper schemes
flat over a base, Perf ‘detects’ the whole unbounded derived category for
Fourier-Mukai functors with perfect kernel.

Example 3.2.33 As a continuation of the previous remark, suppose S is a
Noetherian base and X,Y are proper flat S-schemes. If E ∈ Perf(X ×S Y )
is a perfect kernel, then ΦE : Perf(X) ! Perf(Y ), and also ΦE : Db

coh(X) !
Db

coh(Y ). If we only haveK ∈ Db
coh(X×Y ), then ΦK preservesDpc = D−

coh(X),
but possibly doesn’t stay bounded. For this reason, in geometric settings, we
often want a perfect kernel to get a Fourier-Mukai functor on Db

coh. This sit-
uation is nice for other reasons: if K = E is perfect, then by Example 2.4.50
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we have
ΦE ⊣

(
A 7! RpY,∗ RHom(E, p×XA)

)
.

Since Y ! S is quasi-perfect, pX is quasi-perfect, so p×X(A) = p×X(OX)⊗LLp∗X ,
and thus the right adjoint to ΦE is

A 7! RpY,∗(E
∨ ⊗L p×X(OX)⊗L Lp∗XA),

hence the right adjoint is Fourier-Mukai with kernel RHom(E, p×XOX). We
will be able to give a better way to compute p×X shortly.

Let X and Y be qcqs over a base scheme S, and consider the cartesian square:

X ×S Y Y

X S

πX

πY π pX

pY

Given the counits Lp∗XRpX,∗ ! Id and Lp∗YRpY,∗ ! Id, we can postcompose
with the pullbacks to X ×S Y and tensor to obtain a map

Lπ∗
XLp

∗
XRpX,∗A⊗L

OS

Lπ∗
Y Lp

∗
YRpY,∗B ! Lπ∗

XA ⊗L

OX×SY

Lπ∗
YB

natural in A ∈ Dqc(X) and B ∈ Dqc(Y ). In this setting we usually denote the
RHS by A⊠L

OS
B, called the external product, which is a multiplication functor

Dqc(X)×Dqc(Y )! Dqc(X ×S Y ).

The LHS is equal to Lπ∗RpX,∗A ⊗L Lπ∗RpY,∗B, so the map is adjoint to a
natural map

RpX,∗A⊗L
OS

RpY,∗B ! Rπ∗
(
A⊠L

OS
B
)
,

which is called the Kunneth map. A simple consequence of our base change
result is that this is an isomorphism in the tor-independent case.

Proposition 3.2.34 Let X and Y be tor-independent, qcqs S-schemes. Using
the notation above, the Kunneth map

RpX,∗A⊗L
OS

RpY,∗B ! Rπ∗
(
A⊠L

OS
B
)

is a natural isomorphism for all A ∈ Dqc(X) and B ∈ Dqc(Y ).

Proof By the qcqs projection formula and tor-independent base change, we
deduce that

RpX,∗A⊗L
OS

RpY,∗B = RpX,∗
(
A⊗L Lp∗XRpY,∗B

)
= RpX,∗

(
A⊗L RπX,∗Lπ

∗
YB

)
= RpX,∗RπX,∗

(
Lπ∗

XA⊗L Lπ∗
YB

)
= Rπ∗

(
A⊠L

OS
B
)
,

completing the proof. □
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Example 3.2.35 Let S be any scheme and X := Pn
S ! S the corresponding

projective space. This is flat because Pn
Z ! SpecZ is flat, as it is locally

An
Z ! SpecZ. Moreover, the line bundles OX(d) for d ∈ Z are all pullbacks of

OPn
Z
(d) from Z, so the qcqs and tor-independent base change square

X S

Pn
Z SpecZ

p

h
⌟

h

q

allows us to compute their cohomology: indeed,

Lh∗Rq∗ = Rp∗Lh
∗
,

so Rp∗OX(d) = Lh∗Rq∗OPn(d) = RΓ(Pn,OPn(d))⊗L OS . Thus

Rp∗OX(d) =
(
OS [x0, . . . , xn]d

)
[0] ∼= O(n+d

d )
S [0]

for d ≥ 0, Rp∗OX(d) = 0 for d ∈ [−n,−1], and

Rp∗OX(d) =
(
OS [x0, . . . , xn]

∨
n+1−d

)
[0] ∼= O( −d−1

−n−d−1)
S [−n].

The Künneth formula above then allows us to compute the cohomology of
external product bundles on Pn1

S ×S · · ·×SPnk

S . For example, on X = Pn
S×SPm

S ,
we write OX(i, j) for the obvious external product. Then the result above
shows that

Rπ∗OX(i, j) = RpPn
S ,∗OPn

S
(i)⊗L

OS
RpPm

S ,∗OPm
S
(j)

which is computed by the formula above. For example,

Rπ∗OX(−n− 1,−m− 1) = OS [−n]⊗L
OS

Os[−m] = OS [−n−m],

so we should expect OX(−n−1,−m−1) to be the dualizing object for X over
S. We will formalize this below.

Example 3.2.36 Let X and Y be qcqs k-schemes for a field k. Identify D(k)
with the category of Z-graded k-vector spaces, and recall that all k-complexes
are K-injective because an acyclic k-complex is contractible. Thus for any
A ∈ Dqc(X) and B ∈ Dqc(Y ), the Kunneth formula gives

Hn(X ×k Y,A⊠
L B) ∼=

⊕
p+q=n

Hp(X,A)⊗Hq(Y,B),

just as in the classical formula. If A ≃ E• is a bounded complex of vector
bundles and B ≃ F•, then A⊠LB is computed completely classically, namely

A⊠L B = p∗XE• ⊗X×kY p∗Y F• = E• ⊠ F•,

as we expect.

Example 3.2.37 The purpose of this example is to explain why Example 3.2.36
fails when we’re not over a field. In fact, we will use our formalism to give an
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example of a (polynomial) ring R, a smooth projective R-scheme X, and a
locally free sheaf E on X such that

H0
(
RΓ(X, E)⊗L

R RΓ(X, E)
)
̸= H0(X, E)⊗R H

0(X, E).

By the Kunneth formula, this will show that

H0(X ×R X, E ⊠ E) ̸= H0(X, E)⊗H0(X, E),

which is a question one could ask in entirely classical terms.

Let k be a field, R = k[u, v, w], and X = P1
R. Note that

Ext1(O3
X ,OX(−2)) = H1(X,OX(−2))3 = R3,

so choose an exact sequence of the form

0! OX(−2)! E ! O⊕3
X ! 0

with extension class (u, v, w) ∈ R3. Then E is locally free of rank 2, which
produces a triangle E ! OX ! OX(−2)[1]! E [1]. Thus

RΓ(X, E)! RΓ(X,O⊕3
X ) = R3 ! RΓ(X,OX(−2)[1]) = R!

is exact, which means that

RΓ(X, E) ≃ Cone(R3 (u,v,w)
−−−−−! R) =

[
R3 (u,v,w)
−−−−−! R

]
in D(R). Letting M = H0(X, E), we have M = ker(R3 ! R); this map is also
contained in the Koszul resolution for k = k[u, v, w]/(u, v, w), which is

0! R
(w,−v,u)
−−−−−−! R3 ! R3 (u,v,w)

−−−−−! R! 0.

Therefore we have an exact sequence

0! R
(w,−v,u)
−−−−−−! R3 !M ! 0

by splicing, which is a minimal free resolution. Tensoring this with M , we
observe that [M ! M3] ≃ M ⊗L

R M . But x 7! (wx,−vx, ux) is still injective
because M is a submodule of R3, so M ⊗L

R M ≃M ⊗R M . Therefore

M ⊗R M ≃
[
R! R3 ! R6

]
[2]

(in degrees −2,−1, 0). Because this was true before totalization, the matrix
entries above all lie in m = (u, v, w) ⊂ R, so this becomes a minimal free
resolution after localizing at m. In particular pdRm

(Mm ⊗Rm
Mm) = 2.

On the other hand, we also have in degrees 0, 1, 2

RΓ(X, E)⊗L
R RΓ(X, E) =

[
R9 d
−! R6 ! R

]
,

so let N be H0 of the equation above, which fits into an exact sequence 0 !
N ! R9 ! im (d) ! 0. Since im (d)m is a nonzero submodule of R6

m, it has
depth ≥ 1 over Rm. Therefore the exact sequence implies depthRm

(Nm) ≥
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depth(im (d)m) + 1 ≥ 2. By the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula, pdRm
(Nm) ≤

3− 2 = 1, so we conclude Nm ̸= (M ⊗RM)m, hence N ̸=M ⊗RN as desired.

Our next subject is tor-independent base change for the twisted inverse image.
The setup and proof will be somewhat similar to the proof of regular tor-
independent base change: we use general pullback facts to reduce to the case
of an affine morphism or open immersion, and prove these cases separately.
One annoyance of the theory is that the base change map will only exist in
the tor-independent case.

Suppose we are given a tor-independent cartesian square

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g
⌟

g

f

where X,Y,X ′, and Y ′ are all qcqs schemes, so in particular all maps are qcqs.

The twisted base change map is a natural map γ : Lg∗f× ! f
×
Lg∗ of functors

Dqc(Y )! Dqc(X
′). It is defined as the adjunct map corresponding to

Rf∗Lg
∗f×

β−1f×

−−−−! Lg∗Rf∗f
× ! Lg∗,

where β is the tor-independent base change isomorphism, and the second map
is induced by the counit of Rf∗ ⊣ f×. γ satisfies the same compatibilities as the
standard derived base change map; namely, suppose we stack tor-independent
base change diagrams like:

X ′′ Y ′′

X ′ Y ′ Z ′

X Y Z

f1

h
⌟

h

f

g
⌟

h1

g
⌟

g1

f h1

Denote the base change maps for the left-bottom, left-top, and right squares
as γ1, γ2, and γ3 respectively. Let γ12 and γ13 be the base change maps for
the pasted squares.

Remark 3.2.38 For this to make sense, we need to know that the composite
square of adjacent tor-independent base change squares is tor-independent.
This is easy to check from the definition, but also we know that the base change
map of the composite square is an isomorphism by pasting compatibility, and
since we are assuming that the schemes are qcqs the converse of Thm. 3.2.26
holds.

Now, view γ12 and γ13 as maps:

γ12 : Lh
∗
Lg∗f× ! f×1 Lh

∗Lg∗ γ13 : Lg
∗f×h×1 ! f

×
h
×
1 Lg

∗
1
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Then we have the commutative diagrams

Lh
∗
Lg∗f× Lh

∗
f
×
Lg∗ Lg∗f×h×1 f

×
Lg∗h×1

f×1 Lh
∗Lg∗ f

×
h
×
1 Lg

∗
1

Lh∗γ1

γ12
γ2,Lg∗

γ
1,h

×
1

γ13
f
×
γ3

expressing the obvious compatibilities. These follow purely formally from the
corresponding identities for the standard derived base change map, as well as
the unit-counit identities for an adjunction.
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3.2.4 Grothendieck duality I

3.3 Derived intersection theory

3.3.1 Grothendieck groups of derived categories

Let D be a triangulated category. In this section we will define a corresponding
group K0(D), and then specialize to the algebro-geometric case. We will as
usual ignore any set-theoretic issues unless they actually become relevant to
the considerations at hand.

Let K0(D) be the free abelian group on the collection of isomorphism classes
of objects of D modulo the subgroup generated by elements of the form [A]−
[B] + [C] whenever there is an exact triangle

A! B ! C ! A[1].

We call K0(D) the Grothendieck group of D. We also recall the classical defini-
tion that if A is an exact category, thenK0(A) has the corresponding definition
except using exact sequences 0! A! B ! C ! 0 instead of exact triangles.

This is functorial: if F : D! E is an exact functor of triangulated categories,
then we obtain an induced functor F∗ : K0(D)! K0(E) sending [A] 7! [F (A)].
This is well-defined because F preserves isomorphisms and exact triangles.
In particular, triangulated categories which are triangulated-equivalent have
isomorphic Grothendieck groups. The corresponding remarks hold for exact
categories.

This notion is well-behaved for arbitrary triangulated categories. First, given
any A,B ∈ D, we always have an explicit model for the difference [A] − [B],
namely it is the cone C in A ! B ! C ! A[1]. The triangle A ! A ! 0 !
A[1] shows that [0] = 0 inK0(D), and rotating the triangle to A! 0! A[1]!
implies that [A] = −[A[1]]. In particular we have[

A[n]
]
= (−1)n[A]

for all n ∈ Z. We remark that the octahedral axiom doesn’t give us anything
new, namely it just says

([A]− [B])− ([B]− [C]) = [A]− [C]

as was true already. Since in any triangulated category we always have A !
A⊕ B ! B ! A[1] exact, it follows that [A⊕ B] = [A] + [B], giving an easy
model for the sum of two objects.

Example 3.3.1 Let A be an abelian category and C• ∈ Chb(A) a bounded
chain complex. Then ∑

i∈Z
(−1)i[Hi(C)] =

∑
i∈Z

(−1)i[Ci]
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in K0(A). Indeed, consider the coboundary/cocycle sequences

0! Zi ! Ci ! Bi+1 ! 0 0! Bi ! Zi ! Hi(C)! 0.

Therefore in K-theory we have

[Ci] = [Zi] + [Bi+1] = [Hi(C)] + [Bi] + [Bi+1]

for all i ∈ Z. Taking the alternating sum over both sides, the [Bi] + [Bi+1]
term telescopes to zero, because Bi = 0 for i ≪ 0 and i ≫ 0. In particular, if
C• is acyclic then its Euler characteristic in K0(A) is zero.

Now let A be an abelian category and D be a triangulated category. Let
H : D ! A be a cohomological functor, and assume that it is bounded : this
means that for each A ∈ D, the object H(A[i]) is nonzero for only finitely
many i. Given a bounded cohomological functor H, there is an associated map

χH : K0(D)! K0(A)

defined by χH([A]) =
∑

i∈ZH(A[i]). First, this is well-defined on isomorphism
classes because of boundedness; to check the relation, let A! B ! C ! A[1]
be exact, and consider the long exact sequence

· · ·! H(A[i])! H(B[i])! H(C[i])! H(A[i+ 1])! · · ·

which is zero far enough to the left and right. By Example 3.3.1 applied to the
bounded acyclic complex shown above, we see that

0 =
∑
i∈Z

(−1)i
([
H(A[i])

]
−
[
H(B[i])

]
+
[
H(C[i])

])
= χH(A)− χH(B) + χH(C),

which proves that χH is well-defined.

The most important case of this construction is when D = Db(A) is the
bounded-derived category of A, and H = H0. Note firstly that there is in fact
an induced map

K0(Ch
b(A))! H0(D

b(A))
sending [C•] 7! [C•]. It is clear that this is well-defined on isomorphism classes,
and it satisfies the defining relation since a short exact sequence of complexes
corresponds to a distinguished triangle in the derived category.

Example 3.3.2 This is the derived example corresponding to Example 3.3.1. If
A ∈ Db(A), then we claim that

[A] =
∑
i∈Z

(−1)i[Hi(A)[0]]

inside K0(D
b(A)). We show this by induction on the length of cohomolog-

ical amplitude; if A = 0 then this is clear. Otherwise, let the bottommost
cohomology degree of A be n, and consider the triangle

Hn(A)[−n]! A! τ≥n+1A! Hn(C)[−n+ 1].
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Then by induction we have

[A] =
[
Hn(A)[−n]

]
+ [τ≥n+1A]

= (−1)n[Hn(A)[0]] +
∑

i≥n+1

(−1)i[Hi(A)[0]]

=
∑
i∈Z

(−1)i[Hi(A)[0]]

as desired.

Proposition 3.3.3 Let A be an abelian category. Then the map

χ := χH0 : K0

(
Db(A)

)
! K0(A)

is an isomorphism with inverse [A] 7!
[
A[0]

]
.

Proof The proposed inverse is well-defined because it is a composite of the
functor K0(A) ! K0(Ch

b(A)) induced from the 0-embedding A ! Chb(A),
and the functor K0(Ch

b(A)) ! K0(D
b(A)) that we just defined. The

composite
[A] 7!

[
A[0]

]
7! H0(A[0]) = [A]

is the identity. That the other direction of composing is the identity is exactly
the statement of Example 3.3.2. □

Remark 3.3.4 Let X be a scheme. We have considered subcategories like

Db
qc(X) Db

coh(X)

and have not yet discussed their relation to Db QCoh(X) and Db Coh(X). To
resolve any ambiguity, consider the following situation: let A be an abelian
category and C ⊂ A a wide subcategory : this means that C is closed under
extensions, kernels, and cokernels, and is in particular an abelian subcategory.
Let Db

C(A) ⊂ Db(A) denote the full subcategory of objects of Db(A) whose
cohomology objects lie in C. Then we have a commutative diagram

K0(D
b
C(A)) K0(C)

K0(D
b(A)) K0(A)

∼=

because the functor H0 : Db
C(A)! C is a bounded cohomological functor. Now

the map [C] 7! [C[0]] is still well-defined from K0(C) ! K0(D
b
C(A)), and the

decomposition of Example 3.3.2 still takes place in K0(D
b
C(A)). (Note that we

are using the fact that C is Serre to say that the truncation functors preserve
DC(A).) Thus the same proof as for Prop. 3.3.3 shows that the top map is an
isomorphism. In particular, we can still assert isomorphisms

K0

(
Db

qc(X)) ∼= K0

(
QCoh(X)

)
K0

(
Db

coh(X)
)
= K0

(
Coh(X)

)
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without ever having to pass through the derived categories of Coh(X) and
QCoh(X).

Example 3.3.5 Let X be a scheme and F any quasicoherent sheaf; write G =⊕∞
i=1 F . Then G ⊕ F ∼= G, which implies that [G] + [F ] = [G], i.e. [F ] = 0.

Therefore, K0(QCoh(X)) = K0(D
b
qc(X)) = 0. So, we will mostly only be

interested in the coherent case. More generally, the same argument applies to
any abelian category which admits countable direct sums.

Definition 3.3.6 Let X be a Noetherian scheme. We write G0(X) :=
K0(D

b
coh(X)) and often identify this with K0(Coh(X)). We write K0(X) :=

K0(Perf(X)).

We note that our assumption of Noetherianity here is a bit overkill, and qcqs
is usually fine, but then the theory needs a bit more care. Part of the power
of these definitions is that K0 and G0 have obvious ring and module struc-
tures respectively. First, for each E ∈ Perf(X) we have a triangulated functor
Perf(X) ! Perf(X) given by F 7! E ⊗L

OX
F , which in particular induces a

group homomorphism K0(X)! K0(X). Since this is natural with respect to
E, it gives a mapK0(X)! HomZ(K0(X),K0(X)), and thus a bilinear product

K0(X)×K0(X)! K0(X),

which we write by (α, β) 7! α · β. On the basis elements, we have [E] · [F ] =
[E⊗LF ]. Commutativity and associativity follow from the corresponding prop-
erties of the derived tensor product. Thus K0(X) is naturally a ring, with unit
1 = OX .

Since X is Noetherian, being in Db
coh(X) is equivalent to being bounded and

pseudocoherent. Derived tensor product preserves pseudocoherent objects, and
hence the same argument above gives a bilinear map

K0(X)×G0(X)! G0(X)

which on basis elements is also given by [E]·[A] = [E⊗LA]. This makes G0(X)
a K0(X)-module. The inclusion Perf(X)! Db

coh(X) (again by Noetherianity)
induces a map K0(X)! G0(X) of abelian groups. It is also a map of K0(X)-
modules since the ring and module structure coincide on perfect objects. Our
machinery makes it relatively easy to say things about this:

Proposition 3.3.7 Let X be a Noetherian regular scheme. The natural map
K0(X)! G0(X) is an isomorphism of K0(X)-modules.

Proof In this case we have shown that Perf(X)! Db
coh(X) is an exact equiv-

alence, hence the induced map on K0 is an isomorphism. □
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Note that equivalently we have given K0(Coh(X)) a module structure. Given
a coherent sheaf G, we have by definition of χ that

[E] · [F ] = [E ⊗L
OX

F ] =
∑
i∈Z

(−1)i[Hi(E ⊗L
OX

G)] ∈ K0(Coh(X)).

In particular if F is a perfect sheaf, then

[F ] · [G] =
∑
i≤0

(−1)i[ToriOX
(F ,G)].

So, if F = E is a vector bundle, then [E ] · [G] = [E ⊗OX
G].

Suppose f : X ! Y is a morphism of Noetherian schemes. Then we have the
canonical pullback map Lf∗ : Perf(Y ) ! Perf(X) which induces a pullback
map f∗ : K0(Y ) ! K0(X). This is a ring homomorphism because (derived)
pullback commutes with (derived) tensor products.

Example 3.3.8 Let k be a field. Then

K0(Spec k) = G0(Spec k) = K0(Vectfd(k)),

and there is a natural map K0(Vectfd(k))! Z given by taking the dimension:
indeed it depends only on isomorphism class, and the dimension is additive
in exact sequences of vector spaces. This map sends k 7! 1, and hence is
surjective. An arbitrary element of K0 is a finite sum

∑
i ki[Vi] where Vi are

vector spaces, and we can group all terms with a positive and negative coeffi-
cient with one another. Taking direct sums shows that it can be represented
as [V ] − [W ], which maps to dim(V ) − dim(W ). If this is zero, then V ∼= W ,
so [V ]− [W ] = 0. Thus

K0(Spec k) = G0(Spec k) ∼= Z

by the dimension map. Moreover, the composite dimk : K0(Spec k) ! Z is a
ring homomorphism. Indeed, the ring structure on K0(Spec k) corresponds to
a ring structure onK0(Vectfd(k)) given by a tensor product of vector spaces, as
all objects are their own free resolution. But dim(V ⊗W ) = dim(V ) dim(W ),
henceK0(Spec k) ∼= Z as rings. From what we have said previously, to compute
dim of an object E ∈ Perf(k), we just get

∑
i(−1)i dimkH

i(E). If E = V •

is given as a complex, then we know by the corresponding G0 result that
dim(E) =

∑
i(−1)i dimk V

i.

