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Kernel algebras and generalized Fourier—Mukai transforms

Alexander Polishchuk®

Abstract. We introduce and study kernel algebras, i.e., algebras in the category of sheaves
on a square of a scheme, where the latter category is equipped with a monoidal structure
via a natural convolution operation. We show that many interesting categories, such as D-
modules, equivariant sheaves and their twisted versions, arise as categories of modules over
kernel algebras. We develop the techniques of constructing derived equivalences between these
module categories. As one application we generalize the results of [44] concerning modules
over algebras of twisted differential operators on abelian varieties. As another application we
recover and generalize the results of Laumon [33] concerning an analog of the Fourier transform
for derived categories of quasi-coherent sheaves on a dual pair of generalized 1-motives.
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Introduction

The classical Morita theory gives a way to construct all equivalences between the
categories of modules over rings A and B in terms of A-B-bimodules. This theory
was generalized to bounded derived categories of module categories by Ricard [45].
On the other hand, starting from the pioneering work of Mukai [38] algebraic geome-
ters got interested in the study of the functors between bounded derived categories of
coherent sheaves on projective varieties X and Y associated with complexes of co-
herent sheaves (kernels) on X x Y (we refer to such functors as integral transforms).
The result of Orlov [40] states that in the case when X and Y are smooth projective
varieties all exact equivalences between these derived categories are of this form.
Note that the latter theory belongs to the commutative world, although there exist
generalizations to stacks (see [32], [12]) and to twisted sheaves (see [17]). There are
interesting “noncommutative” categories of geometric origin that are left out from
this picture, such as categories of D-modules. It seems that there is no straightfor-
ward generalization of the above theory to this case. One way to include both the
derived Morita theory and the Fourier—-Mukai transforms into one framework is by
working with dg-categories, as outlined in [49]. In the present paper we propose a
more specialized extension of the techniques of integral transforms to a (partially)
noncommutative world that does not require passing to dg-categories. Our immediate
goal was to understand and generalize two concrete examples, namely, the Fourier
duality for generalized 1-motives (see [33]) and for modules over algebras of twisted
differential operators on abelian varieties (see [44]). The resulting framework, al-
though much more limited in applicability than the dg-techniques, covers both these
examples and their generalizations.

The mainideais quite simple. Composition of integral transforms between derived
categories of sheaves corresponds to taking convolution of kernels (see Section 2.1).
In particular, we get a monoidal structure on the category of kernels on X x X with
the unit object A.Oy, where A: X — X x X is the diagonal. Thus, in the context
of derived equivalences it is natural to work with algebra objects with respect to this
monoidal structure. This is what we call kernel algebras. The key observation is that
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many interesting categories, such as categories of twisted sheaves on global quotient
stacks, can be viewed as suitably defined categories of modules over kernel algebras.
Note that a very similar setup involving algebra objects in the monoidal category of
sheaf bimodules is used in [50] to define noncommutative P!-bundles.

We observe that a derived equivalence between coherent sheaves on X and Y
leads to a correspondence between kernel algebras over X and Y. The natural idea
then is to try to extend derived equivalences between X and Y to those for modules
over kernel algebras over X and Y. However, one finds that even defining categories
of modules over kernel algebras is not quite straightforward. One possibility would
be to work with dg-categories and to try to define dg-categories of modules over
suitable dg-models of kernel algebras. In the present paper we follow a more classical
approach by considering only those kernel algebras for which it is possible to define
first an abelian category of modules. The restriction we impose for this is a kind of
flatness condition: the transform from the derived category of sheaves on X to itself
defined by our kernel algebra should preserve the abelian subcategory of sheaves. We
call kernel algebras with this property pure. Generalizing Theorem 6.5 of [44], we
prove that an equivalence of derived categories of sheaves on X and Y extends to a
correspondence between kernel algebras over X and Y such that the corresponding
derived categories of modules are equivalent, provided both kernel algebras are pure
(and other technical assumptions are satisfied). Note that any D-algebra in the sense
of [7] can be viewed as a pure kernel algebra, so the context of [44] is embedded into
our framework. We also show that one can associate a kernel algebra with an action
of a finite group scheme G (or a formal group) on the derived category Dy (X) of
quasi-coherent sheaves on X (provided this action is given by integral transforms). In
the case when such an action is geometric (i.e., induced by the action of G on X) the
category of modules over the corresponding pure kernel algebra is equivalent to the
category of G-equivariant sheaves on X. More generally, one can associate a pure
kernel algebra with an appropriate class of groupoids (resp. formal groupoids). We
also consider in detail the situation when G acts on the category of sheaves on X by
autoequivalences induced by automorphisms of X combined with tensoring by line
bundles. Modules over the corresponding G-algebras can be interpreted as twisted
G-equivariant sheaves on X .

Let us explain how kernel algebras can be used to establish an analog of the
Fourier—-Mukai duality for the derived categories of sheaves on generalized 1-motives
considered in [33]. We consider a slightly broader class of generalized 1-motives than
in [33], namely, complexes [G — E] concentrated in degrees —1 and 0, where G
is a commutative formal group (satisfying some finiteness assumptions) and E is a
commutative algebraic group.! Quasicoherent sheaves on [G — E] are simply G-
equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves on £, so they can be described by an appropriate
pure kernel algebra on E. Note that E is an extension of an abelian variety A by an
affine algebraic group. Using an appropriate notion of the push-forward for kernel

IThus, unlike in [33], we allow G to have torsion and E to be nonconnected.
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algebras we can equivalently describe sheaves on K = [G — E] as modules over
some pure kernel algebra 4(K) on A. The dual 1-motive D(K) is presented by
a complex [G’ — E’], where E’ is an extension of the dual abelian variety A by
an affine group. Applying the same procedure to D(K) we get a kernel algebra
A(D(K)) on A responsible for sheaves on D(K). Furthermore, we interpret #4(K)
(resp. A(D(K))) as the kernel algebra associated with a homomorphism from G x G’
to Auteq(Dy.(A)) (resp. Auteq(DqC(/f))). Thus, sheaves on K (resp. D(K)) can be

viewed as twisted G x G’-equivariant sheaves on A (resp. A). Using this point of
view we check that A(K) and 4 (D(K)) correspond to each other under the standard
Fourier—-Mukai transform which gives an equivalence between the derived categories
of sheaves on A and on A. This immediately leads to the desired equivalence of
derived categories of sheaves on K and on D(K).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1 we collect some results on quasi-
coherent sheaves over schemes and formal schemes, as well as few facts about bi-
extensions. Most of these results are well known. However, in some cases we had
to prove simple extensions of the known theorems to new situations (for example,
we give three versions of the base change formula for sheaves on formal schemes).
Also, we prove here some auxiliary statements involving duality for sheaves on for-
mal schemes. Section 2 develops the theory of kernel algebras. Here we define a
convolution operation for modules over pure kernel algebras satisfying an additional
technical assumption. The main result of this section is Theorem 2.5.1, which ex-
tends equivalences between derived categories of sheaves on schemes X and Y to
derived categories of modules over kernel algebras over X and Y. In Section 3 we
define the notion of a kernel representation of a group scheme (or a formal group)
G over a scheme X, which is a scheme-theoretic version of a homomorphism from
a discrete group to Auteq(Dy.(X)). In the case when G is a finite flat group scheme
(resp. formal group) we construct a kernel algebra over X associated with a kernel
representation. We study in particular such kernel algebras corresponding to homo-
morphisms from G to Aut(X) x Pic(X), or equivalently, with 1-cocycles of G with
values in Pic(X). In the case when G is commutative the interplay between such al-
gebras and the Cartier duality plays a crucial rule in applications to 1-motives. On the
other hand, Theorem 3.3.1 establishes an equivalence between the category of sheaves
equivariant with respect to an action of a groupoid (resp. formal groupoid) on X and
modules over the corresponding kernel algebra. We also construct an equivalence of
derived categories for twisted G -equivariant sheaves on a pair of dual abelian schemes
(see Theorem 3.7.3) generalizing equivalences for modules over twisted differential
operators considered in [44]. Finally, in Section 4 we apply the developed techniques
to constructing an analog of Fourier—Mukai transform for generalized 1-motives and
to generalizing Theorem 3.7.3 to this context.

Acknowledgment. I am grateful to Alexander Beilinson, Oren Ben-Bassat, Joseph
Lipman and Daniel Hernandez Ruiperez for useful discussions. I also thank the
referee for helpful suggestions.
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Notations and conventions. All schemes in this paper are assumed to be noetherian
(this applies also to the fibered products appearing in our constructions), and all
formal schemes are assumed to be locally noetherian. For our conventions on formal
groups see the beginning of Section 3. By an algebraic group over a field k we mean
a group scheme of finite type over k. By flat topology we mean the fppf topology.

Starting from Section 2, all functors are assumed to be derived. Thus, for a
morphism f between schemes fi (resp. f*) will denote the derived push-forward
(resp. pull-back) of complexes of sheaves of (9-modules. Similarly, ® will denote
the derived tensor product (also starting from Section 2). Recall that these functors
are defined on the unbounded derived categories of ()-modules (see [48] and Chap. 2
of [35]). Similar conventions are applied for formal schemes.

All inductive (resp. projective) systems are assumed to be small and filtered.
We denote by lim (resp. lim) the inductive (resp. projective) limit of an inductive
(resp. projective) system.