Note that decomposing elements of K0(X) via cohomology is not available to
us anymore because the cohomology of a perfect object may not be perfect.
But we can still say the following: Let F• be a bounded complex of perfect
sheaves. Since X is Noetherian, this means that each F i is coherent and has
finite tor dimension, which implies that F• is pseudocoherent and has bounded
tor amplitude, hence is perfect. We claim that

[F•] =
∑
i∈Z

(−1)i[F i[0]] in K0(X).
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Indeed, proceed by induction on the length, except this time use the stupid
filtration triangle

σ≥n+1F
• ! F• ! Fn[−n]! σ≥n+1F•[1]

where n is the bottom nonzero term, which remains in Perf(X). By the induc-
tive hypothesis applied to σ≥n+1F• and the addition in K0, we conclude the
result.

In light of the above example, for arbitrary Noetherian X and x ∈ X, the
corresponding map ix : Specκ(x)! X induces a pullback map

i∗x : K0(X)! K0(Specκ(x))
∼−! Z,

which we denote by rkx : K0(X)! Z. For instance, if E• is a complex of vector
bundles, then

rkx(E•) =
∑
i

(−1)i rkx E i =
∑
i

(−1)i dimκ(x) E i(x),

(where E i(x) = E i
x ⊗OX,x

κ(x)) since the derived pullback is just pullback on
a locally free sheaf.

Next, suppose the morphism f : X ! Y has finite tor-dimension, then in this
case we obtain an exact functor Lf∗ : Db

coh(Y )! Db
coh(X), which now induces

a pullback f∗ : G0(Y )! G0(X). By definition, we get a commutative diagram

K0(Y ) G0(X)

K0(X) G0(Y )

e.g. of abelian groups, or of K0(Y )-modules via restriction of scalars. We have
seen that regular immersions i : Z ! X have finite tor dimension. In this
case one writes the pullback as i! and calls it the Gysin pullback (not to be
confused with the functor from Grothendieck duality). We will be able to say
more about Gysin pullbacks shortly.

Example 3.3.9 Let X be Noetherian and x ∈ X a point. We know that
Specκ(x) ! X has finite tor dimension iff κ(x) has finite tor dimension over
OX,x, i.e. x ∈ Xreg. Therefore for a regular point we may define rkx : G0(X)!
G0(Specκ(x)) ∼= Z by the dimension function. Viewing Z as a K0(X)-module
via the rkx function which always exists, the homomorphism G0(X)! Z is a
K0(X)-module map.

The rank at a smooth point x is computable in a much nicer way. We know
that for A ∈ Db

coh(X), [A] =
∑

i(−1)i[Hi(A)], and applying Li∗x we obtain

rkx(A) =
∑
i

(−1)i dimκ(x)H
i(Ax ⊗L

OX,x
κ(x)),



Vihaan Dheer 333

which is some kind of measurement of how A meets the point x. This is very
different from a local length invariant which we will define momentarily.

Next, let f : X ! Y be a proper morphism of Noetherian schemes (or slightly
more generally, it can be cohomologically proper). Then we have an exact
functor Rf∗ : D

b
coh(X)! Db

coh(Y ), which induces a pushforward map

f∗ : G0(X)! G0(Y )

given on the basis by [A] 7! [Rf∗(A)]. For example, if X is a proper k-scheme,
then we get a map G0(X)! G0(k) ∼= Z given by

[A] 7!
∑
i∈Z

(−1)i dimk Hi(X,A),

which shows that G0(X) does contain quite a bit of cohomological information.
In this situation, one usually writes χ(A) for the RHS above. A bit more
generally, ifX is proper over a ring A, then we can still obtain its cohomological
Euler characteristic but as an element of G0(A).

Of course, based on our definitions, it is obvious that these induced maps on G0

and K0 are all functorial with respect to compositions. Now, if f is proper and
of finite tor dimension (which was the right setting for Grothendieck duality
as well), then we obtain both a pullback and pushforward on G0. One basic
use case is when i : Z ! X is a regular immersion.

Example 3.3.10 The best setting is a morphism of smooth projective vari-
eties f : X ! Y over a regular Noetherian ring R (e.g. a field). In this case,
K0(X) = G0(X) and K0(Y ) = G0(Y ), so everything is a ring, and we have
a ring homomorphism f∗ : K0(Y ) ! K0(X) and a map of abelian groups
f∗ : K0(X)! K0(Y ). In practice, this is the setting we usually use, alongside
the case of a regular immersion.

So far, we have seen that using different descriptions of the groups K0 and G0

allows us to easily define new invariants without much work. We want to do
this for the determinant, which will be a map det : K0(X) ! Pic(X). This is
possible in general, but it does take some extra work, so instead we will do
this in the presence of the resolution property.

Let X be a scheme, and recall that we define Vect(X) to be the exact
category of vector bundles, meaning locally free sheaves of finite (possibly
non-constant) rank. Let Kvb

0 (X) := K0(Vect(X)). For each x ∈ X there is a
map rkx : K

vb
0 (X)! Z given by [E ] 7! rkx E , since the rank of this finite free

module is additive in exact sequences. For a vector bundle E , the assignment
X ! Z given by x 7! rkx E is locally constant: for each x ∈ X, we can by def-
inition find a nbhd where E|U ∼= On

U , and n = rkx E . Therefore rk(E) gives a
section of H0(X,Z) (where Z means the Z) of the constant sheaf whose stalk
at x is rkx(E).
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Moreover, the assignment [E ] 7! rk(E) ∈ H0(X,Z) gives a well-defined map
rk: Kvb

0 (X) ! H0(X,Z), since to check additivity in exact sequences we can
just check on every stalk and reduce to the previous case. Now, each vector
bundle E gives a decomposition of X =

⊔
nXn where Xn = {x ∈ X : rkx(E) =

n}, where by continuity Xn is clopen in X. Since these are clopen, there is a
unique sheaf det(E) up to isomorphism such that

det(E)|Xn
∼= Λn

OX
E ,

which we know is a line bundle (by exterior power notes). Now consider a short
exact sequence

0! E1 ! E2 ! E3 ! 0
in Vect(X). We claim that there is a natural isomorphism det(E1)⊗det(E3) ∼−!
det(E2), and we have already shown (in exterior power notes) that this holds
when the bundles have constant rank, so the main problem is constructing the
map. Disjoint clopen descent allows us to freely map into and out of an object
so we may, in fact, assume that E2 has constant rank ℓ. Let {Xn} be a clopen
decomposition of X as above for the sheaf E1. Then by Corollary 2.2.7 of those
notes, we obtain the canonical map

ΛnE1|Xn ⊗ ΛmE3|Xn ! Λm+nE2|Xn .

for each n,m ≥ 0. In particular take m = ℓ−n, since E2 has rank ℓ everywhere
and on Xn, E1 has rank n, so E2 is forced to have rank ℓ − n. Thus we may
write the above map as

det(E1)|Xn ⊗ det(E3)|Xn ! det(E2)|Xn ,

which is an isomorphism as the three terms now have constant rank on Xn.
Thus we may ascend from {Xn} to X providing the desired isomorphism. This
gives a determinant map det : Kvb

0 (X)! Pic(X). We also sometimes consider
the joint homomorphism

(det, rk) : Kvb
0 (X)! Pic(X)×H0(X,Z).

Finally, note that there is always a natural map Kvb
0 (X) ! K0(X) in the

Noetherian case which sends [E ] 7! [E [0]]; it is well-defined as a short exact
sequence of bundles gives an exact triangle in Perf(X). Note moreover that
Kvb

0 (X) has an obvious product structure which is just given by regular tensor
product: This works because all objects of Vect(X) are flat sheaves. Hence
Kvb

0 (X) is a ring, and by definition the map into K0(X) is a ring map.

Lemma 3.3.11 Let X be a Noetherian scheme with the resolution property.
Then the natural map

Kvb
0 (X)! K0(X)

is an isomorphism (of rings) with inverse given by [E•] 7!
∑

i(−1)i[E i]
whenever E• is a bounded complex of vector bundles.
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Corollary 3.3.12 Let X be a regular Noetherian separated scheme. Then the
maps

Kvb
0 (X) ∼−! K0(X) ∼−! G0(X) ∼−! K0(Coh(X))

are all isomorphisms (e.g. of K0(X)-modules).

Proof The right-hand map is always an isomorphism, the middle map is an
isomorphism by Prop. 3.3.7, and the first map is an isomorphism by the pre-
vious lemma and Prop. 3.1.56. □

Let X be a Noetherian scheme with the resolution property. Then we define
(det, rk) : K0(X) ! Pic(X) × H0(X,Z) to be the unique homomorphism for
which composition with Kvb

0 (X) ! K0(X) gives (det, rk) defined previously.
By the lemma, this is computed on an object [E] ∈ K0(X) by first representing
E = E• by a bounded complex of vector bundles, and then

det(E) =
⊗
i∈Z

det(E i)(−1)i =
∑
i∈Z

(−1)i[det(E i)]

where in the second equality we use additive notation for the group Pic(X).
Note that this is a homomorphism K0(X)! Pic(X) of additive groups. Alter-
natively, there is a multiplicative homomorphism Pic(X) ! K0(X)× which
simply sends L 7! [L], clearly well-defined, and by the description above has
det as a (set-theoretic) retraction. In particular Pic(X) ↪! K0(X)×.

Example 3.3.13 Let A be a Noetherian ring. Then SpecA is affine and hence
has the resolution property, so K0(SpecA) is equivalent to K0 of the category
of vector bundles over SpecA, i.e. finite projective modules over A. This is
usually called K0(A), i.e. the Grothendieck group of the ring itself.

Here are some general relations that we can always write down in K0(X). First
of all, let E be a vector bundle of rank n and consider a map E ! OX , i.e. a
section of E∨. Recall that this is a regular section if the corresponding Koszul
complex

0! det(E)! Λn−1E ! · · ·! Λ2E ! E ! OX ! 0,

treated as concentrated in degrees [−n, 0], is exact everywhere except for OX .
Letting Z := V (im (E ! OX)), this gives a relation

[OZ ] = 1− [E ] + [Λ2E ]− · · ·+ (−1)n det(E)

in K0(X). Let’s further suppose that this data is given by line bundles
L1, . . . ,Ln with sections si ∈ L∨

i . Then we have already seen that the Koszul
complex is a product of the one element complexes Li ! OX , meaning

[Kos(s1, . . . , xn)] = (1− [L1]) · · · (1− [Ln])

in K0(X). Further suppose that s1, . . . , sn forms a regular sequence, i.e.
V (s1, . . . , sn) is a complete intersection. Then the Koszul complex represents
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OV (s1,...,sn), and we get

[OV (s1,...,sn)] = (1− [L1]) · · · (1− [Ln])

= [OV (s1)] · · · [OV (sn)]

by the corresponding proof for tensor products. This is a sign that the product
inK0(X) should be interpreted as an intersection product. Of course, whenever
D is an effective Cartier divisor, then we always have [OD] = 1− [OX(−D)].
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3.3.2 Intersections in projective space

This section will be a good demonstration of the power of derived categories.
We will make some trivial observations about projective space and deduce a
good amount of nontrivial intersection-theoretic facts from it.

Example 3.3.14 LetX = Pn
k and writeH = [OPn(1)] for the ‘hyperplane class’.

We know that x0, . . . , xn ∈ H0(X,OX(1)) form a regular sequence and that
V (x0, . . . , xn) = ∅, so the Koszul complex is acyclic. The above discussion
shows that [OV (xi)] = 1− [OX(−1)] = 1 +H, and that

0 = [OV (x0)] · · · [OV (xn)] = (1 +H)n+1.

Therefore, we obtain a ring homomorphism Z[H]/(1 +H)n+1 ! K0(Pn).

Let us show our first real theorem, which is that this map is an isomorphism.
Note that H is a unit in K0(X), and

Hℓ = [OPn(1)⊗ℓ] = [OPn(ℓ)]

for all ℓ ∈ Z. Moreover in Z[x]/(1 + x)n+1, x is a unit since

x = (1 + x)− 1 | (1 + x)n+1 − 1 = −1,

i.e. x | −1. Therefore the image of this map will contain all finite expressions of
the form

∑
i∈Z aiH

i. The only other input is the following simple computation:

Example 3.3.15 Let k be a field and X = Pn
k . Since X is proper over k, we

have an Euler characteristic χ(X,α) for α ∈ K0(X). We claim that

χ(X,OX(d)) =
(d+ 1) · · · (d+ n)

n!
≡

(
d+ n

n

)
,

where we are viewing the RHS as a polynomial in d. Indeed, this is pretty
obvious from the explicit description of the cohomology of Pn, but we can
also show it inductively without assuming that result. Indeed, consider the
hyperplane sequence

0! OX(d− 1)! OX(d)! OPn−1
k

(d)! 0,

then we obtain

χ(X,OX(d))− χ(X,OX(d− 1)) = χ(Pn−1
k ,O(d))

Theorem 3.3.16 Let k be a field and write H = [OPn
k
(1)] ∈ K0(Pn

k ). The
natural map

Z[x]/(1 + x)n+1 ! K0(Pn
k ) x 7! H

is an isomorphism of rings.

Proof This map is surjective: to see this, note that for all ℓ ∈ Z. Since Pn is
regular, K0(Pn) = K0(Coh(Pn)). Moreover, we know that every coherent sheaf
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F admits a finite resolution by sums of line bundles (Cor. 3.1.61), from which
it immediately follows that [F ] is equivalent to

∑
i aiH

i □
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A Appendix

A.1 Descent

This section is mostly for fun: at the end we will prove fpqc-locality on the
target for various properties of morphisms. This is an important result, espe-
cially in preparation for defining algebraic spaces and stacks, and faithfully
flat descent is useful in its own right.

By descent, we will mean five related things:

(a) Effective descent for modules on an open cover means that we are given
an open cover {Ui} of X, and want to know how Mod(OX) is obtained
from the categories Mod(OUi).

(b) Effective descent for quasicoherent sheaves means that we are given a
morphism f : X ! Y of schemes, and want to know how QCoh(Y ) is
obtained from QCoh(X).

(c) Descent for morphisms means we are given a morphism U ! X, and want
to know how Hom(X,Y ) is obtained from Hom(U, Y ) for a scheme Y .

(d) Effective descent for schemes means we are given a scheme X (possibly
over a base) with ‘descent data’, and want to see how it defines a scheme
Y with some kind of cover X ! Y .

(e) Descent for properties of morphisms means that we are given a map
X ! Y and a descent morphism Y ′ ! Y , and want to know when a
property of the morphism X ×Y Y ′ ! Y ′ ‘descends’ to X ! Y .

We will address all five questions in this section. (e) is particularly interesting,
where we will generalize the fact that many properties of morphisms are local
on the target to showing that they are fpqc-local on the target. Much of the
discussion in this section could be considered standard introductory algebraic
geometry, which is why we include it in an appendix.

Remark A.1.1 The word ‘descent’ refers to the following idea: We are given a
kind of ”cover” p : Y ′ ! Y where data on Y ′ is easier to understand; data on Y
can usually be pulled back to Y ′, (e.g. sheaves via pullback, Y -schemes via fiber
product), and we want to know whether some data or property on Y ′ descends
back down to Y . The basic example is where R is a ring, (f1, . . . , fr) = (1) are
elements generating the unit ideal, and we have the surjective map

r⊔
i=1

SpecRfi ! SpecR

on spectra. The terminology is in contrast to ‘ascent’, which records when a
property has good stability under pullback of sheaves or base change.
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A.1.1 Elementary results

We first recall the most basic form of descent, which is descent for an open
cover. Let (X,OX) be a ringed space and U = {Uα} an open cover of X.
Denote by jα : Uα ↪! X the corresponding inclusions. We want to define a
category Mod(OU ) as the limit of the diagram:∏

α Mod(OUα)
∏

α,β Mod(OUα∩Uβ
)

∏
α,β,γ Mod(OUα∩Uβ∩Uγ )

Let us spell this out: An object of Mod(OU ) is a family {Fα : α} for
Fα ∈ Mod(OUα) equipped with a descent datum: this means a collection of
isomorphisms

gαβ : Fα|Uαβ

∼−! Fβ |Uαβ

satisfying the cocycle condition on triple overlaps, which is that the diagram

Fα|Uαβγ
Fβ |Uαβγ

Fγ |Uαβγ

gαβ

gαγ
gβγ

should commute. A morphism in this category is a collection of morphisms
Fα ! Gα commuting with the gαβ ’s. We will have various definitions like this,
so at some point we will just say ‘obvious category of descent data’ to mean
the corresponding construction.

There is a canonical map j∗ : Mod(OX) ! Mod(OU ) given by sending F to
{F|Uα}, where the descent data above are just identity maps, and the cocycle
condition is tautological. A morphism is sent to its restrictions, which commute
with identity maps.

Proposition A.1.2 Let (X,OX) be a ringed space and U = {Uα} an open
cover. The natural map

j∗ : Mod(OX)! Mod(OU )

is an equivalence of categories between Mod(OX) and the category of descent
data. A quasi-inverse is given on objects by(

(Fα), (gαβ)
)
7! Eq

(∏
α

jα,∗Fα
−−−−!!

∏
α,β

jαβ,∗Fβ |Uαβ

)
where the lower map is induced by restriction, and the upper one is restriction
twisted by the gαβ.

Proof We begin with full faithfulness: if f, g : F ! G are morphisms of sheaves
with j∗(f) = j∗(g), then f |Uα = g|Uα for all α, so f = g. If we are given maps
fα : F|Uα ! G|Uα which agree on overlaps, then they glue to a map f : F ! G.
This follows from the fact that HomOX

(F ,G) is a sheaf.
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Essential surjectivity (i.e. ‘effectivity’): Let ((Fα), (gαβ)) be a descent datum,
and let F be the equalizer written in the proposition statement. On the (α, β)
component the top map is given by∏

α

jα,∗Fα ! jα,∗Fα ! jαβ,∗Fα|Uαβ

gαβ
−−! jαβ,∗Fβ |Uαβ

,

and the bottom map is given simply by∏
α

jα,∗Fα ! jβ,∗Fβ ! jαβ,∗Fβ |Uαβ
.

Therefore, if V ⊂ X is an open set then

F(V ) = {(sα) ∈
∏
α

Fα(Vα ∩ U) : gαβ(sα|Uαβ
) = sβ |Uαβ∩V ∀α, β}

as limits are computed pointwise in sheaf categories.

Consider the projection F ! jUα,∗Fα, which is adjoint to F|Uα ! Fα; we
claim this latter map is an isomorphism. Let W ⊂ Uα, and consider sections
on W . Then F(W )! Fα(W ) is injective: if (sβ)β 7! 0, then sα = 0. All other
Uβ ∩W are contained in Uα ∩W =W , so it follows that 0 = gαβ(sα|Uβ∩W ) =
sβ |Uβ∩W = sβ for all β, hence sβ = 0 for all β.

It is also surjective: if t ∈ Fα(W ), let sβ = gαβ(t) where sβ ∈ Fβ(W ∩ Uβ).
This is a compatible family, because for all β, γ,

gβγ(sβ |Uαβ∩W ) = gβγgαβ(t)|Uαβγ∩W

= gαγ(t)|Uαβγ∩W

= sγ |Uαβγ∩W

by the cocycle condition. Note also that Uαβγ ∩W = Uβγ ∩W because W is
already contained in Uα, so this proves the claim.

To complete the proof, we have to show that j∗(F) is isomorphic to the descent
data

(
(Fα), (gαβ)

)
. The diagrams

F|Uαβ
Fα|Uαβ

Fβ |Uαβ

gαβ

commute for all α, β by definition of the equalizer. Therefore the family of
maps F|Uα ! Fα described above is a morphism of descent data. Since each
of these was an isomorphism, we are done. □

Remark A.1.3 Consider the special case OX = Z, which gives open-cover
descent for abelian sheaves on a space. Then it is clear from the equalizer
description that if the sheaves Fα are given additional structure which is pre-
served by pushforwards, and the descent data are morphisms respecting this
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additional structure, then it will also descend. For instance, if ((Fα), (gαβ)) is
a descent datum where Fα is a sheaf of rings and gαβ are ring-sheaf isomor-
phisms, then j∗ exists on the level of sheaves of rings, so the resulting equalizer
F is a sheaf of rings. The restriction maps F|Uα ! Fα in the proof are also
morphisms of sheaves of rings, so the essential surjectivity follows. Moreover,
morphisms descend too: if we have compatible morphisms fα : Fα ! Gα which
are sectionwise ring homomorphisms, then the constructed map f : F ! G
between sheaves of rings that is a priori a map of abelian sheaves, is also a ring
homomorphism. This is because the restriction f |Uα is a morphism of sheaves
of rings, and the equations defining the ring axioms can be checked locally.

We will now use this to prove open-cover descent for ringed spaces over a
fixed ringed space. Let (Y,OY ) be a ringed space, RS denote the category of
ringed spaces, and RSY denote the slice category over Y . Given an open cover
{Uα} = U of Y we define the category of descent data Desc(RSU ) as follows:

(a) Objects: for each α a ringed space Xα with a morphism fα : Xα ! Uα,
along with descent data φαβ which are isomorphisms

φαβ : f
−1
α (Uαβ)

∼−! f−1
β (Uαβ)

of ringed spaces satisfying the cocycle condition: φβγ ◦ φαβ = φαγ over
triple intersections Uαβγ .

(b) Morphisms: Families of morphisms of ringed spaces Xα ! X ′
α over Uα

such that the induced diagrams

f−1
α (Uαβ) (f ′α)

−1(Uαβ)

f−1
β (Uαβ) (f ′β)

−1(Uαβ)

∼= ∼=

commute for all α, β.

We make the same corresponding definitions for LRSY and Desc(LRSU )
for locally ringed spaces. Once again, we obtain a canonical map from the
original category to the category of descent data: we send f : X ! Y to
fα = f−1(Uα)! Uα, and get a tautological cocycle condition.

Theorem A.1.4 Let (Y,OY ) be a (resp. locally) ringed space and U = {Uα}
an open cover of Y . The natural functor

RSY ! Desc(U ,RS)
(
resp. LRSY ! Desc(U ,LRS)

)
is an equivalence of categories.

To prove this, we will prove a slightly more general absolute gluing state-
ment and deduce the open-cover descent theorem from this. Fix an index set
I, and define a category CovI(RS) as follows: an object is a ringed space
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(X,OX) equipped with an I-indexed open cover {Uα : α ∈ I}. A mor-
phism f : (X, {Uα}) ! (Y, {Vα}) is a morphism f of ringed spaces such that
f(Uα) ⊂ Vα. We make the corresponding definitions of CovI(LRS).

Next, again given an index set I, there is a category of gluing data GlueI(RS)
defined as follows: its objects consist of a collection Xα of ringed spaces,
equipped with open subspaces Xαβ ⊂ Xα for each α, β and isomorphisms

ϕαβ : Xαβ
∼−! Xβα

of ringed spaces satisfying the cocycle condition ϕβγ◦ϕαβ = ϕαγ . Its morphisms
are maps fα : Xα ! Yα which preserve the subspaces Xαβ and commute with
ϕαβ . We again make the corresponding definition for GlueI(LRS). There is a
natural functor

CovI(RS)! GlueI(RS)
which sends X equipped with {Uα} to the collection Xα := Uα itself, where
Xαβ := Uα ∩ Uβ and the gluing isomorphisms are the identity maps.

Lemma A.1.5 Let I be an index set. The natural functors

CovI(RS)! GlueI(RS) CovI(LRS)! GlueI(LRS)

are equivalences of categories.

Proof The proof is the same in both cases. We begin with full faithfulness.
Let (X, {Uα}) and (Y, {Vα}) be objects of the source category. If f, g are two
morphisms whose images in the target agree, then we have in particular that
f |Uα = g|Uα for all α, which implies that f = g. Conversely, a morphism
between the images consists of maps fα : Uα ! Vα whose restrictions to Uα∩Uβ

agree. In other words, the corresponding maps fα : Uα ! Y agree on an open
cover and hence glue to a morphism (which maps Uα to Vα) in the source
category.

Now let (Xα, Xαβ , gαβ) be a gluing datum. Define a topological space X by
the coequalizer ⊔

α,β

Xαβ
−−−−!!

⊔
α

Xα ! X,

where the top map is induced by Xαβ
gαβ
−−! Xβα ↪! Xβ , and the bottom map

is induced simply by Xαβ ↪! Xα (followed by the inclusions). Therefore X is
the quotient of

⊔
αXα by the relation generated by x ∼ gαβ(x). It follows from

standard topology that each composite jα : Xα ! X is an open embedding,
and jα(Xα) ∩ jβ(Xβ) is canonically identified with Xαβ (and Xβα).

We next construct a sheaf of rings on X. Consider the sheaves of rings OXα on
Xα for each α, viewed as an open cover of X. The isomorphism gαβ induces
an isomorphism

OXα |jα(Xα)∩jβ(Xβ)
∼−! OXβ

|jα(Xα)∩jβ(Xβ)

satisfying the cocycle condition, because gαβ did. By Remark A.1.3 this data
glues to a sheaf of rings OX on X and an isomorphism of the corresponding



344 Derived categories in AG

descent data. This induces an isomorphism OX |Xα
∼−! OXα which is compat-

ible with the gαβ , and hence compatible on overlaps. It follows that jα is an
open inclusion of ringed spaces. Finally, the ringed space (X,OX) equipped
with the cover {jα(Xα)} is identified under the natural functor with the glu-
ing datum we started with, by construction. □

Using this, let us prove the descent theorem for (locally) ringed spaces.

Proof of (Thm. A.1.4) The proofs in the two cases are the same. We again
begin with full faithfulness. Let f, g : X1 ! X2 be morphisms over Y with
structure maps p1 and p2. Their images agreeing in the descent data category
means that the two restrictions of f and g,

f−1p−1
2 (Uα) = p−1

1 (Uα)! p−1
2 (Uα)

agree. Since opens of the form p−1
2 (Uα) cover X2 for various α, this implies

that f = g. Next consider the same spaces Xi and pi over Y , and now
assume we have a morphism of descent data between their images. This means
that we have maps fα : p

−1
1 (Uα) ! p−1

2 (Uα) over Uα satisfying the following
compatibility diagram:

p−1
1 (Uαβ) p−1

2 (Uαβ)

p−1
1 (Uαβ) p−1

2 (Uαβ)

fα

fβ

In other words, fα and fβ agree on overlaps. Since p−1
1 (Uα) = f−1

α p−1
2 (Uα)!

p−1
2 Uα, the {fα} glue over the open cover {p−1

2 (Uα)}α giving a map f : X1 !
X2. This proves fullness.

Now let (Xα, fα, φαβ) be a descent datum over the cover Uα ⊂ Y . Set Xαβ :=
f−1
α (Uαβ), so that φαβ : Xαβ

∼−! Xβα and satisfies the cocycle condition. This
is precisely a gluing datum in GlueI(RS). Moreover, the maps fαXα ! Uα

give a morphism of gluing data to the image of (Y, {Uα}) under the functor of
Lemma A.1.5.

Therefore by gluing there exists a ringed space (X,OX) with an open cover
{Vα} such that Vα

∼−! Xα, so that Vα ∩ Vβ
∼−! Xαβ . By full faithfulness

there is a unique map X ! Y such that Xα
∼−! Vα ! Y factors through Uα

and coincides with the given map fα. It follows that the image of X ! Y is
isomorphic to the descent data we started with. □

Copying the notations of the previous few results, we can specialize to the case
of schemes without any difficulty.

Corollary A.1.6

1. Let I be an index set. Then the natural functor

CovI(Sch)! GlueI(Sch)
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is an equivalence.

Now let S be a scheme and U be an open cover of S.

2. The natural functor
SchS ! Desc(U ,Sch)

is an equivalence of categories.

3. The natural functor

QCoh(S)! QCoh(U) := Desc(U ,QCoh)

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof (1) and (2) follow immediately from the corresponding results for locally
ringed spaces once we observe that a locally ringed space which has an open
cover by schemes is a scheme. (3) Again full faithfulness doesn’t change, and
descent for Mod(OX) will produce an OX -module locally isomorphic to qua-
sicoherent sheaves, which is therefore quasicoherent. □

Remark A.1.7 Here is another often-useful description of Mod(OU ) if U = B
is a basis of opens for the topology on X. Namely, there is a category whose
objects are collections Fα ∈ Mod(OBα) for each α, equipped with the following
descent data:

(a) For each inclusion Bα ⊂ Bβ , an isomorphism gαβ : Fα
∼−! Fβ |Bα .

(b) This data should satisfy the cocycle condition for inclusions Bα ⊂ Bβ ⊂
Bγ , i.e. that the diagram

Fα Fβ |Bα

Fγ |Bα

gαβ

gαγ
gβγ |Bα

commutes.

Morphisms are defined in the obvious way. There is an obvious functor
Mod(OB) to this category sending Fα to itself, with the cocycles being special
cases of the ones in Mod(OB), since if Bα ⊂ Bβ , then Bαβ = Bα.

This functor is an equivalence of categories: full faithfulness is trivial because
the overlaps Bα ∩ Bβ are covered by basis elements Bγ . Hence the map from
Mod(OX) is also fully faithful. If (Fα, gαβ) is a descent datum of the form
above, then it determines a usual descent datum for the following reason: for all
α, β, the full faithfulness part applies to the basis B restricted to Bα∩Bβ . This
in particular gives isomorphisms Fα|Bαβ

∼−! Fβ |Bαβ
extending the original

ones.

Now let us begin our discussion of fpqc morphisms of schemes. An fpqc
morphism is a faithfully flat quasicompact morphism of schemes, i.e. a flat qua-
sicompact surjection. This is of course stable under composition, arbitrary base
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change, and is local on the target, as each of the three properties are like this
independently. We often separate this into flat and quasicompact surjection,
because flatness is a source-local property, and descent statements sometimes
only need quasicompact surjectivity.

Example A.1.8 The canonical example of an fpqc morphism Y ′ ! Y is the case
where U1, . . . , Ur is a finite open cover of Y , each Ui ↪! Y is a quasicompact
open immersion, and Y ′ =

⊔
i Ui. Then this is clearly flat and surjective, and

quasicompactness follows from the assumption. If Y is qcqs and {Ui : i ∈ I} is
an open cover, then it is easy to see that

⊔
i Ui ! Y is quasicompact iff only

finitely many Ui are nonempty, and each Ui is quasicompact.

Definition A.1.9 A property P of morphisms is fpqc-local on the target if
the following property holds: Given a cartesian square

X ′ Y ′

X Y

⌟

where Y ′ ! Y (and hence X ′ ! X) is fpqc, the morphism X ! Y is in P iff
X ′ ! Y ′ is in P.

Example A.1.10 If a property P of morphisms is fpqc-local on the target, then
the property ∆(P), i.e. {f : ∆f ∈ P}, is also fpqc-local on the target. Indeed,
factor the cartesian square above through the diagonal map via:

X ′ X ′ ×Y ′ X ′ Y ′

X X ×Y X Y

⌟ ⌟

∆f

Then the middle map is fpqc, and fpqc-locality applied to the left-hand square
gives the result.

Example A.1.11 Suppose we have a base change diagram as above, labeled
f, g, f, g around the square as usual, and g : Y ′ ! Y is a quasicompact sur-

jection. If V ⊂ Y is quasicompact open, then g−1f−1(V ) = f
−1
g−1(V ), so

the RHS is quasicompact, and by base change g is a quasicompact surjection,
so g−1f−1(V ) surjects onto f−1(V ). Thus f−1(V ) is quasicompact. Applying
this to the diagonal as above shows that quasi-separatedness also descends
along a quasicompact-surjective map. In particular, qcqs can be checked after
quasicompact-surjective base change, and hence is fpqc local on the target.

Example A.1.12 The simplest fpqc-local property is surjectivity, which actu-
ally descends under any surjective base change. Indeed if we have a base change
square as above with f surjective, then since g is surjective we find that fg is
surjective, so Y = f(g(X ′)) = f(X) as g is surjective.
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We want to ask the same questions as above for all of our other favorite
properties of morphisms, but even for affine morphisms, or even simply the
property of being an isomorphism, the answer is not clear. This is part of
the motivation for proving faithfully flat descent. Instead, in the rest of this
section, we will focus on proving more elementary properties.

Here is the basic method for reducing an fpqc-locality proof to the affine case.
This works if the property is local on both the source and the target and stable
under (at least faithfully flat) base change. Given a base change square as above
where f : X ′ ! Y ′ satisfies P, choose an affine open V ⊂ Y and U ⊂ f−1(V ).
Then we form the restricted bottom square in the diagram below.

U ′ ⊔
iWi

g−1(U) g−1(V )

U V

⌟

⌟

Then the right-hand map is still fpqc, and U ! V is a map of affine schemes.
Now choose an affine open cover W1, . . . ,Wn of the quasicompact scheme
g−1(V ), and form the flat surjection

⊔
iWi ! g−1(V ) as above. This is faith-

fully flat but may not be qc; in any case, the right-hand composite is faithfully
flat between affine schemes, and the top map is a morphism of affine schemes
which also satisfies P. The affine case will imply that U ! V has P, and then
locality on the source and target completes the proof.

Example A.1.13 Being flat is fpqc local on the target. Indeed, this satisfies the
conditions above so we may reduce to the affine case, which is showing that if
A! B is a ring map, A! A′ is a faithfully flat extension and A′ ! B ⊗A A

′

is flat, then A! B is flat. Indeed, if 0!M ! N is exact of A-modules, then
by flatness of B ⊗A A

′ over A

0!M ⊗A B ⊗A A!M ⊗A B ⊗A A
′

is exact, so by faithful flatness 0 ! M ⊗A B ! N ⊗A B is exact. Note that
now we have shown quasicompact, flat, and surjective are all fpqc-local, so
being fpqc is fpqc-local.

Example A.1.14 A morphism being locally of finite type/presentation is fpqc-
local on the target. Once again, these two properties are local on both source
and target and stable under base change, so we may reduce to the affine case.
Suppose A! A′ is faithfully flat, and B is an A-algebra.

1. Assume A′ ! B⊗AA
′ is of finite type, and choose generators over A′; let

{bi} be the finite set of elements of B appearing in summations defining
the generators, and let B0 := A[bi : i] ⊂ B. Then B0 is a finite type A-
algebra, and the map B0⊗AA

′ ! B⊗AA
′ is surjective. It is also injective

since A′ is flat, so (B/B0)⊗A A
′ = 0 by flatness. Thus B/B0 = 0.



348 Derived categories in AG

2. Now assume A′ ! B ⊗A A
′ is of finite presentation. By (1), A! B is of

finite type so choose an exact sequence

0! I ! P := A[x0, . . . , xn]! B ! 0

over A, and tensor up to A′. By flatness of A′ and the assumption, I⊗AA
′

is a finitely generated ideal of P ′ = P ⊗A A
′. Since P ! P ′ is faithfully

flat, and I ⊗P P
′ = I ⊗A A

′, this implies that I is finite over P .

The last assertion of the previous example was simply that finite generation of
modules descends under faithfully flat extension. Indeed, if A! A′ is faithfully
flat, and M is an A-module for which A′ ⊗A M is finite over A′, then M was
finite over A. This is because we can take the submodule of M generated by
elements appearing in sums generating A′ ⊗A M over A′, so that we obtain a
map An ! M whose base change to A′ is surjective. Therefore An ! M is
surjective. The same proof shows that if f : X ! Y is faithfully flat and F is
a quasicoherent sheaf on Y , then we can check finite type (or presentation) of
F by checking that f∗F is finite type/presentation.

Our next result is an important topological one, which is used in various proofs
of fpqc-descent for properties of morphisms. Recall that a morphism f : X ! Y
of schemes is submersive if the underlying map |f | : |X|! |Y | is a topological
quotient map.

Remark A.1.15 We’ll use the following elementary property: if f : X ! Y is
a morphism of affine schemes and f(X) is stable under specialization, then
f(X) is closed. Indeed, this corresponds to ϕ : A! B; let p ∈ f(X) ⊂ SpecA.
For a /∈ p, p ∈ D(a) so D(a) ∩ f(X) ̸= ∅, meaning Ba ̸= 0. This means that
Bp ̸= 0, so choose a prime q of Bp, then q ∩ A is prime of A contained in p.
Moreover it also equals (q ∩ B) ∩ A, hence lies in the image of f . Since f(X)
is stable under specialization, p ∈ f(X).

Lemma A.1.16 An fpqc morphism of schemes is (universally) submersive.

Proof Let f : X ! Y be fpqc. Then f is surjective, so assume that Z ⊂ |Y |
is a subset such that f−1(Z) ⊂ X is closed. Checking that Z is closed may
be done locally on the target, so assume Y is affine. Then X is quasicompact,
so let X ′ =

⊔
i Ui ! X be a faithfully flat map from an affine scheme. The

further preimage in X ′ of Z is still closed, so we reduce to the case where X
and Y are affine.

Let ϕ : A! B be faithfully flat, and assume Z ⊂ SpecA such that f−1(Z) =
V (I) is closed in SpecB, i.e. Z = f(V (I)) by surjectivity. Then Z is the image
of V (I) ! SpecA, so by the remark above we may prove it is stable under
specialization. If p ∈ Z and p ⊂ p′, first choose q′ ∈ SpecB such that f(q′) = p′

by surjectivity. Since flat maps satisfy going down, there exists q ⊂ q′ in B such
that f(q) = p. Thus q ∈ f−1(Z) = V (I), so q′ ∈ V (I), so p′ ∈ f(V (I)) = Z.
This shows that Z is stable under specialization. □
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We remark that in the case that fpqc is actually fppf, the above property is
obvious because f is an open surjection. We now prove some basic topological
consequences. Observe that if P descends under fpqc base change, it follows
that ‘universally P’ is fpqc-local. Indeed, it is stable under base change, and
if W is a Y -scheme, we can base change the whole cartesian square to obtain:

X ′ ×Y W Y ′ ×Y W Y ′

X ×Y W W Y

⌟ ⌟

Thus Y ′ ×Y W !W is fpqc, and moreover if X ′ ! Y ′ is universally P, then

X ′ ×Y W ! X ′ ×Y ′ (Y ′ ×Y W )! Y ′ ×Y W

is universally P, in particular P. Thus X×Y W !W is P by the assumption.
Here are some applications:

Lemma A.1.17 Being P descends under fpqc base change for:

P ∈
{
open map, closed map, injective on sets

}
.

Therefore universally open, universally closed, and radicial are all properties
which are fpqc-local on the target.

Proof Consider a cartesian square with g fpqc:

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g
⌟

g

f

Suppose f is open/closed, and let T ⊂ X be an open/closed subset. Since g
is submersive, it suffices to show that g−1(f(T )) is open/closed, and we claim
that this equals f(g−1(T )) which will complete the proof. In one direction, by
surjectivity of g we have

f(T ) = fgg−1T = gf(g−1T ) =⇒ g−1f(T ) ⊃ fg−1T.

On the other hand, for t ∈ T , and y′ ∈ Y ′ such that g(y′) = f(t), we can
always choose x′ ∈ X ′ mapping to t and y′. So f(x′) = y ∈ fg−1T .

It remains to show that injectivity descends. Indeed this descends through
any surjective base change; if x1, x2 ∈ X and f(x1) = f(x2) = y, we can
choose y′ lying above y and then points x′1, x

′
2 lying above (x1, y

′) and (x2, y
′).

Then these map to the same point under f , hence are equal, so it follows that
x1 = x2. □

Example A.1.18 It follows that being separated is fpqc-local on the target.
Indeed, since being an immersion is stable under base change and an immersion
which is a closed map is a closed immersion, it follows that separatedness
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is equivalent to the diagonal being universally closed. Thus this follows from
the lemma and Example A.1.10. As a consequence, being proper is also fpqc-
local on the target, because we checked this for quasicompact, locally of finite
type, separated, and universally closed. By contrast, being projective is not
fpqc-local since it isn’t even Zariski-local.

Example A.1.19 We give two proofs that being unramified is fpqc-local on the
target. First, locally of finite type is fpqc-local, and by the argument above the
diagonal being an open immersion is equivalent to the diagonal being radicial.
Thus unramified is fpqc-local. Second proof: if we take the base change square
above with g fpqc, then g∗ΩX/Y = ΩX′/Y ′ , so if this is zero then ΩX/Y = 0
because g is faithfully flat. Either way, this also implies being étale is fpqc-local
because étale = flat + finite presentation + unramified.

A.1.2 Faithfully flat descent

Here is the rough idea of this section: we consider presheaves F : Cop ! D

where C is an appropriate category of schemes equipped with an fpqc topology,
and we wish to see whether or not F is an fpqc sheaf. This is true in the literal
sense for only one example, which is the functor

HomSchS
(−, Y ) : Schop

S ! Set

for a Y -scheme S. This example will prove that big topologies like the étale
topology, fppf topology, and fpqc topology are all subcanonical, which is of
fundamental importance for the theory of algebraic spaces. In the other exam-
ples, D will be some category of categories, and F a pseudofunctor. Since
we have avoided the language of ∞-categories thus far, we will make similar
ad-hoc constructions as in the open cover descent of the previous section.

We begin with QCoh-descent. Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of schemes. Write
π1, π2 for the two projections X ×Y X ! X, and write

pij : X ×Y X ×Y X ! X ×Y X pi : X ×Y X ×Y X ! X

for the corresponding projections as well. We define the category of descent
data associated to f , written

Desc(f) = Desc(X/Y ) = Desc(f,QCoh)

as follows:

(a) Objects are pairs (F , θ) where F ∈ QCoh(X) and θ is an isomorphism

θ : π∗
1F ∼−! π∗

2F in QCoh(X ×Y X)

satisfying the cocycle condition

(p∗23θ) ◦ (p∗12θ) = p∗13θ

in QCoh(X ×Y X ×Y X). Observe that p∗ijF : p∗iF ∼−! p∗jF (for i < j),
so this makes sense.
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(b) Morphisms (F , θ) ! (F ′, θ′) are maps ϕ : F ! F ′ in QCoh(X) making
the diagram

π∗
1F π∗

2F

π∗
1F ′ π∗

2F ′

θ

π∗
1ϕ π∗

2ϕ

θ′

commute in QCoh(X ×Y X). Composition is given by composition of the
underlying maps and is therefore clearly well-defined and associative.

In this scenario, there is a canonical map

f∗ : QCoh(Y )! Desc(X/Y )

defined by sending G to f∗G equipped with the canonical isomorphism
π∗
1f

∗G ∼−! π∗
2f

∗G induced by fπ1 = fπ2. The question we are trying to answer
is whether this is an isomorphism. We will prove that this is the case when f
is an fpqc morphism of schemes.