1. Preliminaries

1.1. Quasicoherent sheaves on schemes. Our primary source regarding derived
categories of quasi-coherent sheaves on schemes are the notes [35] (although we are
not aiming at the same level of generality). Recall that we assume all schemes to be
noetherian, so every morphism between them is quasi-compact and quasi-separated
(see [25], (6.1.13)). We denote by Qcoh(X) (resp. Coh(X)) the category of quasi-
coherent (resp. coherent) sheaves of @-modules on a scheme X. We denote by
Dy(X) (resp. D.(X)) the full subcategory in the derived category of @-modules
consisting of complexes with quasi-coherent (resp. coherent) cohomology.

First, we observe that the standard (derived) functors with complexes of -
modules preserve the subcategories Dy.. For the pull-back functors and for the
tensor product this requires no assumptions on the schemes involved (see [35], 3.9.1
and 2.5.8). For the push-forward functor this is true because we consider only noethe-
rian schemes ([35], 3.9.2). For the same reason for a map f: X — Y the functor
Rfsx: Dgc(X) — Dy (Y) is bounded above ([35], 3.9.2), i.e., it sends DqECO(X) to
quc” (Y) for some n (it is also bounded below for trivial reasons). In the case when
f: X — Y is an affine morphism the functor fy is exact and the induced functor
Dyc(X) = Dgyc(Y)is conservative (this follows from the fact that for an affine scheme
X = Spec(A) the functor of global sections induces an equivalence of Dy (X) with
D(A-mod)).

The following result follows immediately from Lemma 3.9.3.1 in [35]. Note that
the crucial case of R? f, traces back to the proof of Theorem 3.10 in [24].

Lemma 1.1.1. Let f: X — Y be a morphism of schemes. Then R f, commutes
with inductive limits.
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We will use the following versions of the projection formula and the base change
formula.

Theorem 1.1.2 ( [35], 3.9.4). Let f: X — Y be a morphism of schemes. Then the
natural map
RfiF ®Y G — Rf(F Q% Lf*G)

is an isomorphism for F € Dy.(X), G € Dy (Y).

Theorem 1.1.3 ([35], 3.9.5 and 3.10.3; [5], Prop. A.85). Assume that we have a
cartesian diagram

X/ $ X
ro
) N v
where eitheru or f isflat. Thenfor F € Dy (X) the base change map Lu*Rf, F —
Rf]Lv*F is an isomorphism.

A scheme X is called semi-separated if the diagonal morphism X — X x X is
affine. It is easy to see that any morphism from an affine scheme to a semi-separated
scheme is affine. For a quasi-coherent sheaf on a semi-separated scheme one can
construct a quasi-isomorphic complex of flat quasi-coherent sheaves (using Cech
resolution, see [1], Prop. 1.1). This easily implies the following statement (see also
[37], Prop. 16).

Lemma 1.1.4. Let X be a semi-separated scheme. Then for every quasi-coherent
sheaf F on X there exists a surjection P — F, where P is flat quasi-coherent.
Moreover; this surjection can be constructed functorially in F.

Recall that for a finite morphism f': X — Y the functor fi: Dgyc(X) — Dy (Y)
admits the right adjoint f': Dy (Y) = Dy.(X). We need the following simple fact
about this functor.

Proposition 1.1.5. Ler f: X — Y be a finite flat morphism. Then f'Oy is a
coherent sheaf on X, flat over Y, and for F € Dy (Y') the natural morphism

flOy ® f*F — f'F

in Dy (X) is an isomorphism. Given any morphism u: U — Y let us consider the
cartesian square

V=X
l p
U—2=vY.

Then one has a natural isomorphism of functors Lv* f' ~ g'Lu*.
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Proof. 1t is enough to check that our map becomes an isomorphism after applying
f«. By the local duality isomorphism we have

fu f'F ~ Hom(fOx, F).
Note that f, Oy is a vector bundle, so the natural map
Hom(fOx,0y) @ F — Hom(fOx, F)

is an isomorphism. It remains to observe that the target of this map is isomorphic to
f+(f'Ox ® f*F) (by the projection formula).

Given the base change diagram as above, we have a natural morphism v* 'Oy —
g' Oy corresponding by adjunction to

2V* 1Oy ~u* fi 1Oy — Oy.

To check that it is an isomorphism it is enough to compare the push-forwards by g.
It remains to use the isomorphism

Jfom(g*(Qv, (9U) ~y* Jfom(f*@)(, (9y)

that follows from g.Oy ~ u* f.Ox. O

1.2. Sheaves on formal schemes. We use the definitions of [25] concerning formal
schemes. All formal schemes considered in the present paper are assumed to be
locally noetherian. Thus, our formal schemes are locally of the form Spf(A), where
A is an adic noetherian ring. Following [2] we say that a morphism f: X — Y
between formal schemes is of pseudofinite type (resp. pseudofinite) if there exist
ideals of definition §x C Ox, §y C Oy such that Jy Ox C $x and the induced
map of schemes (X, Ox/dx) — (Y, Oy /Jy) is of finite type (resp. finite).

By a sheaf on X we always mean a sheaf of Ox-modules. We denote by A(X)
the abelian category of sheaves on X and by D(X) its (unbounded) derived category.

Following [2] we work with several full subcategories of A(X) and D(X). First,
we consider the categories Aq.(X) C A(X) (resp. Ac(X)) of quasi-coherent (resp. co-
herent) sheaves. Next, let us recall the definition of torsion sheaves on X. For a
coherent ideal sheaf § C Ox one defines the subfunctor of the identity functor

Iy¥ = lirgn Hom(Ox /3", F).

This functor is left exact and depends only on the topology on Oy defined by {.
By definition, -torsion sheaves are sheaves F satisfying I'y ¥ = ¥ . For a formal
scheme X torsion sheaves on X are defined as g-torsion sheaves, where ¢ is an
ideal of definition for X (recall that on locally noetherian formal schemes ideals of
definition exist globally, see [25], Prop. (10.5.4)). We denote by Ag.(X) C Agc(X)
the subcategory of torsion quasi-coherent sheaves.
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Although we are mainly interested in the categories A.(X) and Ay (X), it is
sometimes convenient to work with the subcategory Az(X) C Agc(X) of sheaves
that can be presented as direct limits of coherent sheaves. Note that Az(X) contains
both A.(X) and A4 (X) (see Lemma 5.1.4 of [2]). Also, locally every quasi-coherent
sheaf is in Az (see Cor. 3.1.4 of [2]).

For a pair of quasi-coherent sheaves F and G on a formal scheme X we set

Hom(F, G) = lim Hom(F, G ® Ox /4", (1.2.1)

n

where ¢ is an ideal of definition for X. It is easy to see that these groups do not
depend on a choice of an ideal of definition. If i, : X,, < X is a closed embedding
of the subscheme corresponding to the ideal sheaf " then we have

Hom(F,G) = LiLnHom(i:F, iyG).

n

Hence, we have a natural composition law for Hom. Givenanelementa € H/o?n(F ,G)
then for every morphism f': ¥ — X of formal schemes we have the induced element
f*a € Hom(f*F, f*G) (use ideals of definition dx € Ox and gy € Oy such that
IxOy C y).

For x = c¢,qc,¢,qct we denote by D, (X) the full subcategory of complexes
with cohomology in A.(X).

Let RTy denote the derived functor to I'y. For a complex of sheaves with -
torsion cohomology the natural map RT’y F — F is an isomorphism (see the proof
of Proposition 5.2.1 (a) of [2]). In the case when ¢ is an ideal of definition of X we
set RT'y = RTg. For F € Dy (X) we have RT'y (F) € Dy (X). Also, for such F
the natural map RTy (F) — F is an isomorphism if and only if F' € Dy (X) (see
Prop. 5.2.1 of [2]).

Since we consider only locally noetherian formal schemes, by Cor. 3.1.2 of [1],
the natural map

E ®Y RT}(F) — RT(E @ F) (1.2.2)

is an isomorphism for all E, F € D(X).

Lemma 1.2.1. Let X be a formal scheme The subcategories D (X ), Dz(X) and Dy
are all stable under the derived tensor product functor @ : D(X)xD(X) — D(X).
Also, if A € D(X) has g-torsion cohomology, where § C Ox is a coherent ideal
sheaf then the same is true for A @ B for any B € D(X).

Proof. Using the formula A® Lp = limy, n T<m AQL T<n B and the spectral sequence
we can reduce the first assertion to showing that for F, G € A.(X) (where x = c,
¢, q¢) one has Jor, (F,G) € A«(X). In the case F and G are coherent sheaves this
is clear by reducing to the affine case, where the tensor product simply corresponds
to the tensor product over the corresponding ring (see [25], Prop. (10.10.2.3)). The
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case F,G € Az(X) follows because Jor, commutes with direct limits (see 2.5 of
[35]). Since locally any quasi-coherent sheaf is in Az(X), this also implies the case
of x = gc.

As above, the last statement can be reduced to the case when A is a §-torsion
sheaf. Now the assertion follows by choosing a g-flat resolution of B and using the
similar statement for the underived tensor product of sheaves. O

For a morphism f: X — Y of formal schemes one has the derived functors of
push-forward Rfy: D(X) — D(Y) and pull-back Lf*: D(Y) — D(X). In the
following proposition we collect some of their properties (mostly proved in [2]).

Proposition 1.2.2. (i) One has Lf*Dz(Y) C Dy (X). If in addition, Y is affine
then Lf*Dz(Y) C Dz(X). On the other hand, if f is flat then f*D.(Y) C D.(X)
and f*D-C'(Y) C Dz(X).