The construction of this category is contravariantly (pseudo-)functorial in the
chosen morphism, and the canonical functor is natural with respect to this
pseudofunctor. More precisely, whenever we are given a commutative diagram

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g g

f

there is a canonical functor (g, g)∗ : Desc(X/Y ) ! Desc(X ′/Y ′) making the
diagram

Desc(X ′/Y ′) QCoh(Y ′)

Desc(X/Y ) QCoh(Y )

f
∗

g∗ g∗

f∗

commute up to natural isomorphism. This functor is defined as follows: Denote
the data corresponding to π and p as π and p for f . Commutativity induces
maps

g(r) : X ′ ×Y ′ · · · ×Y ′ X ′ ! X ×Y · · · ×Y X
between the fiber products, and these maps intertwine the projections. There-
fore, given a descent datum (F , θ) in Desc(X/Y ), we can consider the
corresponding data

g∗F g(2)∗θ : g(2)∗π∗
1F = π∗

1g
∗F ! g(2)∗π∗

2F = π∗
2g

∗F

in Desc(X ′/Y ′). The cocycle condition still holds, because applying g(3)∗ to
the equation p∗23θ ◦ p∗12θ = p∗13θ gives the cocycle condition for g∗F , since

g(3)∗p∗ij = p∗ijg
(2)∗.
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Morphisms behave properly because we can apply g(2) to the defining commu-
tative square, and the same intertwining relation provides a morphism in the
target category. It is then obvious that the diagram above commutes.

Remark A.1.20 In the definition, there is not much generality lost by consid-
ering one vs. many morphisms to a fixed scheme Y . Indeed, if we start with a
collection fα : Xα ! Y of morphisms, then consider the corresponding descent
category Desc(

∐
αXα/Y ) for the induced map f = (fα) from the coproduct.

We have the distributivity relation(∐
α

Xα

)
×Y

(∐
α

Xα

)
=

∐
α,β

Xα ×Y Xβ .

Denote by παβ
1 : Xα×Y Xβ ! Xα and παβ

2 : Xα×Y Xβ ! Xβ the projections.
Since QCoh(

∐
αXα) =

∏
α QCoh(Xα), a descent datum can be viewed as a

collection of quasicoherent sheaves {Fα} on Xα, equipped with a collection of
isomorphisms

θαβ : π
αβ∗
1 Fα

∼−! παβ∗
2 Fβ in QCoh(Xα ×Y Xβ)

satisfying the following cocycle condition:

pαβγ∗F pαβγ∗F

pαβγ∗F

pαβγ∗
12 θαβ

pαβγ∗
13 θαγ

pαβγ∗
23 θβγ

In light of the notation, and given the equivalence of the perspectives, it is
clear why we stick to only one morphism.

Example A.1.21 Using the above remark, we can rephrase the QCoh-descent
result for schemes from the previous section. Namely, let {Uα} be an open
cover of a scheme X. Then Uα×X Uβ = Uα∩Uβ , and the projections from the
fiber products become inclusions, so pulling back along them is just restric-
tion. Therefore the remark above shows that Desc(

∐
α Uα/X) is canonically

identified with QCoh({Uα}). In particular, it follows from Cor. A.1.6 that the
natural map

QCoh(X)! Desc(
∐
α

Uα/X)

is an equivalence of categories. Note that nothing we have said in this or the
previous remark relies on the cover being finite, however

∐
α Uα will usually

not be affine even when the Uα are affine if the cover is genuinely infinite.

Our major goal of this section is to prove fpqc descent for quasicoherent
sheaves. The main step in proving this is the affine case, so let us discuss this
separately. Suppose ϕ : A! B is a ring homomorphism; in this case we write
Desc(ϕ) for the category defined above, but we can be slightly more explicit
about the descent data.
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Namely, it consists of a B-module M and an isomorphism

θ : M ⊗A B
∼−! B ⊗A M

of B ⊗A B-modules making the diagram of B ⊗A B ⊗A B-modules

M ⊗A B ⊗A B B ⊗A M ⊗A B

B ⊗A B ⊗A M

θ⊗B

θ13
B⊗θ

commute (where θ13 is the obvious insertion of 1 in the center). The canonical
functor is now given by

ϕ∗ : Mod(A)! Desc(ϕ) N 7! B ⊗A N

with the descent datum

B ⊗A N ⊗A B
∼−! B ⊗A B ⊗A N b0 ⊗ x⊗ b1 7! b0 ⊗ b1 ⊗ x.

Of course this is indeed B ⊗A B-linear as N ⊗A B = B ⊗A N as B-modules.

Definition A.1.22 Let ϕ be a ring homomorphism. ϕ is a descent morphism
if the functor

ϕ∗ : Mod(A)! Desc(ϕ)
is fully faithful, and an effective descent morphism if it is an equivalence.

Now suppose (M, θ) is an effective descent datum for ϕ. Motivated by the
descent results of the previous section, we form the equalizer between the
canonical map and the descent cocycle. So, define an A-module ϕ!(M, θ) by
the equalizer

ϕ!(M, θ)!M
ρ−−−−−−!!
c

B ⊗A M,

where ρ(m) = θ(m ⊗ 1) and c(m) = 1 ⊗ m. Both of these maps are (split)
monomorphisms over A due to the multiplication map B⊗AM !M sending
b⊗m 7! bm (and twisting by θ−1). By the universal property and extension-
restriction adjunction, for any A-module N we have identifications

HomA(N,ϕ!(M, θ)) = {α : N !M : θ(α(n)⊗ 1) = 1⊗ α(n)}A
= {β : N ⊗A B !M : θ(β(1⊗ n)⊗ 1) = 1⊗ β(1⊗ n)}B .

Using the B ⊗A B-structure on B ⊗A M , we can multiply both sides of the
condition with b0 ⊗ b1 and it becomes equivalent to

θ(β(b0 ⊗ n)⊗ b1) = b0 ⊗ β(b1 ⊗ n) (∗)

for all b0, b1 ∈ B. On the other hand, viewing N ⊗A B = ϕ∗(N) as an object
of the descent category, observe that a morphism ϕ∗(N)! (M, θ) is precisely
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a map β : N ⊗A B !M making the diagram

B ⊗A N ⊗A B B ⊗A B ⊗A N

M ⊗A B B ⊗A M

∼=

β⊗B B⊗β

θ

commute. This commutativity expresses the same condition (∗), so we conclude
that

HomA(N,ϕ!(M, θ)) ∼= HomDesc(ϕ)(ϕ
∗(N), (M, θ)),

i.e. ϕ! extends to a functor ϕ! : Desc(ϕ)! Mod(A) and we have an adjunction
ϕ∗ ⊣ ϕ! where the counit B ⊗A ϕ!(M, θ) ! M is induced by the equalizer
map. Importantly, the adjunction gives specific maps for which checking full
faithfulness/equivalence is equivalent to checking isomorphisms.

Lemma A.1.23 Keeping the notation above, if ϕ is flat, then the counit

ϕ∗ϕ! ! IdDesc(ϕ)

is an isomorphism. In particular, in this case ϕ! is fully faithful and ϕ∗ is
essentially surjective.

Proof Since B is flat over A, we may tensor the defining equalizer

B ⊗A ϕ!(M, θ)! B ⊗A M
B⊗ρ−−−−−−−−−−!!
B⊗c

B ⊗A B ⊗A M

and it remains an equalizer. Consider the injection ρ : M ! B ⊗A M ; we
claim its image coincides with the equalizer E of the maps above. Indeed, if
ρ(m) =

∑
i bi⊗mi, then the cocycle condition says that

∑
i bi⊗ 1⊗mi equals

the composite

m 7!
∑
i

bi ⊗mi 7!
∑
i

bi ⊗ θ(mi ⊗ 1) =
∑
i

bi ⊗ ρ(mi).

These two expressions are the image of ρ(m) under B ⊗ ρ and B ⊗ c, thus
ρ(M) ⊂ E.

On the other hand, if we have an arbitrary element x =
∑

i bi ⊗ mi ∈ E,
then by definition this means

∑
i bi ⊗ 1⊗mi =

∑
i bi ⊗ ρ(mi). Now apply the

multiplication map B⊗AB⊗AM ! B⊗AM to both sides (i.e. b0⊗b1⊗m 7!
b0b1⊗m). The LHS becomes

∑
i bi⊗mi = x, and the RHS becomes

∑
i biρ(mi)

via the B-module action on the left component of B ⊗A M . Then

x =
∑
i

biρ(mi) =
∑
i

(bi ⊗ 1) · θ(mi ⊗ 1) = ρ(
∑
i

bimi ⊗ 1) = ρ(µ(x)),

where µ : B ⊗A M ! M is multiplication. This shows that ρ induces an
isomorphism M ∼−! E ⊂ B ⊗A M and the inverse is µ.
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To conclude, observe that the diagram on the left of

ϕ!(M, θ) M B ⊗A ϕ!(M, θ) B ⊗A M

M M
ε

µ

commutes tautologically, so by adjunction the one on the right involving µ
does. If we restrict B ⊗A M to E, then µ becomes an isomorphism and the
upper map becomes an isomorphism, so ε is an isomorphism. □

Now let’s analyze the unit map of the adjunction ϕ∗ ⊣ ϕ!. For an A-module N ,
this is given by the canonical map to the equalizer of B⊗AN ⇒ B⊗AB⊗AN ,
where now the two maps are simply b⊗n 7! 1⊗b⊗n and b⊗1⊗n. Alternatively
we can phrase this by saying that the counit at N is an isomorphism iff the
sequence

0! N ! B ⊗A N
d
−! B ⊗A B ⊗A N (∗∗)

is exact, where d(b⊗ n) = 1⊗ b⊗ n− b⊗ 1⊗ n. However, since the first map
is n 7! 1⊗ n, the sequence is a complex.

Remark A.1.24 Note that from the above exact sequence, we observe that if
the unit is an isomorphism (i.e. ϕ∗ is fully faithful = ϕ is a descent morphism),
then ϕ has the property that ϕ ⊗A N is injective for all N . We have earlier
called this property A! B being a pure extension (or a universally injective
map of A-modules). A stronger result than the one we will prove here is that
in fact a morphism is of effective descent iff it is universally injective. So in
particular there are no descent morphisms which aren’t effective descent.

Proposition A.1.25 Let ϕ : A! B be a faithfully flat ring homomorphism.
Then the adjunction

ϕ∗ : Desc(ϕ)⇄ Mod(A) : ϕ!

forms an equivalence of categories, so ϕ is an effective descent morphism.

Proof Let N be an A-module. We may check that (∗∗) is exact after applying
B ⊗A (−) producing the complex of B-modules

0! B ⊗A N
u
−! B ⊗A B ⊗A N

B⊗d
−−−! B ⊗A B ⊗A B ⊗A N.

The first map, u : b⊗ n 7! 1⊗ b⊗ n, is split by

s : B ⊗A B ⊗A N ! B ⊗A N b0 ⊗ b1 ⊗ n 7! b0b1 ⊗ n,

and hence is injective. Next we define a map

r : B ⊗A B ⊗A B ⊗A N ! B ⊗A B ⊗A N
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by r(b0 ⊗ b1 ⊗ b2 ⊗ n) = b0b2 ⊗ b1 ⊗ n, which is well-defined at least as a map
of A-modules because the expression is A-multilinear. Now

r(B ⊗ d(b0 ⊗ b1 ⊗ n)) = r
(
b0 ⊗ 1⊗ b1 ⊗ n− b0 ⊗ b1 ⊗ 1⊗ n

)
= b0b1 ⊗ 1⊗ n− b0 ⊗ b1 ⊗ n,

so r ◦ (B ⊗ d) = u ◦ s− Id by the definitions. Therefore, if (B ⊗ d)x = 0, then
u(s(x)) = x, i.e. x ∈ imu. This shows that the unit is an isomorphism, and we
already finished the rest of the proof in the previous lemma. □

Now we move on to proving fpqc-descent for quasicoherent sheaves. We con-
tinue using the notation from earlier: f : X ! Y is an fpqc morphism, πi are
the projections from X ×Y X and pi are the projections from X ×Y X ×Y X.

Theorem A.1.26 Let f : X ! Y be an fpqc morphism of schemes. Then the
natural functor

f∗ : QCoh(Y )! Desc(X/Y )
is an equivalence of categories.

Proof First assume that the base Y is affine. Then X is quasicompact, so we
may choose a finite affine cover {Ui}, and consider the composite

U =
∐
i

Ui
q
−! X

f
−! Y,

which is a faithfully flat map of affine schemes. We can package the maps in
the somewhat trivial commutative diagram

Y Y X

X U U

which we have proved induces a commutative diagram

QCoh(Y ) QCoh(Y ) QCoh(X)

Desc(X/Y ) Desc(U/Y ) Desc(U/X)

?

f∗

∼= ∼=
q∗ (1,f)∗

of categories. The right-hand map is an equivalence by Example A.1.21 and the
middle map is one by Prop. A.1.25. This diagram contains the major argument
of the proof.

To prove that the left-hand map is an equivalence, it suffices to show that
Desc(X/Y ) ! Desc(U/Y ) is fully faithful. Faithfulness is clear: A morphism
of descent data is determined by the underlying map of sheaves F ! F ′, and
this map is determined by its pullback to U , since further pullbacks provide
F|Ui ! F ′|Ui for all i.



Vihaan Dheer 357

For fullness, let α be a morphism q∗(F , θ) ! q∗(F ′, θ′) in Desc(U/Y ). We
have to check that q∗F ! q∗F ′ is induced by a morphism β : F ! F ′, and
that β commutes with θ and θ′. The former is clear because we can simply
apply (1, f)∗ to pull α into Desc(U/X), and then it is induced by a unique
map F ! F ′ in QCoh(X). The second part follows right away because by
assumption (and the fact that q intertwines the projections), the pullback of
the commutativity constraint along U ×Y U ! X ×Y X is commutative. But
this map is faithfully flat, as the composition

U ×Y U ! U ×Y X ! X ×Y X,

and hence pulling back along it is a faithful functor. This finishes the case that
Y is affine.

Now we do the general case. Observe that whenever V ⊂ Y is an open subset,
we have a commutative diagram:

QCoh(Y ) QCoh(V )

Desc(X/Y ) Desc
(
f−1(V )/V

)
When V is affine, the right-hand map is an equivalence. Faithfulness: If F ,G ∈
QCoh(Y ) and α : F ! G, its image in Desc(X/Y ) determines α|V : F|V !
G|V for each affine open V ⊂ Y by commutativity of the diagram and the
equivalence above. Thus it determines α. Fullness: Now suppose we’re given
a map α : (f∗F , can)! (f∗G, can) in Desc(X/Y ). Once again, for each affine
open V ⊂ Y we can push this to a map

(f∗V (F|V ), can)! (f∗V (G|V ), can)

in Desc(f−1(V )/V ), which is the pullback of a unique map βV : F|V ! G|V .
Repeat this for all such V . Now if V ′ ⊂ V is a smaller affine open, then βV ′ =
βV |V ′ . This follows from the faithfulness applied to V ′. It follows that {βV : V }
glues to a unique map β : F ! G, and another application of faithfulness gives
f∗β = α.

For essential surjectivity, we will apply Remark A.1.7. Let (F , θ) be a descent
datum; for each affine open V ⊂ Y , choose an isomorphism

βV : (F|f−1(V ), θ|f−1(V ))
∼−! (f∗V GV , can)

in Desc(f−1(V )/V ) for GV ∈ QCoh(V ). If W ⊂ V is a smaller affine open,
then the isomorphism

(f∗WGW , can)
β−1
W−−! (F|f−1(W ), θ|f−1(W ))

βV |f−1(W )
−−−−−−−! (f∗V GV , can)

lifts to an isomorphism αWV : GW
∼−! GV |W by full faithfulness. Note that

(suppressing restriction notation) we have

f∗(αV U ◦ αWV ) = (βUβ
−1
V )(βV β

−1
W ) = f∗(αWU ),
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and f∗ is faithful since f is faithfully flat. Therefore {GV , αV U} form a cocycle
in the category of Remark A.1.7, and hence glue to a sheaf G with isomor-
phisms G|V ∼−! GV commuting with the descent data. Thus these glue to a
well-defined map (f∗G, can) ! (F , θ) which fits into a commutative diagram
with the βV ’s over all V . We conclude that this map is an isomorphism in
Desc(X/Y ). □

Our first corollary of this result is that schemes are sheaves in the fpqc topology.
This is foundational for the theory of algebraic spaces and stacks.

Definition A.1.27 Let C be a category with pullbacks. A map f : X ! Y is
an effective epimorphism if the natural diagram

X ×Y X
pr2−−−−−−−−!!
pr1

X
f
−! Y

is a coequalizer.

Example A.1.28 Let C = Set and suppose f : X ! Y is surjective. Then
X ×Y X = {(x1, x2) ∈ X ×X : f(x1) = f(x2)}, and if g : X ! Z is a map,
it agrees on the projections iff g(x1) = g(x2) whenever f(x1) = f(x2). Thus a
map sending y 7! g(x) for any x ∈ f−1(x) is well-defined and unique, so f is
an effective epimorphism. One similarly shows that in an abelian category, the
epimorphisms and effective epimorphisms coincide. The condition says that
the only obstruction to descending a map out of X to a map out of Y is the
‘formal one’, that the map must agree on the fibers of f .

Example A.1.29 Let X be a scheme and {Uα} be a (possibly infinite) open
cover of X. Then

∐
α Uα ! X is an effective epimorphism. Indeed, the

standard diagram ∐
α,β Uα ∩ Uβ

∐
α Uα X

is a coequalizer. This provides the intuition that effective descent morphisms
may be effective epimorphisms.

We also make the corresponding definition for effective monomorphism. In
general, we expect descent for algebraic data to be like a sheaf condition,
which should be an effective monomorphism. On the other hand, descent for
full spaces involves gluing the spaces, which we expect to be an effective
epimorphism.

Remark A.1.30 In general, whenever we are considering a descent functor
C(T ) ! Desc(T,C), where C is some kind of fibered category (interpreted
loosely, because of our ad hoc definition of descent data), full faithfulness usu-
ally corresponds to the existence of effective mono/epimorphisms, or something
akin to it. For example, let f : X ! Y be a map and consider the functor
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QCoh(Y ) ! DescQCoh(X/Y ). For F ,G on Y , full faithfulness is the state-
ment that for each map f∗F ! f∗G in QCoh(X) whose two pullbacks to
QCoh(X ×Y X) agree, there is a unique map F ! G inducing f∗F ! f∗G. In
other words,

HomQCoh(Y )(F ,G)! HomQCoh(X)(f
∗F , f∗G)⇒ HomQCoh(X×Y X)(p

∗F , p∗G)

is an equalizer, where p : X ×Y X ! Y is the unique map. But now we can
rewrite this by adjunction, as saying that for all F ∈ QCoh(Y ), applying
HomQCoh(Y )(F ,−) to

G ! f∗f
∗G ⇒ p∗p

∗G (∗)
produces an equalizer. Thus (∗) is an equalizer in QCoh(Y ) for each G ∈
QCoh(Y ). This is similar to an effective monomorphism, but not exactly.
In fact, what is really happening is that descent is the statement that
f∗ : QCoh(Y ) ! QCoh(X) is an effective monomorphism in a stacky sense.
Indeed,

QCoh(Y )! QCoh(X) −−−−!! QCoh(X ×Y X)
almost exhibits f∗ as an effective monomorphism in the sense of 2-categories.
But, we know that for descent of objects we have to check the cocycle condition,
which takes place in QCoh(X ×Y X ×Y X).

Theorem A.1.31 Let f : X ! Y be an fpqc morphism of S-schemes. Then
f is a (universal) effective epimorphism in SchS. In particular, the diagram

HomS(Y, Z) HomS(X,Z) HomS(X ×Y X,Z)

is an equalizer of sets for all S-schemes Z.

Proof It suffices to treat the case that S = SpecZ. Indeed, assuming this case,
an S-morphism g : X ! Z coequalizing the maps already induces a unique
morphism g : Y ! Z, and we just have to check it’s an S-morphism. But
the absolute result implies that f is an epimorphism, and the two composites
X ! Y ! Z ! S and X ! Y ! S agree by assumption, so the two maps
Y ! S agree.

Now we prove the main result. First assume Z = SpecR is affine. By
adjunction, we have to show

Hom(R,Γ(Y,OY ))! Hom(R,Γ(X,OX)) −−−−!! Hom(R,Γ(X ×Y X,OX×Y X))

is an equalizer for all rings R, which will follow as long as

Γ(Y,OY )! Γ(X,OX) −−−−!! Γ(X ×Y X,OX×Y X)

is an equalizer of rings. This is clear e.g. from the equalizer of Hom-sets in
Remark A.1.30 by taking F = G = OY .

Now consider the general case. Let g : X ! Z be a map such that gπ1 = gπ2.
For each y ∈ Y , choose x ∈ X such that f(x) = y and define g̃ : |Y |! |Z| by
g̃(y) = g(x). This is independent of the choice of x, because if x, x′ lie over y,
then there exists w ∈ X ×Y X lying over (x, x′), so gπ1(w) = gπ2(w) means
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that g(x) = g(x′). Thus g̃f = g as maps. This choice of g̃ is already unique
because |f | was surjective.

Moreover, if U ⊂ Z is open, then

g−1(U) = f−1g̃−1(U)

is open, so g̃−1(U) is open since f is submersive (Lemma A.1.16). Thus g̃ is
continuous. It is already clear at this stage that g̃ will be a unique morphism;
indeed choose an affine open V ⊂ Z, then f−1g̃−1(V ) ! g̃−1(V ) is fpqc and
the map g̃−1(V )! V coequalizes the two projection maps, so g̃−1(V )! V is
uniquely determined by the case of affine target. Thus g̃ is unique if it exists.