(ii) Let § C Oy be a coherent sheaf of ideals, and let Dg(Y) C D(Y) (resp.
Dy, (X) C D(X))denote the subcategory of complexes with g -torsion (resp. §Ox -
torsion) cohomology. There is an isomorphism of functors

Lf*R o Fg =~ RFg@X o Lf*.
Hence, Lf*Dg¢(Y) C Dgo, (X). If X is noetherian then we also have
RTg o Rfy ~ RfxRoTg0,.

so in this case Rf« D g0, (X) C Dg(Y).

(iii) Assume that X and Y are noetherian. Then the functor Rf is bounded on
Dz(X).

(iv) Assume that f is quasi-compact. Then R f Dgqei(X) C Dge(Y).

(v) Assume that f is quasi-compact. Then the functor Rf, commutes with small
direct sums in Dz(X). Also, in this case the functors R fi commute with (small
filtered) direct limits.

~vi) If f is proper then Rfy D.(X) C D.(Y). If in addition X and Y are
noetherian then Rf,. Dz(X) C Dz(Y).

(vii) If f is affine then fy is exact on D¢(X) and fi Dz(X) C Dgc(Y).

Proof. (i) The first two assertions follow from Prop. 3.3.5 of [2]. For the last assertion
we use the well-known facts that f*A.(Y) C A.(X) and f* commutes with direct
limits.

(ii) See Prop. 5.2.8 (b),(d) of [2].

(ii1) See Prop. 3.4.3 (b) of [2].

(iv) Since the assertion is local in Y, we can assume that X and Y are noetherian.
Then we can use Prop. 5.2.6 of [2].

(v) Since the assertion is local in Y, we can assume that X and Y are noetherian.
Then the first assertion follows from Prop. 3.5.2 of [2]. The second assertion is
checked exactly as in the case of schemes (see Lemma 1.1.1).
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(vi) Since the first assertion is local in Y, it is enough to consider the case when
X and Y are noetherian, so we can use Prop. 3.5.1 of [2].

(vii) We can assume that both X and Y are affine: X = Spf(A4) and Y = Spf(B).
Exactness of f follows from Lemma 3.4.2 of [2]. By part (v), it is enough to check
that fxA.(X) C Ag(Y). Every coherent sheaf on X is of the form M A for some
finitely generated A-module M. It is easy to see that fi (M%) is the Qy-module
associated with M viewed as a B-module via the construction of Prop. 3.2 of [52].
Hence, fuM € Ax(Y) C Ag(Y). O

We will also use push-forwards with quasi-compact support in a very special case.
Instead of developing the general theory we will give an ad hoc definition for this
case.

Definition. (i) Let P be some property of morphisms between formal schemes, local
over base, and let f: X — Y be a morphism of formal schemes. We say that f is
1du-P (‘1du’ means locally disjoint union) if there exists an open covering (U;) of Y
such that for every i, f~!(U;) is a disjoint union of formal schemes V; ; such that
all the maps f'|y, ;: Vi ; — U; have property P. Note that if the property P is stable
under base changes then the same is true for the property “ldu-P”.

(ii) Let f: X — Y be an ldu-quasi-compact morphism between formal schemes.
Let us consider the subfunctor

Jox: AX) — A(Y)

in fi, where f5«(F) C f«(F) isthe subsheaf of sections with quasi-compact support
over Y. This functor is left exact and we denote by R f5«: D(X) — D(Y) its derived
functor. Note that ¥ can be covered by open subsets U C Y suchthat f~1(U) = LV}
where each f; = f|y;: V; — U is quasi-compact, and we have

Rfsx(F)lu ~ @ Rfjx(Fy;).
J

Observe also that the definition of fu4 is local in Y. Hence, Proposition 1.2.2 (iv)
implies that R 54 Dgci(X) C Dgei(Y). If f is quasi-compact then fo+ = fi. In the
case when f is ldu-pseudofinite we will denote fs« by fi (note that this functor is
exact).

One can immediately generalize many properties of the push-forward functors for
formal schemes to the functors R f« for Idu-quasi-compact morphisms. For example,
for 1du-quasi-compact maps of formal schemes f: X — Y and g: Z — X one has
R(f ©8)ox = Rfox o Rgox-

We now turn to versions of the projection and base change formulae for formal
schemes.
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Theorem 1.2.3. Let f: X — Y be a quasi-compact map of formal schemes. Then
for F € Dx(X) and G € D:(Y) the natural map

G ®% RfuF — Rf(Lf*G QL F)

is an isomorphism. The similar result holds if f is ldu-quasi-compact and R f is
replaced with R fx.

Proof. The question is local in Y, so we can assume that Y is affine and X is noethe-
rian (replacing X by one of its connected component in the second case). Note
that Lf*G € Dy(X) by Proposition 1.2.2(i). Hence, Lf*G ®v F € Dz(X) by
Lemma 1.2.1. First, assume that both F and G are bounded above. Fix F. Then
both sides respect coproducts as functors in G (use [2], Prop. 3.5.2). If G = Oy then
the statement is clear. Now use the fact that every object of A;z(Y) is a quotient of
a free module plus boundedness above of both sides (by the way out argument — see
[35], 1.11.3.1). The case when F and G are unbounded can be deduced from this as
in [35], 3.9.4, with D replaced by Dx. O

Remark. In the above theorem it is enough to assume that there exists an open
covering (U;) of Y such that G|y, € D:z(U;) and F € Dz(f~'(U;)) (since the
question is local in Y). For example, if f is a closed embedding then the projection
formula holds for F € D(I]’C(X) and G € Dgc(Y)-

We will use two versions of the flat base change formula for sheaves on formal
schemes based on Proposition 7.2 of [2]. In addition we prove a base change formula
for flat adic morphisms (part (i) (b) of the theorem below).

Theorem 1.2.4. (i) Let

u
_—

V——X
|, b
U Y
be a cartesian diagram of formal schemes.
(a) Assume that f is proper and u is flat. Then for every F € Dz(X) the natural
map
Op: Lu*Rfy F — Rg.Lv*F

is an isomorphism.

(b) Now assume that f is flat. In addition assume that [ is adic and quasi-
compact (resp. proper). Then the map OF is an isomorphism for every F € Dgo(X)
(resp. F € Dz(X)).

(ii) Consider a cartesian diagram as above, where f is of pseudofinite type and
u is flat. Assume also that I is a coherent sheaf of ideals on U such that if § is
an ideal of definition on Y then $Oy + I is an ideal of definition on U. Then for
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every F € Dy(X) and every G € Dy (U) such that G has I-torsion cohomology
sheaves, the map induced by the base change map

w*Rf,F @~ G — Rg,v*F QL G (1.2.3)

is an isomorphism.
(iii) The assertions of (i) and (ii) also hold if R fi (resp. Rgy) is replaced with
Rfss« (resp. Rggy), and every property P of f is replaced with “ldu-P”.

Proof. Let us observe that all the assertions are local in Y and U, so in the proof we
can (and will) assume them to be noetherian.

(i) (a) Using Proposition 7.2 (c) of [2] we see that RI';,0F is an isomorphism.
By Prop. 6.2.1 of [2] this implies that fF itself is an isomorphism when F is a
coherent sheaf. Indeed, in this case the source and the target of O are in D.(Y’) by
Proposition 1.2.2 (vi). It follows that 0 is an isomorphism for F € Az(X) (using
Proposition 1.2.2 (v)). By Proposition 1.2.2 (iii), the source and the target of 0 are
bounded functors, so we can finish the proof by the way out argument (see [35],
1.11.3).

(b) Since the assertion is local in U, we can assume it to be affine. Then itis enough
to check that the map u46F on Y is an isomorphism. Note that R fx F € Dy (Y) by
Proposition 1.2.2 (iv) (resp. Rf« F € Dz(Y) by Proposition 1.2.2 (vi)). Therefore,
using the projection formula (see Theorem 1.2.3) we can identify the source of u.0r
with 44Oy ®% Rf, F and the target of u,0r with R fi(vxOQy ®% F). It remains
to use the isomorphism v« Oy >~ f*u,Oy (recall that f is adic) and the projection
formula again.

(ii) By Proposition 7.2 (b) of [2], the map

RTyu*RfyF — RT; Rgv*F

is an isomorphism. Using the isomorphism (1.2.2) we see that the map (1.2.3) be-
comes an isomorphism after applying RI';;. It remains to check that the target and
the source of (1.2.3) have torsion cohomology sheaves. Since G has I-torsion coho-
mology sheaves, it is enough to check that the cohomology of u* R fi F and Rg,v* F
are § Oy -torsion sheaves. For u™ Rf, F this follows from the fact that Rfy F has
g -torsion cohomology (see Proposition 1.2.2 (ii)). On the other hand, by the same
proposition, to check that the cohomology of Rg.v* F are Oy -torsion sheaves it
is enough to check that v* F' has § Oy -torsion cohomology. But this immediately
follows from the assumption that F' has torsion cohomology on X.

(iii) Shrinking Y we can assume that all the connected components X; of X are
noetherian. Then replacing X by X; and V by V; = U xy X;, we reduce ourselves
to the situation considered in (i) and (ii). O

Remark. One situation where the case (ii) of the above theorem applies is this.
Assume that X, Y and Z are formal schemes over a usual scheme S, where Z is
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flat over S. Then for amap f: X — Y of pseudofinite type we can consider the
cartesian diagram

X'xgZ s x

fXle lf

Y xs Z sy,

Then for every F € Dy (X) and G € Dy (Z) the natural map
PYRfF ®" Lp3G — R(f xidz)«piF ®" Lp;G

is an isomorphism. Similar assertion holds for R f;;« instead of R f, provided f is of
ldu-pseudofinite type.

Finally, we need a version of Proposition 1.1.5 for a certain class of morphisms
between formal schemes. For the kind of morphisms we are interested in the situation
is much simpler than in the general duality setup considered in [2] (in particular, in
our case the functor ' can be easily constructed at the level of abelian categories of
sheaves).