On the other hand, this same observation provides a unique morphism
hV : g̃−1(V )! V which on underlying spaces is a restriction of g̃. It also follows
from uniqueness that if V ′ ⊂ V is a smaller affine open, then hV ′ : g̃−1(V ′)!
V ′ agrees with the restriction of hV . Thus for V and W any two affine opens,
hV and hW agree on g̃−1(V ∩W ) because the intersection is covered by smaller
affine opens.

We conclude by Cor. A.1.6 that there is a unique morphism h : Y ! Z such
that |h| = g̃ whose restrictions agree with g̃−1(V ) ! V . We already know
hf = g on the underlying spaces, and equality as morphisms may be checked
on the affine open cover of Z. This completes the proof. □

In the spirit of the previous result, we now change our fibered category of
interest from QCoh to Sch or some full subcategory. The goal is to answer the
following question: If X ! Y is a map, this induces a base change map

SchY ! SchX Y ′ 7! Y ′ ×Y X,

and thus there is an associated category of descent data DescSch(X/Y ) and
a map SchY ! DescSch(X/Y ) where a Y -scheme is sent to its pullback. The
question is when this is fully faithful and/or an equivalence.

Here is the formal definition. Let C ⊂ Sch be a full fibered subcategory of
schemes, by which we mean a full replete subcategory CY ⊂ SchY for each Y
such that if Y ′ ! Y ∈ CY and X ! Y is a map, then Y ′ ×Y X ! X ∈ CX .
I.e. it is the same data as a class of morphisms stable under base change. For
a map f : X ! Y , we define the category DescC(X/Y ) as follows:

(a) Objects are pairs (X ′, η) consisting of an X ′ ∈ CX and an isomorphism

η : X ′ ×π1 X
(2) ∼−! X ′ ×π2 X

(2)

of X(2) = X ×Y X-schemes, satisfying the cocycle condition

(η ×p23 X
(3)) ◦ (η ×p12 X

(3)) = η ×p13 X
(3)

over X(3) = X ×Y X ×Y X.
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(b) Morphisms (X ′
1, η1)! (X ′

2, η2) are maps h : X ′
1 ! X ′

2 in CX making the
diagram

X ′
1 ×π1 X

(2) X ′
2 ×π1 X

(2)

X ′
1 ×π2 X

(2) X ′
2 ×π2 X

(2)

h×π11

η1 η2

h×π21

commute in CX(2) .

Note that if C ⊂ C′, then we also have DescC(X/Y ) ⊂ DescC′(X/Y ). As usual,
we have the natural map

CY ! DescC(X/Y )

defined by sending Y ′ 7! Y ′ ×Y X equipped with the canonical descent data
Id: Y ′ ×Y X(2) = Y ′ ×Y X(2)

Lemma A.1.32 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of schemes. Then the natural
functor

SchY ! DescSch(X/Y )
is fully faithful if and only if f is a universal effective epimorphism.

Proof Let Y1, Y2 be schemes over Y . A map between the corresponding canon-
ical data in DescSch(X/Y ) is a map Y1 ×Y X ! Y2 ×Y X over X such that
both pullbacks to maps

Y1 ×Y X ×Y X ! Y2 ×Y X ×Y X

coincide. In other words, the map is fully faithful iff

Y (Y1, Y2)! X(Y1×Y X,Y2×Y X)⇒ (X×Y X)(Y1×Y X×Y X,Y2×Y X×Y X)

is an equalizer for all Y -schemes Y1 and Y2 (where we have suppressed Hom
to make the equation fit on the page). By adjunction, this is equivalent to

HomY (Y1, Y2)! HomY (Y1 ×Y X,Y2)⇒ HomY (Y1 ×Y X ×Y X,Y2)

being an equalizer, and hence

Y1 ×Y X ×Y X ⇒ Y1 ×Y X ! Y1

being a coequalizer in SchY for all Y1. In other words, full faithfulness is
equivalent to Y1 ×Y X ! Y1 being an effective epimorphism in SchY for
all Y1 ∈ SchY . We have seen that this is equivalent to being an effective
epimorphism in Sch (see the beginning of the proof of Thm. A.1.31). This is
what it means for X ! Y to be a universal effective epimorphism. □

Remark A.1.33 Therefore, it follows that SchY ! DescSch(X/Y ) is fully
faithful if X ! Y is fpqc. This is called ‘fpqc descent for morphisms’. The
question of essential surjectivity is much more subtle, and it is in fact not true
that fpqc implies effective descent for schemes. In fact, this even fails for étale
covers and projective morphisms. However, one case which works well is for
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affine morphisms. The intuition is that affine schemes over Y correspond to
quasicoherent OY -algebras, and we can descend the underlying quasicoherent
sheaf, so all we have to do is descend the algebra structure. We will show this
now, and we will in fact extend this result to the quasi-affine case.

If X is a scheme, we write CAlgqc(X) for the category of quasicoherent OX -
algebras on X. Recall that relative Spec gives the canonical correspondence

HomX(W, Spec
X
(A)) ∼= HomCAlg(X)(A, f∗OW )

for an X-scheme g : W ! X and A ∈ CAlgqc(X), although f∗OW may not
be quasicoherent. Finally, we know that this restricts to an equivalence of
categories between CAlgqc(X) and affine schemes over X. The first step is to
discuss descent for CAlgqc(X) over an arbitrary scheme.

As usual, if f : X ! Y is a morphism, we make the corresponding def-
inition DescCAlgqc

(X/Y ) for the category of descent data comparable to
DescQCoh(X/Y ), except that now morphisms should be algebra morphisms,
and the quasicoherent sheaf on X should be an OX -algebra. We get the
canonical map CAlgqc(Y )! DescCAlgqc

(X/Y ) as usual.

Proposition A.1.34 Let f : X ! Y be an fpqc morphism of schemes. The
natural functor

CAlgqc(Y )! DescCAlgqc
(X/Y )

is an equivalence of categories.

This has a relatively direct proof, but to emphasize the categorical perspective
let us give an alternative proof, which is to show that for any morphism, the
functor

QCoh(Y )! DescQCoh(X/Y )
satisfies the following properties:

(a) DescQCoh(X/Y ) is naturally a symmetric monoidal category, and the
functor above is symmetric monoidal.

(b) The natural functor in the proposition is given by taking commutative
unital algebra objects with respect to the monoidal functor above.

(b) will be clear once we show that the category of commutative algebra objects
of DescQCoh(X/Y ) are indeed DescCAlgqc

(X/Y ). Then the result will follow
from fpqc descent for quasicoherent sheaves. First we prove (a); given a pair of
descent data (Fi, θi) for i = 1, 2, their tensor product is F1⊗F2 equipped with

θ1 ⊗ θ2 : π
∗
1(F1 ⊗F2)! π∗

2(F1 ⊗F2),

well-defined since π∗
i is monoidal. The cocycle condition follows from the fact

that the p∗ij are monoidal, and when tensoring morphisms the commutativity
constraint follows from the fact that π∗

i are monoidal as well. The unit is
OX , which is pulled back from Y and hence has canonical descent data. The
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associativity and unitality axioms follow from the same data on QCoh(X) and
the fact that pullback is a monoidal functor.

Consider the canonical functors

QCoh(Y )! DescQCoh(X/Y )! QCoh(X).

It follows by construction that the second map is monoidal, and the first map
is also because f∗ is monoidal. Therefore we obtain induced maps

CAlgqc(Y )! CAlg(DescQCoh(X/Y ))! CAlgqc(Y )

on commutative algebra objects. By the right-hand functor, if (F , θ) comes
with a commutative algebra object structure, it follows that F is an object of
CAlgqc(X). It is also clear that the map θ is a morphism in CAlg(QCoh(X×Y

X)), hence is a morphism of quasicoherent OX -algebras. A morphism is in
particular required to be an algebra homomorphism between quasicoherent
algebras, and this is all the data required to be a morphism in CAlg. By
construction, we have identified

CAlg(DescQCoh(X/Y )) = DescCAlgqc
(X/Y )

as we sought to do. This finishes the proof of Prop. A.1.34.

Remark A.1.35 Here is a second, more ∞-operadic way to see this. First, for
any ∞-category C, the functor CMon(C) ! C creates limits. In particular,
write Cat∞ for the ∞-category of ∞-categories, and

CMon(Cat∞) = SymMonCat∞

for the ∞-category of symmetric monoidal categories. Thus the functor
SymMonCat∞ ! Cat∞ creates limits. In particular, the limit diagram

QCoh(X) QCoh(X ×Y X) QCoh(X ×Y X ×Y X)

defining DescQCoh(X/Y ) exists in SymMonCat∞, and the natural map from
QCoh(Y ) exists in this category as well. Moreover, there is also a functor
CAlg : SymMonCat∞ ! Cat∞ sending a symmetric monoidal category to
its category of commutative unital algebras. CAlg also preserves limits, so
applying this to the above diagram shows that

CAlg(DescQCoh(X/Y )) = DescCAlgqc
(X/Y )

as desired.

More generally, our proof above also shows that almost all algebraic structures
defined on top of quasicoherent sheaves behave well with respect to descent.
For example, it is now easy to see that properties on sheaves like dualizability,
invertibility, etc., will all descend well.
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Now, again let C ⊂ Sch be a fibered subcategory of schemes. If f : X ! Y is
a morphism, we will say C satisfies f -effective descent if the natural map

CY ! DescC(f)

is an equivalence of categories. Note that full faithfulness restricts along C,
meaning that if C ⊂ C′ and C′ satisfies full faithfulness (i.e. descent for mor-
phisms), then C does too. In particular, for all C we have full faithfulness
against universal effective epimorphisms, such as fpqc maps.

Example A.1.36 Suppose g : Y ′ ! Y is a universal effective epimorphism (e.g.
fpqc) and C satisfies g-effective descent. Then membership in C is g-local,
meaning that if

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g
⌟

g

f

is cartesian and X ′ ∈ CY ′ , then X ∈ CY . Indeed, we have a commutative
diagram:

CY DescC(Y
′/Y )

SchY DescSch(Y
′/Y )

≃

The image of X under the lower map is (X ×Y Y ′, can), and since (X ′, f) ∼=
X ×Y Y ′ and CY ′ is replete, this lies in DescC(Y

′/Y ). Thus there is X1 ∈ CY

such that (X1 ×Y Y ′, can) ∼= (X ×Y Y ′, can), so by full faithfulness on the
bottom we conclude X1

∼= X in SchY , i.e. X ∈ CY by repleteness.

Example A.1.37 Let C = Sch≃, i.e. CY = Sch≃
Y is the groupoid at Y . Then for

any f : X ! Y , CY ! Desc(X/Y ) is essentially surjective. Indeed, if (X ′, θ)
is effective descent data for X ′ ∈ Sch≃

X and

θ : X ′ ×π1 (X ×Y X) ∼−! X ′ ×π2 (X ×Y X),

is an isomorphism over X×Y X, then in fact (X ′, θ) ∼= (X, can). Indeed, if not
we could pull back along the isomorphism to induce another descent datum
(X, θ′), but since the functors (−) ×πi (X ×Y X) preserve terminal objects,
there is a unique morphism can between the images of X. Thus θ′ = can and
the claim follows. As a consequence, we deduce from Example A.1.36 that
being an isomorphism is fpqc-local on the target.

Remark A.1.38 This is a sort of converse to the previous example. Suppose
g : Y ′ ! Y is a map and C satisfies g-effective descent. Then a fibered sub-
category C′ ⊂ C automatically satisfies the full faithfulness part of g-descent.
Suppose that for C-objects membership in C′ is g-local, defined just as in the
example above. Then C′ also satisfies g-effective descent. Indeed, descent for C
gives a cartesian square like the one above where (X ′, f) ∈ C′

Y ′ , so g-locality
shows that (X, f) ∈ C′

Y , which is effectivity.
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In the remainder of this section, we will show that fpqc effective descent is
satisfied for open immersions, affine morphisms, and quasi-affine morphisms.
We denote the corresponding fibered subcategories by

OpenImm Aff QAff

in what follows. Note that even given the relations between the categories
above, there aren’t formal relationships between effective descent for each of
the categories above; in any case, we will use the first two to prove the third.

Proposition A.1.39 Let f : X ! Y be an fpqc morphism of schemes. The
natural functor

AffY ! DescAff(X/Y )
is an equivalence of categories.

Proof We already know it is fully faithful. Let (X ′, θ) be a descent datum
where X ′ is an affine X-scheme and θ is an isomorphism X ′×π1 (X×Y X) ∼−!
X ′×π2 (X×Y X). We know that X ′ ∼−! Spec

X
(h∗OX), and by stability under

base change

X ′ ×π1 (X ×Y X) ∼−! Spec
X×Y X

(π∗
i h∗OX′)

Thus, the inverse of the descent data corresponds to an isomorphism

θ̃−1 : π∗
1h∗OX′ ∼−! π∗

2h∗OX′ ,

and this map satisfies the cocycle condition because of the cocycle condition for
θ. Thus (h∗OX′ , θ̃−1) is an object of DescCAlgqc(X)(X/Y ), and hence descends
to a quasicoherent OY -algebra A such that f∗A = h∗OX′ agreeing with the
descent data. Thus X ′ = SpecX(f∗A) = Spec

Y
(A) ×Y X, also agreeing with

the descent data θ. □

Lemma A.1.40 Let f : X ! Y be an fpqc morphism of schemes. The natural
functor

OpenImmY ! DescOpenImm(X/Y )
is an equivalence of categories.

Proof We already know it’s fully faithful, so let (X ′, θ) be a descent datum
where j : X ′ ! X is an open immersion. Then θ is an isomorphism π−1

1 (X ′) ∼=
π−1
2 (X ′), but since this is required to be an X×Y X-morphism, this just means

π−1
1 (X ′) = π−1

2 (X ′) in X ×Y X.

Now consider f(X ′) ⊂ Y , and note X ′ ⊂ f−1(f(X ′)). If x ∈ X such that
f(x) ∈ f(X ′), let x′ ∈ X ′ such that f(x) = f(x′), and choose a point z lying
over (x, x′). Then z ∈ π−1

2 (X ′), so π1(z) = x ∈ X ′. Thus f−1(f(X ′)) = X ′,
and since f is submersive (Lemma A.1.16) this means f(X ′) is open. It follows
that the open immersion f(X ′) ↪! Y pulls back to the open immersion X ′ ↪!
X with its unique descent datum. □
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Now we come to the final result of this section. Recall that a qcqs morphism
g : Y ′ ! Y is quasi-affine iff the induced map Y ′ ! Spec

Y
(g∗OY ′) is a qua-

sicompact open immersion. We will also use flat base change, which means
taking H0 of the flat base change along a qcqs morphism. The key construction
is as follows: let S be a base scheme and consider the fully faithful adjunction

AffS(−) : (SchS)qcqs ⇄ AffS : ι,

where we define AffS(X) = Spec
S
(p∗OX) where p : X ! S is the structure

map. The unit gives the canonical map X ! AffS(X), which is affine iff X is
affine over S, and a quasicompact immersion iff X is quasi-affine over S.

Formation of this map commutes with flat base change. Indeed, suppose
g : S′ ! S is flat. By flat base change and since p is qcqs, g∗p∗OX = p∗OX×SS′ ,
which implies

Spec
S
(p∗OX)×S S

′ = Spec′
S
(g∗p∗OX) = Spec

S′(p∗OX×SS′),

which means that

(X ! AffS(X))×S S
′ =

(
X ×S S

′ ! AffS′(X ×S S
′)
)
.

This has the following consequence: if C is a fibered subcategory of qcqs
schemes over a base and f : X ! Y is flat, then there’s a natural map

AffX(−) : DescC(X/Y )! DescAff(X/Y )

sending (X ′, θ) to

AffX(X ′) θ̃ : AffX(2)(X ′ ×π1 X
(2))! AffX(2)(X ′ ×π2 X

(2)),

where the RHS makes sense because πi : X
(2) ! X is flat and so the source

and target are equal to AffX(X ′)×πi X
(2). The cocycle condition also follows

from the same observation. Moreover, we retain a natural map

(X ′, θ)! (AffX(X ′),AffX(2)(θ))

in DescC(X/Y ). This lets us descend constructions relating to the affine hull
easily.

Theorem A.1.41 Let f : X ! Y be an fpqc morphism. The natural functor

QAffY ! DescQAff(X/Y )

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof We have to show essential surjectivity. Let (X ′, θ) be a descent datum.
Apply the functor and natural map constructed above to obtain a morphism

(X ′, θ)! (AffX(X ′), θ̃),

where we know that X ′ ! AffX(X ′) is a quasicompact open immersion. By
Prop. A.1.39 we conclude that the RHS is isomorphic to (Y ′×Y X, can) for Y

′
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an affine Y -scheme. Thus at this stage we have the filled-in part of the diagram:

X ′ Y ′ ×Y X X

Y ′′ Y ′ Y

⌟

Now consider the quasicompact open immersion j : (X ′, θ)! (Y ′ ×Y X, can).
By definition this means the diagram

π∗
1X

′ π∗
2X

′

Y ′ ×Y X ×Y X Y ′ ×Y X ×Y X

θ

commutes, so we can view (X ′, θ) as an object of DescSch(Y
′×Y X/Y

′). Then
X ′ is an open immersion over Y ′×Y X, so by descent for OpenImm, we can find
Y ′′ ! Y ′ as in the commutative rectangle above, making the left-hand square
a pullback, where Y ′′ ! Y ′ is an open immersion. It is also quasicompact
because that is fpqc-local on the target. By adjunction, we obtain a map

(X ′, θ)! (Y ′′ ×Y X, can) in DescQAff(X/Y ).

This is an isomorphism by the pasting lemma and the diagram above. □

A.1.3 Fpqc descent and algebraic spaces

Now we turn back to the question of showing that properties of morphisms are
fpqc-local on the target. In the previous section, we have developed relatively
strong techniques to do this, which immediately give us a few new properties.

Example A.1.42 By Example A.1.36, the three preceding results imply that
being an open immersion, affine morphism, or quasi-affine morphism, are all
fpqc local on the target. We also used this to observe that being an isomorphism
is fpqc-local on the target. Here are some immediate deductions which are
purely formal:

(a) Being a monomorphism is fpqc-local; indeed a map is a monomorphism
iff its diagonal is an isomorphism.

(b) Being integral is fpqc-local, because integral = affine + universally closed.

(c) Being finite is fpqc-local, because finite = integral + locally of finite type.

(d) Being semiseparated is fpqc-local, because this is affineness of the
diagonal.

For properties (b) and (c), we obtain the stronger result that these subcate-
gories satisfy fpqc-effective descent, by Remark A.1.38.

Remark A.1.43 There are easier proofs of these results that don’t rely on fpqc-
descent. For example, for isomorphism, one can use that radicial, surjective,
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and universally open are local, so the base map is a homeomorphism. Then
isomorphisms of maps of quasicoherent sheaves also descend so we can conclude
by flat base change. We can also give a proof of affine by noting that qcqs
descends, and then we can construct the relative Spec directly and use that
isomorphisms descend.

Proposition A.1.44 Let g : Y ′ ! Y be an fpqc morphism. The natural
functor

CY ! DescC(Y
′/Y )

is an equivalence for:

(a) C the fibered category of closed subschemes.

(b) C the fibered category of quasicompact immersions.

In particular, being a closed immersion or quasicompact immersion is fpqc-
local on the target.

Proof It suffices to show that being a quasicompact immersion is fpqc-local.
Indeed, by Thm. A.1.41 and Remark A.1.38 this will prove (b). By a second
application of Remark A.1.38 and the fact that closed immersion = universally
closed + closed immersion, we will deduce (a) and the second conclusion.

Let f : X ! Y be a map, and suppose that f : X ′ := X ×Y Y ′ ! Y ′ is a
quasicompact immersion. Thus f is qcqs by Example A.1.11, so we may form
the quasicoherent ideal sheaf I by the exact sequence

0! I ! OY ! f∗OX

on Y . Applying the exact functor g∗, we deduce g∗I = ker(OY ′ ! f∗OX′)
by flat base change. By base change for a closed immersion, we can split our
cartesian square into the following one:

X ′ V (g∗I) Y ′

X V (I) Y

⌟ ⌟

Since f is a quasicompact immersion, X ′ ! V (g∗I) is a (quasicompact)
open immersion, so X ! V (I) is a quasicompact open immersion by Exam-
ple A.1.42. This completes the proof. □

Now let us show some general facts about universal effective epimorphisms.
We will see that unlike epimorphisms and effective epimorphisms, they
behave quite well. Of course, the class of universal effective epimorphisms is
tautologically closed under base change.

Proposition A.1.45 Let C be a category with pullbacks, and f : X ! Y and
g : Y ! Z be morphisms.
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(a) If gf is a universal effective epimorphism, then g is a universal effective
epimorphism.

(b) If f is a universal effective epimorphism and g is a (resp. universal) effec-
tive epimorphism, then gf is a (resp. universal) effective epimorphism.

(c) A split epimorphism is a universal effective epimorphism.

In particular the class of universal effective epimorphisms contains all isomor-
phisms, is stable under base change, and is closed under composition.

Proof Consider the cartesian diagram:

X ′ Y ′ Z ′

X Y Z

⌟ ⌟

It implies that: in (a), we only have to show that g is an effective epimorphism,
and in (b), we can ignore the ‘resp. universal’ part. Moreover, in both cases the
hypotheses already imply epimorphism, so we just need to show the existence
part of the universal property.

(a) We will use the following commutative diagram:

X ×Z X X

X ×Z Y Y ×Z Y Y

X Y Z

q2

u

p1
⌟

π2

π1
⌟

Let a : Y ! A satisfy aπ1 = aπ2. Since πiu = fqi, applying u gives afq1 =
afq2. Since gf is effective epi, there exists h : Z ! A such that hgf = af . The
middle row composite is the projection p2, so gp2 = gfp1. Then

hgp2 = hgfp1 = afp1 = aπ1(f, 1) = aπ2(f, 1) = ap2.