Definition. Let f: X — Y be a flat morphism of formal schemes. We say that f
is nicely ind-finite if each connected component of X is affine over ¥ and can be
presented as the inductive limit of a system of closed formal subschemes Xo C X; C
-+ C X, where each X, is flat and finite over Y. We say that f is locally nicely
ind-finite if the above condition holds locally in Y. We say that a formal scheme
X over a usual scheme S is (locally) nicely ind-finite flat over S if the morphism
w: X — S issuch.

Itis easy to see that the property of a flat morphism to be nicely ind-finite (resp. lo-
cally nicely ind-finite) is preserved under arbitrary base changes. Also, if f is locally
nicely ind-finite morphism then it is 1du-pseudofinite, so we have the exact functor f.

Proposition 1.2.5. (i) Let f: X — Y be a finite flat morphism of formal schemes.
There exists a natural coherent sheaf f'Oy on X, equipped with a morphism

fu Oy = Oy, (1.2.4)

such that for every map from a usual scheme Y' to Y the pull-back of 'Oy to
X' = Y' xy X is isomorphic to (') Oy, where f': X' — Y’ is the induced
finite flat morphism of usual schemes. Under this isomorphism the pull-back to Y’
of the map (1.2.4) gets identified with the canonical map f.(f')'Oy' — Oy.. The
formation of f 'Oy and of the map (1.2.4) is also compatible with arbitrary base
changes Y' — Y of formal schemes.
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If we define the functor
[1 Ag(Y) > Ae(X): G = f'G = f'Oy ® f*G
then for F € Ag(X) and G € Ay (Y) the composed map
Hom(F, f'G) — Hom( (i F, f« f'G) — Hom( fi F, G),

where the second arrow is induced by (1.2.4), is an isomorphism.
If g: Z — X is another finite flat morphism then (fg)' ~ g' o f' on Age(Y).
Ifi: X' — X is a closed embedding of formal schemes such that [’ = f o
i: X' — Y is still flat then we have a natural map

i(f) 0y - f'oy (1.2.5)

inducing similar canonical maps after an arbitrary base change Y' — Y with Y’
a usual scheme. The push-forward of this map by fy is compatible with the maps
(1.2.4) for f and f'. For G € Aq(Y) the induced map

ix(f)'G — Hom(i,Ox, 'G) (1.2.6)

is an isomorphism.

(i) Let f: X — Y be alocally nicely ind-finite flat morphism of formal schemes.
Then the functor fi: Aq(X) — Aq(Y) admits an exact right adjoint functor
f!3 Aga(Y) = Agu(X).

In the case when Y is a usual scheme so that Oy € Aq(Y) = Qcoh(Y), the
natural map f, f'Oy — Oy induces an isomorphism

'Oy ® f*6 = f'G (1.2.7)

for G € Qcoh(Y).

(iii) Let f: X — Y be a (globally) nicely ind-finite morphism of formal schemes.
Then there exists a sheaf 'Oy € Az(X) (possibly depending on a nicely ind-finite
structure (Xy)), flat over Y, equipped with a morphism cy : A(f'Oy) = Oy, such
that we have the induced isomorphism (1.2.7) for G € Aq(Y). The formation of
(f'oy, cr) is compatible with arbitrary base changes (where the presentation as a
limit is obtained by the base change).

Let g: Z — X be another nicely ind-finite flat morphism. Then fg: Z — Y has
a natural nicely ind-finite structure and there is an isomorphism

g5 (f'0y) ® g'0x = (f2)'0y (1.2.8)

and an isomorphism of functors

(fe)' = g'o f'1 Agu(Y) = Agu(X). (1.2.9)
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Furthermore, for F € Ay (Y) the diagram

S FRg* f'Oy ®¢'Ox — (f2)*F ®¢* f'Oy ® ¢'Ox — (f8)*F ® (f2)'Oy

i |

g*f'F®g'ox g\ f'F (fo)'F

is commutative with arrows induced by (1.2.7), (1.2.8) and (1.2.9).

(iv) Let f: X — Y be alocally nicely ind-finite morphism from a formal scheme
X to a usual scheme Y. Then for quasi-coherent sheaves F on X and G on Y one
has a natural isomorphism

Hom(F ® f'Oy, f*G ® f'Oy) ~ Hom(F, f*G), (1.2.10)
local in Y (see (1.2.1)).

Proof. (i) Let us represent Y as the limit of closed subschemes i,,: Y, — Y,
and set j,: Xp, = f7'(Yn) = X, fu = flx,: X» — Y,. Note that X, are
usual schemes and X is the inductive limit of X,,. Then every F' € Ay(X) is
the inductive limit of the subsheaves j,«F,, where F, = j Hom(jn«Ox,. F).
Note that each Fj, is quasi-coherent (see [2], Cor. 3.1.6(d)). Also, by Proposi-
tion 1.2.2(v), we have fu I = lim, iy« fux Fy. Similarly, for G € Ay (Y) let us
denote G, = i, Hom(in«Oy,,G) € Ae(Yy). Then by Proposition 1.1.5, we have

Hom(f« F,G) = l(ir_nHom(fn*F,,, Gy)
= lim Hom(Fy, f,Gn)
= lim Hom(F, £10y, ® £FG,).

Using the compatibility of fn! 41 with the base change ¥;, — Y41 (Proposition 1.1.5)
we obtain

! ~ !
fn+1(9Yn+l |Xn —_ fn (9Yn'

Therefore,
! . . !
f.GY = Lgljn*fn.(gyn

n

is a coherent sheaf on X equipped with isomorphisms j* 'Oy ~ f!Oy,. Hence,
Hom(F, f'0y ® G) ~ Lim Hom (js Fa, 7oy ® f*G)
~ lim Hom(F,. j;}(f'Or) ® £,"Gn)
~ lim Hom(Fy. £, Oy, ® f,Gn)
which gives a natural isomorphism

Hom( fx F, G) ~ Hom(F, f'G).
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Furthermore, we have
S 'Oy ~1im fos £, Oy,

so the canonical maps fy« f, Oy, — Oy, give rise to a map (1.2.4). Is is easy to see
that the above isomorphism is induced by (1.2.4) (one can replace F by j,«Fy, so
the statement reduces to the similar statement for f;,).

Now let us consider a base change diagram

V=X
i p
u

U——=Y.

Assume first that U is a usual scheme. Then using the adjoint pair (gx, g") and
the morphism fix f'Oy — Oy, as in the proof of Proposition 1.1.5, we construct a
natural morphism

v* Oy — ¢g'0y. (1.2.11)

Since the map U — Y locally factors through some subscheme Y, it follows eas-
ily from our construction that (1.2.11) is an isomorphism. Next, if U is a formal
scheme we can represent it as the limit lim, U, of closed subschemes and con-
sider the corresponding closed subschemes V,, C V so that V' = lim, V},, and let
gn: Vu — U, be the induced morphisms. Let also v, : V;, — X be the morphisms
induced by v: V¥V — X. Then the above argument gives a natural isomorphism
v¥ 'Oy ~ g! 0Oy, for each n. Passing to inverse limits we get that (1.2.11) is an
isomorphism (to represent the left-hand side as a limit we use the fact that 'Oy is
a coherent sheaf on X).

If g: Z — X is another finite flat morphism then to construct an isomorphism of
functors (f o g)' ~ g' o f'is equivalent to constructing an isomorphism

(f 09)'0y ~g'0Oy @ g* f'Oy

of coherent sheaves on Z. By choosing a representation ¥ = lim, Y, as above and
using the definitions this immediately reduces to the case of schemes, where we can
use Proposition 1.1.5.

Leti: X’ — X be aclosed embedding suchthat /' = foi: X' — Y isstill flat.
The map (1.2.5) is obtained by passing to limit from the similar maps associated with
the closed embeddings X' N X,, — X, and the finite flat maps f,: X, — Y. The
proof of the fact that (1.2.6) is an isomorphism easily reduces to the case of schemes.

(i1) First, let us replace Y by its affine open subset and X by its connected com-
ponent so that X is affine and is the inductive limit of a sequence of closed formal
subschemes &, : X, = X, where each X, is finite and flat over Y. Note that in this
situation we have fj = fx. Set f, = f ok,: X,, = Y. Since X and X, are affine,
we have X = Spf(A), X,, = Spf(A4/1,), where A = 1(ir_nn A/ 1, as a topological
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ring. Therefore, any ideal of definition J C A contains [, for some n. It follows
that for every ' € Ay((X) we have F = lim, #Hom(Ox /I,, F), where I, C Ox
is the ideal sheaf of X,,. Set F,, = k,; Hom(Ox /I, F) € Ag(Xn). Asin part (i),
we have
Hom(f+ F, G) ~ lim Hom(F,, £1G).
n

Next, by part (i), for G € Aq(Y') we have isomorphisms
(k)2 (fy G) == Hom((knn+1)x 0%,y J416)-

where kK, n+1: Xy <> Xpu+1 is the natural embedding. Therefore, we have natural
maps kn*fn!G — (k,,+1)*fn!+1G so that setting

G = limkns f'G (1.2.12)

we have k.« f,)G ~ Hom(Ox [ I,, f'G). Tt follows that
lim Hom(F, £1G) ~ lim Hom(kins F, 7'G) ~ Hom(F, 1'G),

n n

so G — f'G isright adjoint to fi.