Since X ! Z is a universal effective epi, p2 is an epi, hence hg = a.

(b) Consider the commutative diagram

X ×Y X X ×Z X Y ×Z Y

X X Y Z

pi πi qi

f g

of projection maps. Let a : X ! A be such that aπ1 = aπ2. Then ap1 = ap2,
so there exists (a unique) h : Y ! A such that hf = a. The middle map
e : X ×Z X ! Y ×Z Y is an epimorphism, because it is the composite of

X ×Z X
1×f
−−−! X ×Z Y

f×1
−−−! Y ×Z Y,
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each of which is an epimorphism because f is a universal effective epimorphism.
But

hqie = hfπi = aπi,
so hq1e = hq2e, thus hq1 = hq2. Since g is an effective epimorphism, there
exists j : Z ! A such that jg = h, so j(gf) = a.

(c) By (a), we reduce to showing that an identity map 1X is an effective
epimorphism. Then both maps X×XX ⇒ X are isomorphisms, so this follows
from the fact that X ⇒ X ! X is a coequalizer in any category. □

Lemma A.1.46 Being a universal effective epimorphism of schemes is
Zariski-local on the target and fpqc-local on the target.

Proof Fpqc locality is easy: if g : Y ′ ! Y is fpqc, and f : X ′ ! Y ′ is the
base change of X ! Y and is a universal effective epimorphism, then because
Y ′ ! Y is a universal effective epimorphism (Thm. A.1.31), the composite
X ′ ! Y ′ ! Y is a universal effective epimorphism by Prop. A.1.45. But this
equals X ′ ! X ! Y , so part (a) of the same result implies X ! Y is one too.

Let f : X ! Y be a map, {Ui} an open cover of Y , and assume that f−1(Ui)!
Ui is a universal effective epimorphism for all i. Thus f−1(Ui∩Uj)! Ui∩Uj is
a universal effective epimorphism for all i, j. For both projections the diagram

XUi ×U XUi XUi Ui

X ×Y X X Y

pi

πi

commutes, so assume we are given a map h : X ! Z such that hπ1 = hπ2.
Then h|XUi

p1 = h|XUi
p2, so there exists a unique map gi : Ui ! Y such that

XUi Ui

X Z

gi

h

commutes. In particular the restriction gi|Ui∩Uj is also the unique map making
the same diagram commute for Ui replaced with Ui ∩ Uj . Thus the {gi} are
compatible on overlaps and glue to g : Y ! Z, which satisfies gf = h since
this is checked locally. Since h is determined by its restrictions to {Ui}, it is
unique satisfying this property. □

Next let us discuss how to descend other kinds of data under an fpqc map.
For example, suppose f : X ! Y is fpqc. We know that f∗ is conservative,
so we can descend the property of being an isomorphism in QCoh(X) to
QCoh(Y ). We remark that the functor Lf∗ : Dqc(Y ) ! Dqc(X) is also faith-
ful conservative; indeed, by flatness, if A ! B is a map and Lf∗A ! Lf∗B
is an isomorphism, then f∗Hp(A) ! f∗Hp(B) is an isomorphism, hence
Hp(A)! Hp(B) is an isomorphism. Thus we have a good chance at describing
descent properties of the derived category as well.
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Example A.1.47 Let f : X ! Y be fpqc, and suppose F ∈ QCoh(Y ). If f∗F
is of finite type (resp. finite presentation), then F is: this is local on Y , so
assume Y is affine, and then we can further pull back along

∐
i Ui ! X to

assume that X is affine. Let A! B be faithfully flat and M be an A-module.

(a) Suppose B⊗AM is finite over B. Choose generators over B, write them as
sums of tensor products, and extract elements m1, . . . ,mr ∈ M involved
in this expression. Then the map Ar !M is surjective, for Br ! B⊗AM
is surjective.

(b) Suppose B⊗AM is finitely presented over B. Then M is finite over A by
(a), so choose an exact sequence 0! K ! Ar !M ! 0. Then B ⊗A K
is finite over B, so K is finite over A.

Example A.1.48 Let f : X ! Y be fpqc. If f∗F is flat, then F is flat. Indeed,
0 = Tor∗(f∗F , f∗(−)) = f∗ Tor∗(F ,−), so Tor∗(F ,−) = 0. Thus, if f∗F is a
vector bundle, then F is a vector bundle, because then F is finitely presented
and flat, hence finite locally free.

Here are two nice applications of fpqc descent for properties of morphisms
taken from the Stacks project. We recall that being radicial is equivalent to
having surjective diagonal. Indeed, suppose f : X ! Y is radicial, and let
z ∈ X ×Y X. Then π1 : X ×Y X ! X is injective, so let x = π1(z). Then the
composite

X
∆f
−−! X ×Y X

π1−! X
is the identity, so xmust map to z because π1(z) = π1(∆f (x)) = x. Conversely,
let ∆f be surjective and suppose that f(x1) = f(x2). Then we can choose z
lying over (x1, x2), so there exists x such that ∆f (x) = z, which implies that
x = x1 and x = x2.

Remark A.1.49 This observation also implies that radicial is the right notion
of injectivity. Indeed, if X and Y are finite type schemes over an algebraically
closed field k, then a map X ! Y is surjective iff X(k)! Y (k) is surjective.
Thus X ! Y is radicial iff X(k)! X(k)×Y (k) X(k) is surjective, iff X(k)!
Y (k) is injective.

Example A.1.50 An fpqc monomorphism is an isomorphism. Indeed, if f is
fpqc, consider the base change square where f is fpqc:

X ×Y X X

X Y

⌟

Since X ×Y X ! X is a section of an isomorphism, it is an isomorphism,
so X ! Y is an isomorphism because this is fpqc-local on the base. More
generally, this applies to any universal effective epimorphism, since we saw
in Example A.1.37 that isomorphisms are local for any universal effective
epimorphism. This gives some kind of theorem saying ‘epi+mono=iso’.
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Lemma A.1.51 A radicial étale morphism is an open immersion.

Proof Let f : X ! Y be radicial étale. Since it is an open map, f(X) ↪! Y
is an open immersion, and moreover X ! f(X) is still radicial étale because
these are local on the target. Thus we may assume f is surjective. Then f is
fppf and in particular fpqc; moreover, ∆f is surjective by radicial-ness and an
open immersion by étale-ness, thus it is an isomorphism. Therefore f is an
isomorphism by the previous example. □

Let us return to properties of morphisms. Now, we will have more of a focus
on derived-category properties, such as quasi-perfectness. We expect fpqc mor-
phisms to behave well mostly because of flatness as explained before, which
also implies that Lf∗ = f∗ preserves cohomological amplitude. It also reflects
it, since Hp(Lf∗(A)) = f∗Hp(A) is 0 iff Hp(A) = 0.

Lemma A.1.52 Let f : X ! Y be an fpqc morphism of schemes. Let A ∈
Dqc(Y ).

(a) If Lf∗(A) is locally of finite tor-dimension, then A is locally of finite
tor-dimension.

(b) If Lf∗(A) is m-pseudocoherent, then A is m-pseudocoherent.

(c) If Lf∗(A) is perfect, then A is perfect.

Proof (c) follows from (a) and (b). (a) By restricting Y we may assume X
is quasicompact, so Lf∗(A) has tor amplitude in [a, b]. Then for all F ∈
QCoh(Y ), Lf∗(A)⊗LLf∗(F) = Lf∗(A⊗L

OY
F), and Lf∗(F) = f∗(F), so this

has amplitude in [a, b]. Since Lf∗ reflects amplitude this means A⊗L
OY

F has
amplitude in [a, b].

(b) The question is local on Y , so assume it’s affine. Then X is quasicompact,
so let a be such that Lf∗(A) and A are in D≤a

qc . If a < m, then A is m-
pseudocoherent. Otherwise, Ha(Lf∗A) = f∗Ha(A) is of finite type, hence
Ha(A) is of finite type. Since Y is affine, we may choose a surjection Or

Y ↠
Ha(A), and a complex F• of quasicoherent sheaves representing A in Ch≤a.
ThusOr

Y ↠ Ha(A) lifts along the surjection Fa ! Ha(A) to a mapOr
Y [−a]!

A. Let C be the cone, and apply Lf∗ to obtain

Or
X [−a]! Lf∗A! Lf∗C ! Or

X [−a+ 1]

exact. Thus Lf∗C ∈ D<a is m-pseudocoherent, so by induction C is m-
pseudocoherent. Thus A is m-pseudocoherent. □

Corollary A.1.53 Let g : Y ! Y ′ be an fpqc morphism and consider a
cartesian square:

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g
⌟

g

f
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If f is quasi-perfect, resp. quasi-proper, resp. locally of finite tor dimension,
then f is quasi-perfect, resp. quasi-proper, resp. locally of finite tor dimension.

Proof Observe that Lf
∗
Lg∗ = Lg∗Lf∗, and locally on Y the LHS is bounded,

thus the RHS is as well. Since Lg∗ reflects amplitude, this means Lf∗ is locally
bounded.

If f is quasi-perfect (resp. quasi-proper), then first of all f is qcqs so f is qcqs
by Example A.1.11. By tor-independent base change, we have

Lg∗Rf∗E = Rf∗Lg
∗E

for all E ∈ Dqc(X). If f is quasi-perfect (resp. quasi-proper) and E is perfect
(resp. pseudocoherent), then the RHS is perfect (resp. pseudocoherent). Thus
Rf∗E is perfect (resp. pseudocoherent) by Lemma A.1.52. □

A strong result which would eventually be nice to add here is that the entire
derived category satisfies fpqc effective descent. But, the real way to formulate
and prove this is using derived ∞-categories and limits of ∞-categories, which
we have not discussed.

Example A.1.54 General immersions are not fpqc-local on the target. Here is
a simple example: Let X =

∐
p SpecZ/pZ over primes p > 0 and consider the

natural map X ! SpecZ. If this were an immersion, then its image SpecZ−
{(0)} would be locally closed, but since it’s missing only one point, this would
force it to be either closed or open. {(0)} is not maximal, and if SpecZ−{(0)} =
V (I) then I ⊂

⋂
p(p) = 0.

Next, consider the map Z !
∏

p Z(p). This is flat because it is a torsion-free
abelian group. The fiber over a maximal ideal (q) ⊂ Z is the LHS in

Z/qZ⊗Z
∏
p

Z(p) =
∏
p

Z(p)/qZ(p) = Z/qZ,

since q is a unit in Z(p) if p ̸= q. Therefore Z!
∏

p Z(p) is faithfully flat by the
fiberwise criterion, hence corresponds to an fpqc map Y ′ ! SpecZ. Consider
the fpqc base change

X ′ = X × Y ′ =
∐
p>0

SpecZ/pZ× Y ′ =
∐
p>0

SpecZ/pZ

by the preceding computation. Now let ep be the pth coordinate idempotent in∏
p Z(p), and consider the open set U =

⋃
pD(ep). Localizing at ep forces ep =

1, hence gives Z(p), so the open immersion U ! Y ′ is equal to
∐

p SpecZ(p) ↪!
Y ′. The map X ′ ! Y ′ factors through U as the disjoint union of SpecZ/pZ!
SpecZ(p), which is a closed immersion. Thus X ′ ! U ! Y ′ is an immersion,
but X ! Y is not.

This failure is fixed by moving to the fppf topology. In general, there are quite
a few things which work better in the fppf topology, especially because an fppf
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map is open, and because much of the nontrivial theory of algebraic spaces
requires finite presentation. This will motivate the definition of algebraic space
that we give.

Definition A.1.55

(a) An fppf morphism of schemes is a morphism which is faithfully flat and
locally of finite presentation.

(b) A fppf covering family of a scheme Y is a family of maps {Y ′
i ! Y : i ∈

I} which are flat and locally of finite presentation, and
∐

i Y
′
i ! Y is

surjective.

(c) A property P of morphisms is fppf-local on the target if the following
condition holds: for every fppf covering family {Y ′

i ! Y }, a map X ! Y
satisfies P if and only if X ×Y Y ′

i ! Y ′
i satisfies P for each i.

It is clear that a family of maps {Y ′
i ! Y } is an fppf covering iff

∐
i Y

′
i ! Y

is an fppf map. Moreover, we have the following important characterization of
locality:

Lemma A.1.56 Let P be a property of morphisms of schemes. Then the
following are equivalent:

(a) P is fppf-local on the target.

(b) P is Zariski local on the target, and for each fppf map Y ′ ! Y , a map
X ! Y satisfies P iff X ×Y Y ′ ! Y ′ satisfies P.

(c) P is Zariski local on the target, and for each fppf map Y ′ ! Y between
affine schemes, a map X ! Y satisfies P iff X ×Y Y ′ ! Y ′ satisfies P.

Proof (a) ⇒ (c) because a Zariski covering is also an fppf-covering. (b) ⇒ (a)
Given an fppf covering family {Y ′

i ! Y }, assume that X ×Y Y
′
i ! Y ′

i satisfies
P for all i. Then

∐
i Y

′
i ! Y is an fppf map, and by Zariski-locality,

X ×Y

(∐
i

Y ′
i

)
=

∐
i

X ×Y Y ′
i !

∐
i

Y ′
i

satisfies P. Thus X ! Y satisfies P.

Now (c) ⇒ (b): let g : Y ′ ! Y be fppf and f : X ! Y be a map. Let U ⊂ Y
be an affine open, and {Vi} be an affine open cover of g−1(U) ⊂ Y ′. Since g is
open and surjective, {g(Vi)} is an open cover of U , hence covered by a finite
set g(V1), . . . , g(Vr). Thus the composite

V :=

r∐
i=1

Vi ! g−1(U)! U

is an fppf morphism of affine schemes. Moreover, since P is Zariski-local,

f
−1

(Vi) ! Vi satisfies P for each i, so
∐

i f
−1

(Vi) ! V satisfies P. We can
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factor the base change square to obtain a cartesian square:∐
i f

−1
(Vi) V

f−1(U) U

⌟

By our assumption, this implies f−1(U) ! U satisfies P. Since P is Zariski
local and U was an arbitrary affine open, X ! Y satisfies P. □

Note that as a special case, if P is fpqc-local, then in particular (c) holds in
the lemma above, so we conclude that P is also fppf-local. This is nice because
it works for infinite covers as well. We will from here on out ignore all set-
theoretic issues (which are slightly more important than usual, as we will use
large sites).

Lemma A.1.57 Let S be a scheme. The collection of fppf-covering families
(consisting of S-morphisms) forms a Grothendieck pretopology on the category

SchS. We denote the corresponding site by Schfppf
S .

Proof (1) The identity map is fppf. (2) If {Y ′
i ! Y } is a covering family, then∐

i Y
′
i ! Y is fppf, so for any V ! Y ,

(
∐
i

Y ′
i )×Y Z =

∐
i

(Y ′
i ×Y Z)! Z

is fppf, and thus {Y ′
i ×Y Z ! Z} is an fppf covering of Z. (3) Assume {Y ′

i ! Y }
is an fppf cover and {Y ′′

ij ! Y ′
i } is an fppf cover of Y ′

i . Then the maps∐
i

∐
j

Y ′′
ij !

∐
i

Y ′
i ! Y

are each fppf, so the composite is fppf. □

The site Schfppf
S is called the big fppf site over S. We denote the corresponding

category of presheaves and sheaves of sets by

PSh(Schfppf
S ) Sh(Schfppf

S ).

If F is a sheaf, then it preserves arbitrary products. Indeed, for {Xi}, let
X =

∏
iXi, then {Xi ! X} is a Zariski open cover, so this follows from the

sheaf condition. Conversely, let F ∈ PSh(Schfppf
S ) and suppose F preserves

products. Then F is a sheaf iff

F (Y )! F (Y ′) −−−−!! F (Y ′ ×Y Y ′)

is an equalizer for each fppf map Y ′ ! Y . This is clear by our assumption, and
the fact that coproducts commute with pullback. Our next step is to show that
the representable presheaves are sheaves, i.e. the topology is subcanonical.
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Lemma A.1.58 An fppf morphism of schemes over S is a (universal)
effective epimorphism in SchS. In particular, the presheaves

HomSchS
(−, X) : Schfppf

S ! Set

are sheaves for the fppf topology for each S-scheme X.

Proof The second statement follows because HomSchS
(−, X) preserves prod-

ucts, so by the observation above we may check the sheaf condition for one
fppf morphism. By definition, this holding for all X is equivalent to the fppf
morphism being an effective epimorphism.

Being an effective epimorphism is base independent, so we may assume S =
SpecZ. By Lemma A.1.46, being a universal effective epimorphism is Zariski-
local and fpqc-local on the target, hence it is fppf-local on the target. Thus
if f : X ! Y is fppf, it suffices to show that the base change X ×Y X ! X
along itself is a universal effective epimorphism. But it is a split epimorphism,
so we conclude by Prop. A.1.45. □

In particular, we obtain a fully faithful embedding SchS ↪! Sh(Schfppf
S ), and

in this context we usually identify the category of S-schemes with its essential
image in fppf sheaves. Likewise, if F is a sheaf (or presheaf) and T is an S-
scheme, we identify F (T ) = Hom(T, F ), and call both the T -points of F . We
also call a map T ! F where T is a scheme a ‘scheme over F ’.

Remark A.1.59 Recall that in general, sheaves on a slice site form the slice of
sheaves on the site. Therefore, given a morphism S′ ! S of schemes, we have

Sh(Schfppf
S )/S′ = Sh(Schfppf

S /S′) = Sh(Schfppf
S′ )

Explicitly, the identification is as follows: if F ! S′ is a morphism of sheaves,
then we define FS′ ∈ Sh(Schfppf

S′ ) on an S′-scheme X
u
−! S′ by the universal

property
HomSh(Schfppf

S′ )(X,FS′) = F ×S′ X,

meaning that FS′(X) = F (X) ×S′(X) {u}, so the X-points of FS′ are the
X-points of F , viewed as an S-scheme, whose image in Hom(X,S′) is u.

Conversely, given G ∈ Sh(Schfppf
S′ ), we define

F (X) =
∐

u : X!S′

G(X,u)

where u runs over S-maps. Therefore we can be a bit careless about the base.

Definition A.1.60 Let F ! G be a morphism in Sh(Schfppf
S ).

(a) F ! G is representable by schemes if for each scheme T ! G over G, the
pullback F ×G T is a scheme.

(b) Let P be a property of morphisms of schemes which is stable under base
change and fppf-local on the target. F ! G is representable and satisfies
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P if it is representable, and for each scheme T ! G, the morphism F ×G

T ! T of schemes satisfies P.

For instance, a morphism of schemes is always representable by schemes
because schemes have pullbacks.

Example A.1.61 Here are the first basic observations about the definitions
above.

(a) If F ! G is representable by schemes, then for all sheaves H over G,
F ×G H ! H is representable. Indeed, if T ! H is a scheme, then
F ×GH ×H T = F ×G T . Thus if F ! G is representable and satisfies P
in the sense above, then this notion is stable under base change.

(b) Let U be a scheme and U ! G a representable fppf morphism. Suppose
that F ! G is representable by schemes. If F ×G U ! U satisfies P then
F ! G is ‘representable and satisfies P’ in the sense of the definition
above. Indeed, for all schemes T ! G, we have a base change diagram:

F ×G U ×G T F ×G T F

U ×G T T G

⌟ ⌟

Since U ! G is representable fppf, U ×G T ! T is an fppf morphism of
schemes, and likewise F ×G T is a scheme. By assumption, the morphism
F ×G U ! U of schemes has P, so F ×G ×GT ! U ×G T has P. Since P
is fppf-local on the target, this means F ×G T ! T has P. Since T was
arbitrary, we conclude F ! G has representable P.

Thus these properties really only require checking on one fppf cover.

Earlier we saw that Sh(Schfppf
S ) = Sh(Schfppf)/S, so in particular S is a

terminal object. We will in general write products in this category using (−)×S

(−) even though the S is implicit. Note that a sheaf F is a scheme if and
only if there is a representable map F ! T for T an S-scheme, iff F ! S is
representable.

Next, we explain an important application of descent for schemes, which we
have not seen too much of yet. First of all, Lemma A.1.58 shows that if
f : X ! Y is an fppf morphism of schemes, then SchY ! DescSch(X/Y )
is fully faithful. Effective descent can tell us whether a given fppf sheaf is a
scheme.

Lemma A.1.62 Let C be a fibered subcategory of schemes satisfying g-
effective descent. Suppose we are given a cartesian diagram

X ′ T ′

F T

⌟
g
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in Sh(Schfppf
S ) where X ′, T ′, and T ′ are schemes, g is fppf, and X ′ ∈ CT ′ .

Then F is a scheme and F ∈ CT .

Proof Consider the equivalence CT ! DescC(T
′/T ), and let πi : T

′×T T
′ ! T ′

be the two projections. Identify X ′ = g∗F , then X ′ is equipped with canonical
descent datum π∗

1g
∗F = π∗

2g
∗F because gπ1 = gπ2. Thus there exists a scheme

X ∈ CT such that h : X ×T T
′ ∼−! X ′ commuting with the canonical descent

datum, which means that the two pullbacks

X ×T T
′ ×T T

′ ! F ×T T
′ ×T T

′

are equal. Therefore by projecting, the two maps

X ×T (T ′ ×T T
′) = X ′ ×X X ′ ! F

are equal. Moreover the map X ′ ! X is an fppf cover, being a pullback of an
fppf cover. Working in T -schemes, the sheaf condition says that

HomSchT
(X,F )! HomSchT

(X ′, F )⇒ HomSchT
(X ′ ×X X ′, F )

is an equalizer. Thus the map X ′ ! F descends to a unique X ! F which
induces the isomorphismX×T T

′ ∼−! F×T T
′. SinceX and F are fppf sheaves,

we can detect isomorphisms after passing to the cover {T ′ ! T}. □

Example A.1.63 Here is a simple instance of the lemma above. Let F ! G be
a morphism of sheaves, and suppose that for each affine scheme T ′ with a map
T ′ ! G, the pullback F×GT

′ is a scheme. Then in fact F ! G is representable.
To see this, let T be a scheme and consider the pullback F ×G T ! T . Let
{Ui} be an affine open cover of T and U =

∐
i Ui ! T the corresponding fppf

map. Then

(F ×G T )×T U = F ×G U =
∐
i

F ×G Ui

is a scheme, and all schemes satisfy effective descent along U ! T by open-
cover descent. Therefore F ×G T is a scheme.

Lemma A.1.64 Let F ! G be a morphism in Sh(Schfppf
S ). The following

are equivalent:

(a) The diagonal F ! F ×G F is representable by schemes.

(b) For all schemes U, V ! F , the natural map

U ×F V ! U ×G V

is representable by schemes.

Moreover, the following are equivalent:

(c) The diagonal F ! F ×S F is representable by schemes.

(d) For all schemes U, V ! F , U ×F V is a scheme.

(e) For all schemes U , any map U ! F is representable by schemes.
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In particular, if G has representable diagonal, then F ! F ×G F is
representable iff F has representable diagonal.

Proof Consider the natural base change diagram

U ×F V F

U ×G V F ×G F

⌟

which follows from Fubini’s theorem for limits. Then (a) ⇒ (b) follows imme-
diately. Conversely, let T ! F ×G F be a scheme, which we can factor as
T ! T ×G T ! F ×G F . This comes with two maps T ! F , so putting
U = V = T in the diagram above, we obtain the cartesian diagram:

P T ×F T F

T T ×G T F ×G F

⌟ ⌟

Then P is a scheme by assumption, which is what we wanted.

(d) = (e) These two are equivalent by definition of representable. (c) = (d)
Take G = S in (a) = (b), so that U ×S V is a scheme.

For the last statement, note that if G has representable diagonal then by (d),
U ×G V is a scheme, so as in (a) the map from U ×F V being representable is
equivalent to this sheaf being a scheme. □

Example A.1.65 A representable morphism F ! G of fppf sheaves has repre-
sentable diagonal. Indeed, let T ! F ×G F be a scheme, which is thus also a
scheme over G, and consider H = T ×G F , which is a scheme. The projection
H ! F induces H ×T H ! F ×G F . Note that H ×T H = T ×G (F ×G F ), so

H ×T H ×
F×GF

F = T ×G F = H.

Thus form the diagram:

P H F

T H ×T H F ×G F

⌟ ⌟

The left-hand square consists of schemes, so P is a scheme, completing the
proof by pasting.

Definition A.1.66 LetX be an object of Sh(Schfppf
S ).X is an algebraic space

over S if the following two conditions hold:

(a) The diagonal X ! X ×S X is representable by schemes.

(b) There exists a scheme U and a representable étale surjection U ! X.
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Such a scheme and map U ! X is called an étale atlas for X. The full
subcategory of Sh(Schfppf

S ) spanned by the algebraic spaces over S is denoted

AlgSpS ⊂ Sh(Schfppf
S ).

Example A.1.67 Suppose X is an S-scheme. Then X is an algebraic space over
S, because X ×S X is a scheme, and Id: X ! X can be taken as an étale
atlas. Thus we have an inclusion SchS ⊂ AlgSpS .

Our goal in this section is not to fully develop the theory of algebraic spaces,
but just to say enough about them to have some working examples of how to
conduct basic proofs. Here are the very basic few observations.

1. Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of algebraic spaces over a base scheme S.
Then the diagonal ∆f : X ! X×Y X is always representable by schemes,
by the previous lemma.

2. By the same lemma, a map from a scheme to an algebraic space is
always representable by schemes. By Example A.1.61, we see that for any
(representable) fppf morphism V ! Y from a scheme, we can check prop-
erties of morphisms of representable morphisms X ! Y after pullback to
X ×Y V ! V . In particular, we can always check properties on the atlas.

3. Let F be an fppf sheaf. If F admits a representable map F ! X for X
an algebraic space, then F is an algebraic space. Indeed, if U ! X is an
étale atlas, then U ×X F ! F is an étale atlas for F . Second, to see that
F has representable diagonal, it suffices to note that any representable
morphism has representable diagonal, which we saw in Example A.1.65

Lemma A.1.68 Let X ! Y  Y ′ be morphisms of algebraic spaces over S.
Then the fiber product X ′ := X ×Y Y ′ in Sh(Schfppf

S ) is an algebraic space
over S. In particular AlgSpS is closed under pullbacks.

Proof Let U ! X and V ! Y ′ be representable étale surjections from
schemes. Consider the iterated pullback diagram:

U ×Y V X ′
V V

X ′
U X ′ Y ′

U X Y

⌟ ⌟

⌟ ⌟

By base change,X ′
U ! X ′ andX ′

V ! X ′ are representable étale surjections, so
the composite U×Y V ! X ′

V ! X ′ is a representable étale surjection. However
since Y has representable diagonal, U×Y V is a scheme (Lemma A.1.64). To see
that X ′ has representable diagonal, observe that X ′ ! X ′×Y ′X ′ is a pullback
of X ! X ×Y X. The latter is representable since X ! Y is a morphism of
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algebraic spaces, so the former is as well. Since Y ′ has representable diagonal,
this implies X ′ does by Lemma A.1.64. □

The proof also tells us that given an étale atlas for X and Y ′, an étale atlas for
the pullback is the pullback of the atlases over Y . The simplest properties of
morphisms to extend to algebraic spaces are those of the diagonal, because it
is always automatically representable. Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of alge-
braic spaces. Then f is quasiseparated, locally separated, semiseparated, or
separated, if ∆f : X ! X×YX is (representable and) quasicompact, an immer-
sion, affine, or a closed immersion. As the definition indicates, the diagonals
of morphisms of algebraic spaces need not be immersions.

Next, consider the case of an affine morphism. We want to say that X ! Y
is affine if for all affine schemes T ! Y , X ×Y T is an affine scheme. By
Example A.1.63, this forces X ! Y to already be representable, so an affine
morphism of algebraic spaces is automatically representable by schemes. Thus,
there is no ambiguity if we say that a morphism of algebraic spaces is a closed
immersion, finite morphism, integral morphism, if and only if it is representable
and satisfies this property.

A similar thing holds for an open immersion. We define an open immersion of
algebraic spaces j : X ! Y as a morphism such that for all schemes T ! Y ,
X ×Y T ! T is an open immersion of schemes. In particular we assume by
default that it is representable. Using this we can define a reasonable notion
of an underlying topological space associated to an algebraic space.

If X is an algebraic space, write

|X| := {SpecK ! X : K a field}/ ∼,

where (SpecK ! X) ∼ (SpecL ! X) if there is a common extension F and
a commutative diagram:

SpecK

SpecF X

SpecL

In other words |X| = lim−!K
X(K). Observe that if T is a scheme, then there is

a canonical map from |T | in the usual sense to {SpecK ! T : K}/ ∼ sending
t 7! it : Specκ(t) ! X. It has a well-defined inverse by sending SpecK ! T
to its image, thus we obtain a bijection.

Example A.1.69 Let us recall the argument involved in the purely scheme-
theoretic statement above. We must show that if two maps

i1, i2 : SpecK1, SpecK2 ! X
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have the same image in X, then we can find a common extension. Indeed, if
the image is x, then i1 factors through Specκ(x) ! X, so we have a base
change diagram:

Z Z ′ SpecK1

SpecK2 Specκ(x) X

⌟ ⌟

Then |Z ′| is the preimage of x, which we know consists of the whole space
SpecK1, so Z

′ is nonempty. On the other hand Z ! Z ′ is surjective by base
change, so Z is nonempty. Choosing a point of Z does the trick.

Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of algebraic spaces. For each field K, this
induces a map X(K) ! Y (K), and by naturality a map |f | : |X| ! |Y |.
A subset U ⊂ |X| is open if for all schemes T ! X, U ×|X| |T | ⊂ |T | is
open. In other words, we give |X| the final topology with respect to the maps
|T |! |X| induced by schemes over X. Note that if X was representable by a
scheme, then this agrees with its topology via the identity map, and the fact
that morphisms of schemes are continuous.

Example A.1.70 Many properties can be detected intrinsically on the under-
lying space |X|. For instance, if f : X ! Y is a representable morphism of
algebraic spaces, then |f | is surjective iff f is representable surjective. (⇐) Let
y : SpecK ! Y represent a point of |Y |, so by assumption XK ! SpecK
is a surjective morphism of schemes, and hence we may choose a point
x : SpecL ! XK ! X which maps to y. (⇒) Let T ! Y be a scheme and
consider the morphism of schemes X ×Y T ! T . Given y : SpecK ! T ! Y ,
choose x : SpecL! X such that |f | (x) = y, meaning the diagram

SpecL X

SpecK T Y

commutes. By definition, SpecL ! X factors through T ×Y X. Therefore, it
is reasonable to define a morphism of algebraic spaces f to be surjective if |f |
is surjective.

Along the lines of this example, many of the standard topological facts from
scheme theory pass immediately to algebraic spaces.

Proposition A.1.71 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of algebraic spaces over
S.

(a) The induced map |f | : |X|! |Y | is continuous.
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(b) Given a cartesian diagram

X ′ Y ′

X Y

f

g
⌟

g

f

of algebraic spaces, we have |g|−1 |f | (C) =
∣∣f ∣∣ |g|−1

(C) for any subset
C ⊂ |X|.

(c) Assume f is representable by schemes.

i. f is a representable universally open map iff for all algebraic spaces
Y ′ ! Y , the map |X ×Y Y ′|! |Y | is open.

ii. f is a representable universally closed map iff for all algebraic spaces
Y ′ ! Y , the map |X ×Y Y ′|! |Y | is closed.

iii. f is a representable radicial map iff for all algebraic spaces Y ′ ! Y ,
the map |X ×Y Y ′|! |Y | is injective.

In all cases above, it suffices to check the condition for schemes Y ′.

Proof (a) Let U ⊂ |Y | be open. Then we have to show that as sets, U×|Y ||X| ⊂
|X| is open, which means showing that

(U ×|Y | |X|)×|X| |T | = U ×|Y | |T |

is open for every scheme T ! X. This is true because then T ! X ! Y is a
scheme over Y .

(b) We omit the |−| in the proof. By functoriality,

fg−1(C) ⊂ g−1gfg−1(C) = g−1fgg−1(C) ⊂ g−1f(C).

Conversely, consider a point y′ ∈ |Y ′| such that g(y′) = f(x) for some x ∈ C.
Then the composites of the corresponding maps SpecK ! Y ′ and SpecL! X
with f and g represent the same point in |Y |, so we may choose SpecM !
SpecK ! Y equal to SpecM ! SpecL ! Y . Thus the maps SpecM ! Y ′

and SpecM ! X agree upon composition with f and g, hence represent a
point SpecM ! X ′ which lies over y′ and x.

(c) Since representable and P is stable under base change, it suffices to prove
(⇒) forgetting about Y ′. Note that in all cases, (⇐) for Y ′ a scheme (and
hence the final statement) is immediate from the definition of ‘representable
and P’, and the fact that for a scheme, the underlying space agrees with its
usual underlying space.

(i)/(ii) (⇒) Let V ⊂ |X| be an open/closed subset. We want to show that for
all schemes T ! Y , |f | (V )×|Y | |T | is open/closed in |T |. Write f : XT ! T for
the base change of f , which is an open/closed map of schemes by assumption.
By (b),

|f | (V )×|Y | |T | =
∣∣f ∣∣ (V ×|X| |XT |),
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which is open/closed in |T | since V ×|X| |XT | is open-closed in |XT | since
|X|! |XT | is continuous.

(iii) (⇒) Suppose x1, x2 ∈ |X| and |f | (x1) = |f | (x2) = y. Writing
y : SpecK ! Y , then the base change X ×Y SpecK ! SpecK is an injec-
tive morphism of schemes, so the domain has at most one point. Choosing
a common extension x1, x2 : SpecL ! X, both x1 and x2 factor through
X ×Y SpecK, so they represent the same point of X. □

In light of this result, we define the notions of universally open, closed, and
radicial for morphisms of algebraic spaces via the underlying spaces as in the
lemma. Thus the proposition shows that in the case of representable morphisms
(e.g. morphisms of schemes), this reduces to the classical case. For the final
result of this section, we discuss open subspaces of an algebraic space.

LetX be an algebraic space over a scheme S. It follows from the previous result
that given an open immersion j : U ! X, |j| is an open map of topological
spaces. Thus there is an obvious functor

OpenImm /X ! Open(|X|)

sending an open immersion to its image.

Proposition A.1.72 Let X be an algebraic space over S. The natural functor

im: OpenImm /X ! Open(|X|)

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof We construct an inverse as follows; let P(|X|) denote the set of all subsets
of |X|, viewed as a constant presheaf. For each scheme T , the map

HomAlgSpS
(T,X)! P(|X|) f 7! |f | (|T |)

corresponds to a morphism X ! P(|X|) of presheaves. For each subset V ⊂
|X|, pulling back defines a subpresheaf XV :

XV P(V )

X P(|X|)

⌟

This is a sheaf: if {Ti ! T} is a fppf cover and f ∈ X(T ) satisfies Ti ! T
f
−!

X ∈ XV (Ti) for each i, then
⊔

i |Ti|! |T |! |X| has image in V , but the first
map is surjective, so the latter map has image in V .

We claim that XV ↪! X is representable; indeed, let f : T ! X be a scheme,
and observe that for all schemes T ′,

Hom(T ′, T ×X XV ) = Hom(T ′, T ×P(|X|) P(V ))

= {g : T ′ ! T : im (T ′ ! T ! X) ⊂ V }
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= {g : T ′ ! T : im (g) ⊂ |f |−1
(V )}

= Hom(T ′, f−1(V )),

where f−1(V ) ⊂ T is the open subscheme with underlying space |f |−1
(V ).

This shows that XV ↪! X is representable, hence XV is an algebraic space,
and thus XV ↪! X is an open immersion.

These two constructions are mutually inverse. Indeed, let x : SpecK ! X rep-
resent a point of |X|; the computation above shows that pulling back along
XV ↪! X is x−1(V ), which is nonempty iff x ∈ V . On the other hand,
Prop. A.1.72(b) shows that this is nonempty iff x is the image of |XV |! |X|.
This proves that XV ! X has image V .

Conversely, let j : U ! X be an open immersion with image V , and observe
that the natural map Hom(T,U)! Hom(T,X) has image in Hom(T,XV ), so
we obtain a natural map U ! XV . We claim this is an isomorphism: indeed,
for all schemes T ! XV we have the following cartesian diagram:

UT T T

U XV X

⌟ ⌟

The upper-right morphism is an isomorphism because XV ↪! X is a monomor-
phism. Then both XV ×X T and U ×X T coincide with the open subscheme of
T defined by V ×|X| |T |, in the latter case by Prop. A.1.71(b). Thus UT ! T
is an isomorphism, which concludes the proof. □

We conclude from the proof the following universal property of an open immer-
sion j : U ! X in AlgSpS : For each map f : W ! X of algebraic spaces
such that im |f | ⊂ |U |, there is a unique map W ! U factoring f through
j. Indeed, this is by definition if W is a scheme, and if not then observe
that Hom(T,W )! Hom(T,X) factors through Hom(T,U) by assumption, so
W ! X factors through U .

It is also clear from the proof that if f : X ! Y is a morphism and j : U !
Y is an open immersion, then X ×Y U = f−1(U), i.e. the open subspace

corresponding to |f |−1
(|U |).

A.1.4 Properties of morphisms of algebraic spaces

In this section we will discuss how to extend more notions of morphisms of
schemes to algebraic spaces. By the end, we will prove our first nontrivial
result about algebraic spaces, which is that an fppf sheaf is an algebraic space
iff it is an étale quotient of schemes. We will also be able to write down some
examples of non-scheme algebraic spaces, though it will be quite difficult to
find a truly ‘nice’ geometric one.
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Let’s begin with quasicompactness. An algebraic space X is quasicompact if
|X| is a compact topological space. A morphism X ! Y of algebraic spaces is
quasicompact if for every quasicompact algebraic space Y ′ and map Y ′ ! Y ,
the fiber product X ×Y Y ′ is quasicompact.

Lemma A.1.73 An algebraic space X is quasicompact iff it admits a
(representable) étale surjection from an affine scheme.

Proof One direction is clear because a continuous image of a compact space
is compact. On the other hand, choose an étale surjection p : U ! X from
a scheme U . Note that p is universally open (Prop. A.1.71), |p| is an open
surjective map of spaces. Let {Vi} be an affine open cover of U . Then |p| (Vi)
is an open cover of |X|, thus has a finite subcover |p| (V1), . . . , |p| (Vr). Then
the map

r∐
i=1

Vi ! U ! X

has affine source, and is a composition of representable étale maps, hence
representable étale. It is also surjective on spaces, which we have shown is
equivalent to being representable surjective. □

Proposition A.1.74 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of algebraic spaces.

(a) f is quasicompact iff for all affine schemes T ! Y , X ×Y T is
quasicompact.

(b) If f is representable, then f is quasicompact iff f is representable
quasicompact.

(c) Suppose U ! Y is a surjective universally open morphism, and X×Y U !
U is quasicompact. Then f is quasicompact.

Proof For (a)/(c), let Y ′ ! Y be a quasicompact algebraic space, and consider
the base change diagram:

V ′ V

XU ×Y Y ′ U ×Y Y ′ U

X ×Y Y ′ Y ′ Y

X Y

⌟

⌟ ⌟

⌟

where XU = X ×Y U . Then U ×Y Y
′ ! Y ′ is surjective and universally open,

so since Y ′ is quasicompact, we may choose an affine scheme V as above so that
the composite V ! Y ′ is surjective. If we are in the situation of (a), then this
shows V ′ is quasicompact and V ′ ! X ×Y Y ′ is surjective, which completes
the proof. In the situation of (c), we note that XU ! U is quasicompact, so
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XU ×Y Y ′ ! U ×Y Y ′ is quasicompact, hence V ′ is quasicompact. The same
conclusion follows.

(b) If f is quasicompact, then X×Y T ! T is also quasicompact (as algebraic
spaces), so if T is a scheme, apply the definition to all quasicompact open
subschemes U ⊂ T . Conversely, if f is representable quasicompact then X ×Y

T ! T is quasicompact (as schemes) for all affine schemes T , which implies
that |X ×Y T | is quasicompact. Thus we conclude by (a). □

In light of this, standard results about schemes tend to pass through. For
instance, a morphism X ! Y from a quasicompact algebraic space to a qua-
siseparated algebraic space is quasicompact, by the cancellation lemma (and
(b) above). Thus a morphism of qcqs algebraic spaces is qcqs.

Proposition A.1.75 Let f : X ! Y be a morphism of algebraic spaces. The
following are equivalent:

(a) f is an isomorphism.

(b) f(T ) : X(T )! Y (T ) is an isomorphism for all S-schemes T .

(c) X ×Y T ! T is an isomorphism for all affine schemes T ! Y .

(d) There is an (representable) fppf map U ! Y from a scheme such that
X ×Y U ! U is an isomorphism.

Proof (a) = (b) by definition, and these imply (c) and (d). Assuming (c), we
have a cartesian diagram:

f(T )−1(t) XT (T ) X(T )

t T (T ) Y (T )

∼=
⌟

∼=
⌟

This says that for each t ∈ Y (T ) the fiber has exactly one point. Thus X(T )!
Y (T ) is an isomorphism for all affine schemes T admitting a map to Y , though
this still holds if not because then X(T ) = Y (T ) = ∅. Finally, every scheme T
admits an affine open cover {Ti ! T} which is an fppf covering, so X(T ) ∼−!
Y (T ) for all schemes T .

(d) For all (e.g. affine) schemes T ! Y , we obtain a cartesian diagram

XU ×Y T U ×Y T

X ×Y T T

∼=

⌟

where T is a scheme, U ×Y T is a scheme since Y is an algebraic space, and
XU×Y T is a scheme because it’s isomorphic to U×Y T . Fppf maps are universal
effective epimorphisms for schemes, so by Example A.1.37 isomorphisms satisfy
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effective fppf descent for schemes. Therefore by Lemma A.1.62 we conclude
that X ×Y T is a scheme and X ×Y T ∼−! T is an isomorphism. □

Next let us discuss properties of morphisms which are étale-local on the source
and the target. A property P of morphisms of schemes is étale-local on the
source if a morphism f : T ′ ! T satisfies P iff given an étale cover {T ′

i ! T ′}
of the source, the maps T ′

i ! T all satisfy P. We can of course make the same
definition for being fppf local on the source.

Example A.1.76 Many familiar properties that are Zariski local on the source,
closed under composition, and satisfied by étale (resp. flat and locally of finite
presentation) morphisms, are étale (resp. fppf) local on the source. Indeed,
this assumption already takes care of one direction of the iff. The next

Somewhat surprisingly, it is actually a non-trivial result of commutative alge-
bra that the finite type/presentation hypotheses can be checked fppf-locally on
the source. In particular, we will need the following lemma to do this; notably
it relies on openness of the flat locus and the flat-local criterion, both in the
Noetherian case.

Lemma A.1.77 Let R ! S be a flat (resp. faithfully flat) ring map, with a
finite presentation

S = R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f1, . . . , fr).
There exists a finitely generated Z-subalgebra R0 ⊂ R such that fi ∈
R0[x0, . . . , xn], and

S0 := R0[x0, . . . , xn]/(f1, . . . , fr)

is flat (resp. faithfully flat) over R0.