Next, assume that Y is covered by open subsets Y; such that the morphisms
Jr.: Xi = f ~1(Y;) — Y; have the above structure. Then for each i we have the
exact functor f}ll 0 Age(Yi) = Age(Xi), right adjoint to (fy, ). Furthermore, these
functors are compatible with restrictions to open subsets, so we can glue them into
an exact functor f': Aget(Y) = Age(X), right adjoint to f).

The isomorphism (1.2.7) in the case when Y is a usual scheme will follow from
part (iii).

(iii) Let us again consider the situation from the beginning of the proof of (ii). We
have natural maps

(k) (f, Or) = Hom((kn 1)1 0%, f1107) = J410¥.
so the sheaves (kn« f,; @y) form an inductive system in A.(X), and we can set

£10y = limkn £, Oy (1.2.13)

Note that in the case when Y is a usual scheme we have Oy € Ay (Y), and this
definition agrees with (1.2.12). Each kn*fn!(9y is flat over Y, hence so is f'Oy.
Now using part (i) and (1.2.12) we obtain for G € A (Y)

'Oy ® f*G ~ lirrlnk,,*(fn!@y ® f*G) ~ n'gnk,,*f,jc = r'G

as claimed. Note also that fi f'Oy = lim, fy«f, Oy and we have a system
of compatible morphisms f},« fn!(9y — Oy (see part (i)), so we get a morphism
o f '@y — Oy. Hence, by the projection formula, we have a natural map

fl(f'Oy ® f*G)~ fu f'Oy ® G — G,
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hence, by adjunction, a map (1.2.7). One can easily check that it coincides with the
above isomorphism by reducing to the case of a finite morphism.

The fact that the formation of /'@y is compatible with any base change Y’ — Y
follows from a similar result for finite morphisms (see part (i)).

If g: Z — Y is another nicely ind-finite morphism then replacing Z by its
connected component we can assume that Z = lim,, Z,,, where g, = glz,,: Zm —
X are finite and flat. Let us set Z,,, = g;ll(X,,) C Z;,. Then the induced map
gmmn: Lmn — X, is finite and flat, hence, Z,, , is finite and flat over Y. Thus,
Z = limy, » Zm n is a nicely ind-finite structure on fg: Z — Y. The isomorphism
(fg)' ~ g'o f'follows by passing to adjoint functors from ( fg)1 ~ fi o gi.

To construct a map (1.2.8), we note that it should correspond by adjunction to a
map

(fen(g* f'0y ® g'0x) ~ fi(f'Oy ® g18'Ox) — Oy,

where we used the projection formula. We clearly have such a map induced by the
maps g18'Ox — Ox and f; f'Oy — Oy. To see that it is an isomorphism we apply
the definitions (1.2.13) using the nicely ind-finite structures on f, g and fg. Namely,
letly: Zm — Z and Iy Zimn — Z denote the natural closed embeddings. Then
we have

. W, .
¢ [0y @ g'0x ~ g* [0y ®h’£lnlm*g£n(9X
) . x ]
= 1im s (g7, Oy @ £, Ox)
(3) . * ! !
X gn’}lm,n*(gm,nfn'QY ® g}n,n(gx)
4 . |
>~ 1im Ly s (fr&m.n) Oy
m,n

2 (ro)'0y.

where (1) and (5) are given by (1.2.13), (2) follows from the projection formula, (3)
uses (1.2.13) and the compatibility of gin Ox with the base change (see part (i)), and
(4) uses an isomorphism (1.2.8) for finite morphisms that follows from part (i).

The proof of the commutativity of the diagram is tedious but straightforward:
since the target vertex is ( fg)' F, we can use adjunction to rewrite the commutative
diagram applying ( fg)1 = fig: to other vertices.

(iv) It is enough to consider the situation when X = lim X, where each X, is
flat and finite over Y. Let us use the same notation as in part (ii). The natural map
is obtained as follows: an element o € H/o?n(F . f*G)induces amap k, F — f*G
for each n, hence, we get a compatible system of maps

F Qkn fOy = f*G @ kps £ Oy.



Kernel algebras and generalized Fourier-Mukai transforms 171

Taking the inductive limits and using the formula (1.2.13) we getamap F ® 'Oy —
f*G ® f'Oy. To see that it is an isomorphism we use (1.2.7):

Hom(F & f'Oy, f*G ® f'Oy) ~ lim(k; (k; F ® £, Oy, /'G)
. * ! !

By Proposition 1.1.5, this is isomorphic to
lim(k; F. £,/ G) =~ Hom(F, f*G). O

Example. Letk be afield. A formal scheme X is nicely ind-finite over Spec(k) if and
only it is ldu-pseudofinite over k, i.e., every connected component of X is of the form
Spf(A), where A is a noetherian adic k-algebra, such that A/J is finite-dimensional
over k for an ideal of definition J. Thus, if G is a formal k-group (see the beginning
of Section 3 for our conventions on formal k-groups) then G is nicely ind-finite over
Spec(k). More generally, if X is a formal scheme over k, and f: E — X isa
G-torsor then f is locally nicely ind-finite (this immediately reduces to the case of a
trivial G-torsor).

Let us point out the following corollary from Proposition 1.2.5. For a formal
scheme X, locally nicely ind-finite flat over a usual scheme S, we set wy /s = w5 =
1'0g € Aget(X), where m: X — S is the structure morphism.

Corollary 1.2.6. Let S be a scheme, X and Y formal schemes over S, where Y
is locally nicely ind-finite flat over S. Then for F € Dy(X) there is a natural
isomorphismon X xXg Y

axy: pyF ® pyoys = pyF, (1.2.14)

where px and py are the projections from X Xs Y to X and Y, respectively. Assume
that T is another scheme, Y — T is a morphism, and Z is a formal scheme, nicely
ind-finite flat over T. Let us form the fibered product X xs Y X Z, and let px, py,
pxy, etc., denote the projections from this product to the partial products of factors.
Then Y Xt Z is locally nicely ind-finite flat over T, and the diagram

*F * * PyzOv.z * * YZy! *F *
PxF Q@ pywy,;s ® pzwz;r — p3x F ® py,(py“) wy/s —> Px F @ py0yxrz/s

O(X.Yi iaXY.Z

oxy,z
Py (PXY)'F)® phoz/r Py (DX Y)'F Py F

is commutative, where p})((Y: X xg Y — X (resp. p)IZZ: Y xp Z — Y) are the
natural projections, the marked arrows are induced by (1.2.14), the remaining arrows
are obtained from the natural isomorphism (fg)' ~ g' o f*.
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Proof. By adjunction, a map (1.2.14) should correspond to morphism on X

px1(px F ® pywy;s) ~ F ® pxipywy;s = F

(where we used the projection formula). Applying Theorem 1.2.4 (ii), (iii) to the
cartesian diagram

XXSY&-Y

px l lﬂy
X —>>§
we obtain an isomorphism F' ® px1pywy/s =~ F @ my (wy1)wy,s. Now the desired
morphism is induced by the canonical map 7y \wy,;s = 71y;7t§,(95 — Og. To check
that (1.2.14) is an isomorphism we can argue locally in S, so we can assume that
wy: Y — § is (globally) nicely ind-finite. Then we can apply the compatibility of
the formation of wy,s = n’YOS with the base change, which gives an isomorphism
p;‘;a)y/s ~ p)’((9x. Now (1.2.14) follows from (1.2.7).

In the case when Z is nicely ind-finite over T, then the projection Y xr Z — S'is
the composition of pgz with my, so it is nicely ind-finite. The desired commutativity
of the diagram follows from the commutativity of the diagram in Proposition 1.2.5 (iii)
applied to the composition of p))(( Y with pxy (note that both these projections are
nicely ind-finite). O

1.3. Biextensions. Let S be a site, and let $i(S) denote the category of sheaves of
abelian groups over §. We refer to sec. 1.4 of [18] for basic definitions concerning
(strictly commutative) Picard stacks over §. Roughly speaking, these are sheaves of
categories & over § equipped with a commutative group law & x & — P satisfying

appropriate axioms. If K = [K~! i K°] is a complex over $h(S$), concentrated in
degrees —1 and 0, then one has the corresponding Picard stack ch(K) with objects
given by sections of K°, where a morphism between x and y in K°(U) is an element
f € K71 (U) such that df = y — x. In fact, every Picard stack can be represented
in this way (see [18], 1.4.13). For example, if G is a sheaf of abelian groups then the
Picard stack of G-torsors is equivalent to ch(G[1]) (see [18], 1.4.21).

For a pair of Picard stacks 1, &, there is a natural Picard stack HOM(P;, #,) of
homofunctors 1 — P, (the corresponding term in [18], 1.4 is “foncteur additif™).
For complexes of sheaves K; and K,, concentrated in degrees —1 and 0, one has

HOM(ch(K}),ch(K32)) >~ ch <o RHom(K{, K>), (1.3.1)

where on the right-hand side we view K; and K5 as objects of the derived category
DP(Sh(8)) (see [18], (1.4.18.1)).

Lemma 1.3.1 ([18], 1.4.23). Let K = [K~! — K°] be a complex over Sh(S), and
let G € Sh(S). Then the Picard stack of extensions EXT(K, G) (i.e., of extensions
of K° by G, trivialized over K~!) is equivalent to HOM(ch(K), ch(G[1])).
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For a triple 1, $,, P35 of Picard stacks there is a Picard stack HOM (P, 5; P3)
of biadditive functors $; x P, — P5 (see [18], 1.4.8). In terms of complexes of
sheaves K, K>, K3 as above, we have

HOM(ch(K), ch(K>); ch(K3)) =~ ch t<o RHom(z>_1 (K1 ®" K>), K3)

~ cht<oRHom(K; ®" K;, K3) (13:2)
(using [18], (1.4.8.1), 1.4.20 and (1.3.1)).
Lemma 1.3.2. One has a natural equivalence
HOM(Py, P,; P3) >~ HOM(P;, HOM(P,, P3)). (1.3.3)

Proof. This can be deduced directly from the definitions. Alternatively, we canrealize
each Picard stack #; as ch(K;) for some complexes K; (i = 1,2,3) concentrated
in degrees —1 and 0. Using (1.3.1) and (1.3.2) we obtain similar representations for
both sides of (1.3.3). It remains to use the isomorphism

RHom(K; ® K5, K3) ~ RHom(K;, RHom(K>, K3))
~ RHom(K, <o RHom(K>, K3)). O

Proposition 1.3.3. Let P, Q and G be three sheaves of commutative groups on some
site. Then the category of biextensions of P x Q by G is equivalent to the category
of homofunctors P — EXT(Q, G).

Proof. Let BIEXT(P, Q; G) denote the Picard stack of biextensions of P x Q by
G. Then we have a natural functor

BIEXT(P, Q: G) — HOM(ch(P), ch(Q): ch(G[1])), (1.3.4)

which associates with a biextension the corresponding map from pairs of sections
(p,q) of P x Q to G-torsors. Using (1.3.3) and Lemma 1.3.1 we see that the right-
hand side is equivalent to the Picard stack of homofunctors from P to EXT(Q, G).
Thus, it suffices to prove that (1.3.4) is an equivalence. This can be checked directly
using the definition of the biextension as in [28], 2.0. Here is a different way to check
this. By (1.3.2), we have

HOM(ch(P), ch(Q); ch(G[1])) = ch 7<o RHom(P ®" 0, G[1)).

Therefore, the sheaf of automorphisms of the neutral object of this Picard stack is
Hom(P ®% 0, G) while the sheaf associated with the isomorphism classes of objects
isExt' (P ®% 0, G). But these are exactly the same sheaves as one gets for the Picard
stack of biextensions (see [28], 2.5.4 and 3.6.5). ]

The following result follows immediately from [29], (1.1.6) and 1.5 (it can also be
derived from the above Proposition by considering the subcategory of locally trivial
extensions in EXT(Q, G)).
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Proposition 1.3.4. For P, Q, G as above there is a fully faithful functor
EXT(P,Hom(Q, G)) — BIEXT(P, O; G).
If Ext'(Q, G) = 0 then this functor is an equivalence.
The condition Ext!(Q, G) = 0 is satisfied in the following important case.

Lemma 1.3.5 ([29], 3.3.1). Let G be a finite flat group scheme over S. Then
Ext'(G,Gn) = 0.

Now let k be a field of characteristic zero. Then similar vanishing holds for affine
commutative algebraic groups over k and for formal k-groups (for our assumptions
on formal k-groups see the beginning of Section 3).

Lemma 1.3.6. (i) Let G be an affine commutative algebraic group over k or a formal
k-group. Then Ext' (G, G,,) = 0 (with respect to flat topology).

(i) If0 - Gy — G, — G35 — 0 is an exact sequence of formal k-groups
then there exists a finite field extension k C k' and a section (G3)r — (G2)y (not
required to be a group homomorphism). Hence, G, — G3 is a G-torsor in flat

topology.

Proof. (i) For affine commutative algebraic groups this follows immediately from the
Cartier duality since G, is dual to Z. Now assume G is a formal k-group. Let G°
be the component of identity in G. Passing to a finite extension of k we can assume
that G/ G is a finitely generated discrete abelian group, so Ext'(G/G°, G,,) = 0.
Now if we have a group extension

1>Gn—> H—>G’—>1
then we can pass to the corresponding extension of Lie algebras
0—>k—>LH—LG®—0.

Since the characteristic of k is zero and all the Lie brackets here are trivial, we have
a splitting LG® — L H that induces a splitting G° — H

(ii) Since all our formal k-groups are assumed to be commutative, the extension
splits over Gg (by considering the extension of Lie algebras). Thus, it is enough to
consider the case when G3 is étale. Passing to a finite extension of k we can assume
that G is a finitely generated discrete abelian group, in which case the statement is
clear. O

Remark. The vanishing in Lemma 1.3.6 (i) also holds for formal groups over fields
of finite characteristic — one can reduce this to the case of finite group schemes.
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2. Kernel algebras

In this section we present a formalism generalizing the techniques of Fourier—Mukai
transforms for D-algebras developed in [44]. We consider more general “nonlocal”
algebras and generalize the main construction of the “circle product” from [44] by
making use of appropriate resolutions. The main result of this section is Theorem 2.5.1
generalizing Thm. 6.5 of [44]. Throughout this section we work over a fixed base
scheme S, and all our schemes are assumed to be S-schemes. We denote simply by
X x Y the fibered product over S. All schemes in this section are assumed to be
semi-separated.

2.1. Convolution for quasi-coherent sheaves. Let us start by recalling the basic
properties of the convolution operation for quasi-coherent sheaves (called the circle
product in [44]). Given F € Dy.(X xY) and G € Dy (Y x Z) we set

Foy G = p13«(plL F ® p33G),

where p;; are the projections from X X Y x Z to the double products of factors.

Lemma 2.1.1. (i) Assume that in each pair of S-schemes (X, Z) and (Y, T) at least
oneis flat over S. Thenfor F € Dy (X xY), G € Dyc(Y xZ)and H € Dy (ZxT)
one has

(Foy G)oz H =~ Foy (Gogz H).

(ii) Assume that X is flat over S. Then for F € Dy.(X xY) and G € Dy (Y)
one has
F oy AxG ~ F ® p5G.

The proof is a simple application of the projection and base change formulae
(cf. [38], Prop. 1.3).

Lemma 2.1.2. (i) Assume that we are given a morphism g: Y — Y’ and let X
and Z be schemes. If g is flat or Z is flat over S then for F € Dy.(X x Y) and
G' € Dy (Y' x Z) we have a natural isomorphism

((idx x g)«F) oy’ G >~ F oy (g xidz)*G.

Similarly, if g is flat or X is flat over S thenfor F' € Do(XxY")and G € Dy (Y xXZ)
one has
F'oyr (g xidz)«G ~ ((idx x g)*F') oy G.

(ii) Assume that we are given morphisms : X — X' andh: Z — Z'. If [ is
flat or Z is flat over S then for F € Dy(X xY) and G € Dy (Y x Z) we have a
natural isomorphism

(f xidz)«(F oy G) =~ ((f xidy)«F) oy G.
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Similarly, if h is flat or X is flat over S then one has
(idX X h)*(F oy G) ~F oy (ldy X h)*G

(iii) Assume that we are given morphisms f: X — X' and h: Z — Z’, and let
Y be a scheme. Assume that either f and h are flat or Y is flat over S. Then for
F € Dy(X' xY)and G € Dy (Y x Z') one has a natural isomorphism

(f X W)*(F oy G) ~ ((f xidy)*F) oy ((idy x h)*G"). (2.1.1)

(iv) Assume that we are given morphisms f: X — X', g: Y — Y/, and let
Z be a scheme. Assume that either f and g are flat or Z is flat over S. Then for
F € Dy(X xY)and G € Dy (Y' x Z) one has a natural isomorphism

((f x ) xF)oy G = (f xidz)«(F oy (g xidz)*G). (2.1.2)

Proof. The proofs of (i), (ii) and (iii) are easy applications of the projection and base
change formulae. (iv) follows from (i) and (ii). O

Assume we are given a triple of morphisms f: X — X', ¢: Y - Y  h: Z —
Z', where either all these morphisms are flat, or X and Z’ are flat over S, or X’ and
Z are flat over S. Then we can define for ' € Dy(X xY)and G € Dy (Y x Z) a
natural morphism

(f X @)« F oy (g X N)+G — (f X h)«(F oy G). (2.1.3)

Indeed, say, assume that X and Z’ are flat over S. Then using (2.1.2) we get an
isomorphism

(f x @)« F oy (g x )«G = (f xidy)«(F oy (g x idz)* (g x 1)«G).
Now using the adjunction morphism
(g xidz)* (g x h)+G ~ (g x idz)* (g x idz)«(idy x h)«G — (idy x h)«G
we get a morphism from (f X g)«F oy’ (g x h)«G to
(f xidy)«(F oy (idy x 1)«G) = (f x h)«(F oy G),

where the last isomorphism follows from Lemma 2.1.2 (ii). We leave for the reader to
formulate and prove the associativity of this construction, say, under the assumption
that all schemes involved are flat over S.

Definition. An object K € Dy.(X x Y) is o-flat over Y (or oy-flat) if for every
quasi-coherent sheaf I on Y the object K oy F € Dy (X) is a sheaf. In the case
X = § wehave K € Dy (Y) and the condition of oy -flatness means that the functor
F — me(F ® K) on D is t-exact, where 7 : ¥ — S is the projection.
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Note that the condition of o-flatness over Y is local over X.

Lemma 2.1.3. (i) Let f: X — X' and g: Y — Y be affine morphisms and let
f:X > Xandg:Y — Y’ be flat morphisms. Then (f x g)« sends oy -flat objects
to oy/-flat objects. Assume in addition that either g is flat or X is flat over S. Then
(f x &)* sends oy-flat objects to oy -flat objects.

(i) If K € Dyc(X x Y) is oy-flat then K is a quasi-coherent sheaf on X x Y, flat
over Y. If Y is affine over S then the converse is also true.