Proof Abbreviate x = (x1, . . . , xn) and f = (f1, . . . , fr). Let Ri ⊂ R range
over the finitely generated Z-subalgebras containing the coefficients in f . Writ-
ing Si = Ri[x]/(f), it follows that R = lim−!i

Ri and S = lim−!i
Si by exactness

of filtered colimits. TODO: Finish this annoying proof; rough steps:

1. Sj = Rj ⊗Ri Si because polynomials. Fix q ∈ SpecS, p = q ∩ R, and
qi = q ∩ Si, pi = R ∩ pi. Di = (Ri)pi and Ei = (Si)qi , then lim−!i

Di = Rp

and lim−!i
Ei = Sq.

2. mi ⊂ Di maximal, Ki = TorDi
1 (Ei, Di/mi) is finitely generated over Ei

by Noetherianity. Note Ki = ker(mi ⊗Di Ei ! Ei). The generators map
to zero in miD⊗D E, hence map to zero in miDj ⊗Dj Ej for some j ≥ i.

3. Then show Ki ⊗Ei Ej ! Tor
Dj

1 (Ej , Dj/miDj) is surjective. By construc-
tion of j, this tor module vanishes. Moreover the closed fiber Ej/miEj is
flat over Dj/miDj , so apply flat local criterion to deduce that Ej is flat
over Dj .
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4. Apply openness of the flat locus, and more... Remark: there’s a somewhat
easier route if we just want to show that it is étale local, using a standard-
étale presentation.

□

Proposition A.1.78 Consider the following properties of morphisms of
schemes.

(a) Being flat is fppf-local on the source.

(b) Being locally of finite type (resp. locally of finite presentation) is fppf-local
on the source.

(c) Being étale is étale-local on the source.

(d) Being smooth is étale-local on the source.

In particular, being flat and locally of finite presentation is fppf-local on the
source.

Proof (a) By joint surjectivity of an fppf cover, this is due to the following
fact: if S ! R is a local ring map, R! R′ is a (faithfully) flat local ring map,
and R′ ! S is flat, then S ! R is flat. If M ↪! N and we want to check
M ⊗S R! N ⊗S R is injective, we can do this after base change to R′.

(c) Let X
f
−! Y

g
−! Z where f is faithfully flat étale and gf is étale. Since f is

formally smooth,

0! f∗Ω1
Y/Z ! Ω1

X/Z ! Ω1
X/Y ! 0

is exact, thus by assumption f∗Ω1
Y/Z = 0. Since f is faithfully flat, Ω1

Y/Z = 0.
Since being locally of finite presentation and flat are étale local on the source,
we conclude that étale is étale-local on the source.

(b) Let the composite X ! Y ! Z be locally of finite type/presentation
with X ! Y an fppf cover. Since everything is local on the target, we may
assume Z is affine. Taking an affine open U ⊂ Y and considering the composite
X ×Y U ! U ! Z, we reduce to the case that Y is affine. Finally, since Y is
quasicompact and X ! Y is open, we can precompose with a flat, locally of
finite presentation mapX ′ ! X from an affine scheme such thatX ′ ! X ! Y
is fppf. Thus we may assume X is affine as well.

So consider A! B ! C ring maps whose composite is of finite type/presen-
tation, and B ! C is faithfully flat of finite presentation. We want to show
that A! B is of finite type/presentation.

(a) Finite type case: The generators of C over A are also generators of B, so
write C = B[x0, . . . , xn]/(f1, . . . , fr) where the images of the xi are A-
generators. By the lemma, letR0 ⊂ B be a finitely generated Z-subalgebra
and a faithfully flat R0-algebra S0 = R0[x]/(f), so C = B⊗R0S0. Writing
B0 = A ⊗Z R0 and C0 = A ⊗Z S0, both finitely presented over A, we
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observe that B0 ! C0 is faithfully flat. Since C0 ! C is surjective by
construction, we deduce that B0 ! B is surjective, thus B is finite type
over A.

(b) Keep the notation above, and assume in addition that C is finitely pre-
sented over A. Write B = B0/K, then it suffices to show that K is finitely
generated. Then C = C0/KC0, and since C and C0 are finitely presented
over A we deduce that KC0 is finitely generated. Choose generators of
this module, and let K ′ ⊂ K be the ideal generated by the finitely many
elements of K involved in the generator expressions. Then K ′C0 = KC0,
so by faithful flatness we deduce K ′ = K is finitely generated.

(d) Assume that X ! Y ! Z are morphisms of schemes where X ! Y is
surjective étale and X ! Z is smooth. Then Y ! Z is flat and locally of
finite presentation by (a) and (b), so it remains to show that Y ! Z has
geometrically regular fibers. For each z ∈ Z and field extension K ⊃ κ(z), we
have the base change diagram:

Xz ×κ(z) K Yz ×κ(z) K SpecK

X Y Z

⌟ ⌟

Then (Xz)K ! (Yz)K is a faithfully flat map of locally Noetherian schemes
with regular source, so (Yz)K is regular by Lemma 3.1.36. □

Here is how assuming locality on the source gives us a new kind of definition
of morphism for algebraic spaces.

Lemma A.1.79 Let P be a property of morphisms of schemes which is stable
under base change and étale (resp. fppf) local on the source and target. Then
the following conditions are equivalent for a morphism f : X ! Y of algebraic
spaces:

(a) There exists a representable étale (resp. fppf) surjection U ! X from a
scheme such that U ! X ! Y is representable P.

(b) For every representable étale (resp. fppf) surjection U ! X from a
scheme, U ! X ! Y is representable P.

(c) There exist representable étale (resp. fppf) surjections V ! Y and U !
X ×Y V from schemes such that U ! V satisfies P.

(d) For every representable étale (resp. fppf) surjections V ! Y and U !
X ×Y V from schemes, U ! V satisfies P.

Proof (b) ⇒ (a) and (d) ⇒ (c). Assume (c), and suppose that U ! X is as in
(b). We have already shown that to check U ! Y is representable P it suffices
to check on a single étale (resp. fppf) cover of Y . Let V ! Y and W ! XV
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be the maps in (c), and consider the diagram:

U ×X W W

U ×Y V XV V

U X Y

⌟

⌟ ⌟

By our assumption, U ×X W ! U ×Y V is an étale (resp. fppf) surjection of
schemes, as is U ×Y V ! XV and U ×X W !W . Since W ! XV ! V is P,
étale (resp. fppf) locality on the source implies that(

U ×X W !W ! XV ! V
)
=

(
U ×X W ! U ×Y V ! XV ! V

)
is a P morphism of schemes. Another application of locality on the source
implies that U ×Y V ! V satisfies P, which proves (b).

Now assume (a), i.e. that U ! X is an étale (resp. fppf) surjection for which
W ! X ! Y is representable P. Assume V ! Y and W ! X ×Y V are as
in (d); we use the same diagram as above. We are given that U ×Y XV ! V
satisfies P; since W ! XV and hence U ×X W ! U ×Y V are étale (resp.
fppf) surjections, locality implies that the composites

U ×X W ! V

satisfy P in either direction, thus U ×X W ! W ! XV ! V does. Thus by
locality on the source, we conclude W ! XV ! V satisfies P. □

Definition A.1.80 Let P be a property of morphisms satisfying the hypothe-
ses of Lemma A.1.79. We say a morphism f : X ! Y of algebraic spaces
satisfies P if one of the equivalent conditions of the lemma holds with respect
to P.

Given this definition and the previous lemma, we can now make sense of an
arbitrary morphism of algebraic spaces f : X ! Y being e.g. smooth, étale,
étale surjective, and so on.

Example A.1.81 Let P be one of the properties defined above for algebraic
spaces, and assume that Pscheme is closed under composition. Then:

1. If X ! Y is representable, then it is P iff it is representable P. This is
clear from (a),(b), and using locality on the source.

2. P is stable under base change. E.g., use Lemma A.1.79(a) and construct
U ×Y Y ′ ! X ×Y Y ′ ! Y ′ which is representable P and U ×Y Y ′ !
X ×Y Y ′ is a representable étale surjection.

3. P is stable under composition. Indeed, let X ! Y ! Z both individually
be P, choose U ! Y ! Z representable P from a scheme U with U ! Y
an étale cover, then XU ! U satisfies P by (b). Thus choose V ! XU an
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étale cover with V ! U satisfying P of schemes, then V ! X ! Y ! Z
is representable P and V ! X is an étale cover by base change.

At this point, since we now have independent notions of fppf and étale, we can
define the properties of being étale (resp. fppf) local on the source and target
for morphisms of algebraic spaces. Thus some more remarks:

4. Let Q be a property of a pullback-stable class of morphisms of algebraic
spaces which is local on the target with respect to representable étale/fppf
surjections from schemes (for instance, representable P among the class of
representable maps where P is étale/fppf local for schemes). Let X ! Y
be a morphism (in the relevant class) and Y ′ ! Y an étale/fppf surjection
for which X ×Y Y ′ ! Y ′ satisfies P. Then by choosing V ! Y ′ from a
scheme, pulling back shows that X×Y V ! V satisfies Q, and V ! Y ′ !
Y is representable étale/fppf from a scheme by (1), (3). Thus X ! Y
satisfies Q, i.e. Q is étale/fppf-local on the target.

5. Let P be as in the rest of this example. Then P is étale/fppf-local on the
target; suppose we are given a base change diagram on the right below

U ′ X ′ Y ′

U X Y

⌟ ⌟

whereX ′ ! Y ′ satisfies P and Y ′ ! Y is an étale/fppf surjection. Choose
U ! X a representable étale surjection from a scheme, then U ′ ! Y ′ is
representable P by Lemma A.1.79, so U ! X ! Y is representable P by
(4), hence X ! Y is P by definition.

6. P is also étale/fppf-local on the source: Suppose X ′ ! X is an étale/fppf
surjection and X ′ ! X ! Y satisfies P; choose an étale surjection U !
X ′ from a scheme so that U ! X ′ ! Y is representable P, i.e. U !
X ! Y is representable P, meaning X ! Y is P.

For instance, (4) applies to isomorphisms by Prop. A.1.75(d). It also applies to
properties defined using the diagonal: if X ′ ! Y ′ is a base change of X ! Y ,
then so too is X ′ ! X ′ ×Y ′ X ′ of X ! X ×Y X, and moreover both are
representable so it suffices to see that X ′ ×Y ′ X ′ ! X ×Y X is étale/fppf if
Y ′ ! Y is. Indeed, the former is the base change of the latter.

Example A.1.82 We want to use Example A.1.81 to conclude that rep-
resentable P is étale/fppf-local on the target, but the problem is that
representability does not satisfy fppf-descent. Instead, let C ⊂ Sch be a fibered
subcategory of schemes satisfying fppf-effective descent. Then viewing C as a
property of morphisms of schemes, C is fppf-local on the target.

Now suppose X ! Y is a morphism of spaces and U ! Y is an fppf cover
from a scheme so that XU ! U is representable C. For each scheme T ! Y ,
XU ×Y T ! U×Y T is representable C, and is the base change of X×Y T ! T .
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Since U ×Y T ! T is an fppf cover of schemes, Lemma A.1.62 implies that
X ×Y T is a scheme and X ×Y T ! T is C. Thus (4) above now does show
that representable C is indeed fppf-local on the target for algebraic spaces.
We will see below that fpqc-effective descent implies fppf-effective descent, so
this in particular applies to affine morphisms, quasiaffine morphisms, open
immersions, etc.

Example A.1.83 There’s a short list of properties of morphisms of algebraic
spaces we defined that aren’t covered by one of the two examples above, which
are the ones depending on the underlying space. First, note that quasicom-
pact is already fppf-local by Prop. A.1.74(d) and (4) above. Surjectivity is
surjective-local hence fppf-local. By the diagonal case, this means that radi-
cial is fppf-local. Moreover, a representable fppf surjection from a scheme is
in particular universally open and hence induces a quotient map on spaces.
Thus the same proof as in Lemma A.1.17 alongside Prop. A.1.71 shows that
universally closed and open are fppf local.

Remark A.1.84 Knowing that our favorite properties of morphisms of algebraic
spaces are fppf/étale-local on the source or target is comparatively more useful
than the corresponding statement for schemes. This is because we don’t have
good control over open covers of an algebraic space, but we do have good
control over étale covers, since an algebraic space is étale-locally a scheme.

Example A.1.85 Let X be an algebraic space, and suppose that X has an
open cover {Ui} by schemes. Then X is a scheme. Indeed, let Uij be the
scheme Ui ×X Uj , and since Ui ! X is an open immersion it follows that
Uij ! Ui is an open immersion. Let φij : Uij

∼−! Uji be the isomorphism
induced by the isomorphism Ui ×X Uj

∼−! Uj ×X Ui of fppf sheaves, which
corresponds to an isomorphism of schemes. This satisfies the cocycle condition,
so by Lemma A.1.5 we obtain a scheme Y equipped with open immersions
Ui ↪! Y and isomorphisms Ui×Y Uj

∼−! Ui×XUj commuting with the cocycle
isomorphisms. Treating {Ui ! Y } as an fppf cover, the maps Ui ! X induce
Y ! X, such that base changing along each Ui produces the identification
Id: Ui ! Ui. By Prop. A.1.75, this implies Y ∼−! X.

In the remainder of this section, we will briefly discuss epimorphisms and uni-
versal effective epimorphisms, fppf-effective descent for quasi-finite separated
morphisms of schemes, and finally that étale quotients of schemes are algebraic
spaces. The first part of this is general and holds in any sheaf category. So, let
C be a site (with fiber products, so we may use the description with covering
families), and denote by Sh(C) the corresponding sheaf topos of sets.

Lemma A.1.86 Let f : F ! G be a morphism in Sh(C). The following are
equivalent:
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(a) f is locally surjective, meaning that for each T ∈ C and s ∈ G(T ), there
exists a covering family {Ti ! T} such that s|Ti is contained in the image
of F (Ti)! G(Ti) for each i.

(b) f is an epimorphism in Sh(C).

(c) f is a universally effective epimorphism in Sh(C).

Proof (a) and (b) are equivalent by standard sheaf theory. It remains to
show the following two claims: local surjections are effective epis, and local
surjections are stable under base change.

1. Effective epi: We have to show the existence part of the defining coequalizer

F ×G F
π2−−−−−−−−!!
π1

F ! G.

Let g : F ! H be a map such that gπ1 = gπ2. Let s ∈ G(T ), and lift s|Ti to
ri ∈ F (Ti) for a cover {Ti ! T}. The assumption says that for any t, t′ ∈ F (T ′)
such that f(t) = f(t′), we also have g(t) = g(t′). The restrictions of ri, rj to
Ti ×T Tj have the same image s in G(Ti ×T Tj), so g(ri) ≡ g(rj) on Ti ×T Tj .
By the sheaf condition there is a unique section g̃(s) ∈ H(T ) restricting to
g(ri). Here’s what we have to check:

1. The section g̃(s) is independent of the cover. Indeed if {T ′
j ! T} is another

cover on which local lifts exist, then the resulting section will have to
agree on Ti ×T T

′
j with g̃(s), and this forms an open cover. Therefore, we

obtain a well-defined map of sets g̃ : G(T )! H(T ).

2. As T varies, g̃ is a morphism of sheaves. Indeed, commutativity of the
naturality diagram is checked sectionwise; then this is further checked on
a covering family where we already know it holds since g is a morphism.

3. Finally, g = g̃f . This is also checked sectionwise and locally, where it is
true by definition.

Thus we have found the requisite extension to G! H.

2. Stable under base change: Let g : G′ ! G be a map and consider F ′ =
F×GG

′, which is computed as a presheaf. Let s ∈ G′(T ), consider g(s) ∈ G(T )
and choose a cover {Ti ! T} such that f(ri) = g(s)|Ti for ri ∈ F (Ti). Thus
(ri, s|Ti) defines an element of F ′(Ti), which projects to s|Ti . □

Example A.1.87 Suppose F ! G is a representable fppf morphism of fppf
presheaves. For each scheme T ! G, the fiber product T ′ = F ×G T is a
scheme and T ′ ! T is fppf. Thus the section in G(T ) lifts along the cover
{T ′ ! T} to a section in F (T ′). Therefore F ! G is locally surjective, hence
a universal effective epimorphism.

Now let X ! Y be an fppf morphism of algebraic spaces. Choose U ! X !
Y a representable fppf map, which is a universal effective epimorphism. By
Prop. A.1.45 we deduce that X ! Y is a universal effective epimorphism in
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Sh(Schfppf
S ). In particular, it is also clearly a universal effective epimorphism

in AlgSpS , because this subcategory is closed under pullbacks.

Next we discuss equivalence relations in sheaf categories. Recall the following
definition:

Definition A.1.88 Let D be a category with pullbacks.

(a) A groupoid in D is a pair of morphisms s, t : R⇒ U equipped with maps

e : U ! R i : R! R µ : R×U R! R

satisfying the following compatibility conditions: se = te = 1, si = t,
ti = s, tµ = tπ1 and sµ = tπ2, where πi are the pullback projections.
Moreover, we have associativity, i.e. µ(µ(h, g), f) = µ(h, µ(g, f)), unitality
µ(et, 1) = 1 = µ(1, es), and the inverse law µ(i, 1) = es, µ(1, i) = et.

(b) If R ⇒ U is a groupoid in D, then it is an equivalence relation if the
natural map R! U × U is a monomorphism.

Example A.1.89 Since the definition of a groupoid is completely equational
except for the pullback projection compatibility, it is preserved by all functors
which preserve pullbacks. Since such functors also preserve monomorphisms
and products (assuming terminal object), they also preserve equivalence
relations.

1. In the definition above, let U = ∗ be a terminal object. Then a groupoid
is the same thing as a group object in D, which follows directly from the
definition since everything involving s and t now becomes trivial.

2. Suppose D = Set and R ⇒ U is a groupoid. Define a category C with
objects U , morphisms R, and s and t the source/target projections. For
u ∈ U , we set 1u = e(u). If f : u ! v and g : v ! w are morphisms in
R, then s(g) = t(f), so (g, f) ∈ R ×U R and we define g ◦ f := µ(g, f).
The axioms make clear that this is a category, and the inversion shows
that this is a groupoid. From this it is clear that the groupoids in Set
are the small groupoids in the standard sense. Note that it becomes an
equivalence relation iff there’s at most one map between any two objects.
Thus we can also call an equivalence relation a contractible groupoid.

3. Let S be a set and R ⊂ S × S a literal equivalence relation. Denote
by s, t : R ! S the two projections and i the restriction of the flipping
isomorphism, well-defined by the symmetric property. Let e : S ! R be
the diagonal map, well-defined by the reflexive property. It is clear from
the description in (2) that the map µ is uniquely determined, and that it
in fact exists by the transitive property. It sends

(
(b, c), (a, b)

)
7! (c, a). It

is easy to see that the conditions in the definition follow, and hence that
this is in fact an equivalence relation in Set.

4. Let R ⇒ U be a pair of maps in D and s, t with e, i, µ having the
source and target as given in the definition above. It is clear from the
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description/Yoneda that this data forms a groupoid/equivalence rela-
tion, if and only if the same HomD(−, R) ⇒ HomD(−, U) forms one in
Fun(Dop,Set), iff HomD(T,R) ⇒ HomD(T,U) forms one in Set for all
objects T ∈ D. Thus we can often reduce to the case of Set.

5. Let f : X ! Y be a map in D, and consider the pair of arrows s, t : X×Y

X ⇒ X. Then we have the diagonal map e : X ! X ×Y X, flipping
isomorphism i : X ×Y X ! X ×Y X, and projection map

(X ×Y X)×X (X ×Y X) = X ×Y X ×Y X ! X ×Y X

to the outer two coordinates. This defines a canonical equivalence relation
structure; indeed, we may reduce to the case of Set by (4), but then
X×Y X ⊂ X×X defines precisely the relation x1 ∼ x2 iff f(x1) = f(x2),
so we are done by (3).

Below, we will give a partial converse statement to (5).

Lemma A.1.90 Let C be a site and s, t : R ⇒ U be an equivalence relation
in Sh(C). If X = coeq(R ⇒ U), then the natural map R ! U ×X U is an
isomorphism.

Proof Since evaluation at T ∈ C preserves pullbacks, R(T ) ⊂ U(T ) × U(T )
is a set-theoretic equivalence relation for each T . The coequalizer X is the
sheafification of T 7! U(T )/R(T ), and the map given is the inclusion

R(T ) ⊂ U(T )×X(T ) U(T ).

Suppose u, v ∈ U(T ) have the same image in X(T ). There is a covering {Ti !
T} such that the images of u|Ti and v|Ti coincide in U(Ti)/R(Ti), i.e. these
sections are equal modulo R. Thus (u|Ti , v|Ti) ∈ R(Ti) for each i, which corre-
spond to maps ri : Ti ! R for each i. Since R(T ) ⊂ U(T )×U(T ) is a subsheaf,
this implies that (u, v) ∈ R(T ), so we conclude R(T ) = U(T )×X(T ) U(T ), i.e.
R ∼−! U ×X U . □

Remark A.1.91 Since every scheme has an fppf cover by affine schemes, it is
easy to check that if A is a ring, then Schfppf

A has a basis given by Aff fppf
A ,

and thus Sh(Schfppf
A ) = Sh(Aff fppf

A ). In particular, it is clear that we can check
whether R ⇒ U is an equivalence relation by checking that R(B) ⇒ U(B) is
an equivalence relation for each A-algebra B.

Example A.1.92 Let us give our first example of an algebraic space which isn’t
a scheme. Let k be a field, U = A1

k, and R = A1⊔Gm, both affine schemes. We
have maps a, b : R⇒ U , where a = (1, ι) and b = (1,−ι). Let us see explicitly
that this is an equivalence relation.
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