(iii) Let K be a oy-flat quasi-coherent sheaf on X x Y, and let Z be a scheme.
Assume that either X or Z is flat over S. Then for any quasi-coherent sheaf L on
Y X Z the object K oy L € Dy (X x Z) is a sheaf.

(iv) Let K € Qcoh(X x Y) be oy-flat and L € Qcoh(Y x Z) be oz-flat. Assume
that either X or Z is flat over S. Then K oy L € Dy (X x Z) is also oz-flat.

(v) Assume again that either X or Z is flat over S. If K € Qcoh(X xY) is oy -flat
and L is a quasi-coherent sheaf on Y x Z, flat over Z, then K oy L € Qcoh(X x Z)
is also flat over Z.

(vi) Let q: K — K is a quasi-isomorphism of bounded complexes of quasi-
coherent sheaves on X x Y with oy-flat terms. Then for every L € Qcoh(Y x Z)
the induced morphism of complexes K] oy L — K oy L is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. (i) This follows from the isomorphisms of Lemma 2.1.2.

(ii) Without loss of generality we can assume S to be affine. Assume first that
Y is also affine. Then the functor pisx: Dy (X X Y) — Dy (X) is t-exact and
conservative. Hence, the condition of oy -flatness is equivalent to the condition that
the functor F = K ® p;F: Dy (Y) — Dy (X x Y) is t-exact. Taking F = Oy
we immediately see that K itself is a sheaf. Furthermore, this exactness condition is
easily seen to be equivalent to flatness of K over Y.

Now for arbitrary Y, using part (i), we see that K|yxy is oy-flat for any open
affine subset U C Y. As we have just shown this implies that K|y xy is a sheaf, flat
over U. Hence, K itself is a sheaf, flat over Y.

(iii) The problem is local in Z, so we can assume that Z is affine. Then it is
enough to check that p}(f*z (K oy L) € Dy (X) is a sheaf, where p}’((Z: XxZ—>X
is the projection. Since X is flat over S, by Lemma 2.1.2, one has

PrZ(Koy L) ~ Koy (pyZL),

where pY2:Y x Z — Y is the projection. Now we observe that pgf L is a sheaf
on Y and use the fact that K is oy -flat.

(iv) This follows from the associativity of the convolution in this case (see Lem-
ma 2.1.1 (1)).

(v) Without loss of generality we can assume S and Z to be affine. Now the
statement follows from (ii) and (iv).

(vi) It is enough to check that if a bounded complex K* of quasi-coherent sheaves
on X x Y with oy -flat terms represents an object F' € Dy.(X x Y) then the complex
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K* oy L represents I oy L € Dy.(X x Z). This can be easily proved by induction
in the length of K*. O

Lemma2.1.4. (i) Let f : Z — X be an affine morphismand g: Z — Y amorphism
of schemes. Then for any quasi-coherent sheaf F on Z, flat over Y , the quasi-coherent
sheaf (f,g)«F on X XY is o-flat over Y.

(ii) The same assertion is true for the sheaf (f, g)oxF if X and Y are schemes,
Z is a formal scheme, f is ldu-affine, and F is a sheaf in Ag((Z), flat over Y .

Proof. (i) The fact that F is flat over Y implies that the functor
Dy (Y) = Dg(2): G~ F Q g*G
is t-exact. Now the assertion follows from the isomorphism

(f.8)+F oy G~ fi(F®g"G)

for G € Qcoh(Y') (that follows from the projection formula for the map ( £, g)).
(i1) One can repeat the above argument using the projection formula for sheaves
on formal schemes (see Theorem 1.2.3) and the fact that f is exact for 1du-affine f.
O

Lemma 2.1.5. Let X, Y and Z be schemes, where either X or Z is flat over S.
(1) Let K be a oy -flat quasi-coherent sheaf on X x Y. Then the functor

Qcoh(Y x Z) - Qcoh(X x Z): F+> Koy F

commutes with inductive limits.

(ii) Let (K;) be an inductive system of oy -flat quasi-coherent sheaves on X X Y.
Then lim; K; is still oy -flat, and for every quasi-coherent sheaf F on Y X Z the
natural map

lim(Ki oy F) —> (lim Ki) oy F

is an isomorphism.

Proof. (i) By definition, Koy F = pxz.«(pyy K® py , F'), where we use projections
from X x Y x Z to double products of factors. Recall that K oy F is a sheaf by
Lemma 2.1.3 (iii), and K is flat over ¥ by Lemma 2.1.3 (ii). It follows that the sheaf
Pyy K is flatover Y x Z, so we can use the underived functors in the above formula
for K oy F. All of them commute with inductive limits (for the push-forward see
Lemma 1.1.1).

(ii) Note that lim K; is flat over Y, so for F € Qcoh(Y x Z) we have

pyy(im K;) ® F =~ (lim pyy K;) ® F >~ lim(pxy Ki ® F),

where we can use the underived functors. Now using Lemma 1.1.1 we find that
the derived push-forward of this sheaf by pxz is concentrated in degree O and is
isomorphic to lim K; oy F. O
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2.2. Kernel algebras. Let X beaflatschemeover S. Wedenoteby A: X — X x X
the (relative over S') diagonal embedding. Note that this is an affine morphism, since
X and S are semi-separated.

Definition. (i) A kernel algebra over X is an object A € Dy.(X x X)) equipped with
a morphism p: 4 oy A — A (product) and a morphism u: A.Ox — A (unit),
subject to the usual associativity and unit axioms. Note that in these axioms we use
the isomorphisms

(Aoxy A)ox A= Aoy (Aoy A) and Aoy AxOx ~ AxOx ox A = A

(see Lemma 2.1.1). Homomorphisms between kernel algebras over the same scheme
X are defined in an obvious way. A kernel algebra 4 over X is called pure if #4 is a
quasi-coherent sheaf on X x X, o-flat over X with respect to both projections.

(ii) A left (resp. right) module over a pure kernel algebra « is a quasi-coherent
sheaf F on X equipped with a morphism Aoy F — F (resp. F oy A — F)satisfying
the usual associativity and unitality axioms. We denote by #-mod the category of
left A-modules.

(iii) We say that a pure kernel algebra 4 over X is finite (on the left) if A is a
coherent sheaf on X x X, and the support of 4 is proper over X with respect to the
first projection. In this case a (left) module F over 4 is called coherent if F is a
coherent sheaf on X. We denote by #A-mod° the category of coherent sA-modules.

Henceforward, whenever we consider kernel algebras over X we implicitly as-
sume X to be flat over S.

Note that if +4 is a pure kernel algebra then by Lemma 2.1.3 (ii), the object Aoy A €
Dy (X x X) (resp. A ox F, F ox +) appearing in the above definition is a sheaf.
Using exactness of the functor F' +— #4 ox F one can immediately check that 4A-mod
(resp. A-mod° if + is finite) is an abelian category.

Lemma 2.2.1. Let A be a pure kernel algebra over X. Then for any inductive system
of left A-modules (F;) there is a natural A-module structure on the quasi-coherent
sheaf F = lim; F;. The obtained A-module F is the limit of (F;) in the category of
A-modules.

Proof. For each map F; — Fj in this inductive system there is an induced map of
quasi-coherent sheaves + oy F; — + ox Fj, so we get a map of inductive systems
(A ox F;) — (F;). Passing to the limit and using Lemma 2.1.5 (i) we get a map

Aoy lim F; >~ lim A oy F; — lim F;,

so we get an action of /4 on F = lim F;. It is easy to check that this is a structure
of an #-module on F, and that it is the limit of (F;) in the category of #A-modules.
O
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Lemma 2.2.2. Let A be a pure kernel algebra over X, F a left A-module. Then the
complex of left A-modules

do di do
Aoy Aoy F — Aoy F — F -0

is exact, where the differentials d; are alternating sums of the appropriate operations
in two consecutive factors.

Proof. Note that in the case when X is a point this complex is the bar complex of
a module over an associative algebra. Generalizing the construction of the standard
contracting homotopy from this case, we can consider the map s, : A°X" oy F —
A°X @+ oy F induced by the unit morphism u: A,Ox — 4 in the first factor. One
immediately checks that (s,) is a contracting homotopy for our complex, hence it is
acyclic. O

Lemma 2.2.3. Let A be a finite pure kernel algebra over X. Then the natural functor
D~ (A-mod®) — D~ (A-mod) is fully faithful, and its essential image consists of all
complexes of A-modules with bounded above coherent cohomology.

Proof. This is proved in the same way as for usual sheaves of Ox-modules (see
e.g.[4], Cor.2.10,2.11). One only has to check that for every surjection of /A-modules
F — G, where G is coherent, there exists a coherent +-submodule Fy C F that
still surjects onto G. We can start with a coherent subsheaf F’ C F surjecting onto
G and then replace it with the image of the corresponding morphism of #-modules
Aoy F/' — F. O

Examples. 1. If 4 is a D-algebra on X (see [7]), flat as a left and as a right Ox -
module, then the associated sheaf §#4 on X x X has a structure of pure kernel algebra,
and the modules over §+ are exactly modules over # in the usual sense. Note that
o-flatness of § 4 over X (with respect to either projection) reduces to the usual flatness,
since §+ is supported on the diagonal.

2. Let G be a discrete group acting on a scheme X . Then we have a natural pure
kernel algebra structure on

A% = @ Or,.
geG

where [y C X x X is the graph of the actionof g~! € G on X, i.e.,, Ty = {(gx, x) |
x € X}. The product is induced by the natural isomorphisms Or, ox @rg/ ~ (Drgg,.
For every F € Qcoh(X) we have natural isomorphisms Or, ox F ~ (g7')*F. It
is easy to see that Ag-modules are exactly G-equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves on
X. Later we will generalize this example to actions of finite group schemes and of
formal groups (see Corollary 3.3.2).

3. Assume that X and S are affine, X = Spec A, S = Spec R. Then a pure
kernel algebra 4 over X corresponds to an associative ring I'(+4) equipped with a
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homomorphism A — I'(+) such that the image of R is in the centre of I'(+), and
such that I"(+A) is flat as a left (resp. right) A-module. Modules over A are usual
modules over I"(A).

We are going to describe several basic operations with kernel algebras. Let us
denote by 0: Y x X — X X Y the permutation isomorphism. Then for K €
Dy (X xY)and L € Dy (Y x Z) we have a natural isomorphism

0*(Koy L) ~c*Loy o*K 2.2.1)
on”/Z x X.

Definition. For a kernel algebra 4 over X the opposite kernel algebra AP is 0 * A,
where o is the permutation of factors in X x X. The product structure is induced by
the product structure on «+ using the isomorphism (2.2.1). Note that the opposite of
a pure kernel algebra is pure. The isomorphism (2.2.1) also shows that in the pure
case there is an equivalence of the category of left A°P-modules with the category
of right A-modules (and vice versa).

For K € Dg(X xY) and K’ € Dy.(X' x Y') we denote the external product
KOK' =055(pxy K ® pxry/K') € Dge(X x X' xY xY'),
where 023: X X X' x Y x Y’ — X xY x X’ x Y’ is the transposition.

Lemma 2.2.4. (i) For K € Dye(X x Y), L € De(Y x Z), K' € Dge(X' x Y') and
L' € Dy (Y' x Z') one has

(KOK')oyxy (LOL") = (Koy L) O (K oy L)

provided Y and Y’ are flat over S.
(ii) For K and K’ as above and for F € Dy.(Y x Y') one has a natural isomor-
phismon X x X/,

(KO K")oyxy’ F ~ (K oy F) oy (6*K"),

provided either X' or Y is flat over S.

(iii) Assume that X and X' are flat over S. If K (resp. K') is a quasi-coherent
sheaf on X x Y (resp. X' x Y'), o-flat over Y (resp. Y') then K O K’ is o-flat over
Y xY'.

Proof. Parts (i) and (ii) are easy applications of the projection and base change for-
mulae. Part (iii) follows from (ii) and from Lemma 2.1.3 (iii). O

Definition. If 4 is a kernel algebra over X and B is a kernel algebra over Y then
their external product A O 8B has a natural structure of the kernel algebra over X x Y
induced by an isomorphism of Lemma 2.2.4 (i). If A and 8 are pure then so is 4 O B
(the required o-flatness follows from Lemma 2.2.4 (iii)).
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Lemma 2.2.5. Let A (resp. B) be a pure kernel algebra over X (resp. Y). Let F
be a quasi-coherent sheaf on X x Y. Then an A O B°PP-module structure on F is
determined by a pair of morphisms a: Aox F — F, B: F oy 8 — F that satisfy
the left and right module axioms and that commute with each other, i.e., the diagram

Aoy Foy B—— Aoy F

| |

Foy B F

is commutative.

Proof. This follows easily from the natural isomorphism
(A O CBOpp) oXxY F~A oy F oy B
provided by Lemma 2.2.4 (ii). O

For example, taking 8 = A,y we see that an 4 O A, @y-module structure on
a quasi-coherent sheaf F on X x Y is given by a morphism Aoy F — Fon X xY
satisfying the module axioms.

Definition. Let f: X — Y be a morphism of flat S-schemes. If # is a kernel
algebra over X then (f X f )« has a natural structure of a kernel algebra over Y
induced by the morphism

(f X hxdoy (f X [laA = (f X f)e(Aox A)

(see (2.1.3)). If in addition f is flat and affine, Y is flat over S, and + is pure, then
(f x f)«oA is also pure. Indeed, the fact that (f X f)x« is o-flat over Y follows
from Lemma 2.1.3 (i). We call the kernel algebra ( f X f)« A the push-forward of A
under f .

Lemma 2.2.6. Let f: X — Y be a flat affine morphism, where Y is flat over
S. Then for a pure kernel algebra A over X the functor F + fF induces an
equivalence of the category of A-modules with the category of (f X f)«A-modules.
If in addition f is finite and A is finite then so is (f X f)«A and we have an
equivalence A-mod® >~ (f X f).sA-mod®.

Proof. Note that the assertion is clear in the case when Y and S are affine. In the
general case, for an #A-module F' the natural (f X f)«s-module structure on fi F
is given by the following composition

(f x flsshoy fuF = fu(hox f* fuF) = fu(hox F) = fiF,
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where the firstisomorphismis derived from (2.1.2), and the second arrow is induced by
the adjunction map f* f, F — F. Conversely, assume we are given an (f X f) -
module structure on a quasi-coherent sheaf G over Y. Then it induces an f,Ox-
module structure on G so that G >~ f, F. Furthermore, it is easy to see that the
structure morphism from ( f X f)sehoy fu F >~ fu(sAox f* fu F) to fi F commutes
with the f.Ox-module structures on both sides, so it is induced by a morphism
Aox f*fxF — F. We claim that this morphism factors through the canonical
morphism «: A oy f* fx F — +A ox F. Indeed, since « is surjective it is enough to
check this locally. But in the affine case we know this to be true. The associativity
of the obtained action #4 oy F' — F can also be checked locally.

In the case when f is finite the functor fi preserves coherence, which implies
the second assertion. O

Remark. Let 4 be a pure kernel algebra on X, and let g: ¥ — Y’ be an affine
morphism of flat S-schemes. Then for an A O A,Oy-module F on X X Y we can
introduce a natural 4 O A, OQy/-module structure on (idy x g)« F. Namely, it is given
by the map

Aoy (idy x g)« F ~ (idy x g)x(s ox F) — (idy x g)+F,

where the first isomorphism follows from Lemma 2.1.2 (ii). If in addition g is flat
then by Lemma 2.2.6, we can view (idxy X g)«F as a module over the pure kernel
algebra + O A,g«0Oy, and the above A O A Oy -module structure is induced by
the homomoprhism of kernel algebras 4 O AxOy’ — A O Axg«Oy.

2.3. Cech resolutions. We are going to introduce a notion of compatibility of a
kernel algebra A with an open covering so that the Cech resolution of an /-module
with respect to this covering would inherit the A -module structure. Here is a general
framework for this construction.

Definition. Let (€, *) be a monoidal category with a unit object /, and let (A4, p: A *
A — A,u: I — A) be an algebra in €, O an object of €. We say that a morphism

0:Ax0 — 0% A
is compatible with the algebra structure on A if the diagram

A*x A% O —=Ax0xA—=0xA*x A

l !

Ax O OxA

is commutative, where the horizontal (resp. vertical) arrows are induced by o (resp. i),
and in addition o (u * idp) = idp * u (equality of morphisms from O to O * A).
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The next lemma gives a pattern for constructing complexes similar to Cech reso-
lutions.

Lemma 2.3.1. Let (€, %), A, (O, 0) be as in the above definition. Assume in addition
that the category € is additive (where the monoidal structure is given by an additive
functor), and O is equipped with a morphism: I — O such that o (idg *t) = t*idy
(equality of morphisms from A to O x A). Then there is a natural structure of a dg-
algebra (with a unit) over (€, x) on

T'(O)*A:=ABO0*«APO*xO0xAD---,

where multiplication is induced by the product on A and o, the differential d is
characterized by

d(A) =0, dlo=(@G{do *t—t*xidp) *xidg: O * A — O * O x A.
The morphism ¢ xidg: A — O x A defines a map of complexes of A-bimodules
A — T7°0)  A[1].

Similarly, for every left A-module M there is a natural structure of a left (unital)
dg-module over T*(0O) x A on T*(0) * M and a map of complexes of A-modules
M — T>°(0) * M[1].

The proof is left to the reader.

We will apply this lemma to the monoidal structure given by the convolution.
The algebra A will be a kernel algebra and the object O will be the sheaf A(U)
concentrated on the diagonal associated with an open covering U (see (2.3.1) below).
The obtained complex of A-modules 7>°(0) * M[1] will be the Cech resolution.

By an open covering I = (U;) of X we always mean an open covering with
respect to the flat (fppf) topology. For a quasi-coherent sheaf ' on X and an open
covering (U;)jey of X such that the maps j;: U; — X are affine, let us denote
by Cy;(F) the corresponding Cech resolution of F (where indices are allowed to
coincide). Namely,

CEF)= @ JjssjjF.
Jcirtl
where for J = (io,...,ip) we denote by j;: Uj, Xx --- Xx U, < X the natural
embedding. Note thatin this case all the fibered products of j;’s are still affine maps, so
the corresponding push-forward functors are exact. For example, we can take Cech
resolutions corresponding to affine open coverings (the corresponding morphisms
Ji: Ui — X will be automatically affine since X is semi-separated).

These Cech resolution can be viewed in the context of Lemma 2.3.1 as follows.

Consider the following sheaf on X x X:

A) := ALCY(Ox) = @ Ay jixOu;. (2.3.1)
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It is equipped with the natural map ¢: A.Ox — A(U), hence we have the corre-
sponding dg-algebra T*(A(U)) with respect to the circle product. Set O°(X,U) :=
T>O(A))[1]. It is easy to see that

O"(X. 1) = AC}(Ox).

Furthermore, for F € Qcoh(X x Y) (resp. G € Qcoh(Y x X)) we have natural
isomorphisms of resolutions of F (resp. G)

0" (X. W) oy F = Cly vy (F). (2.3.2)
G ox O°(X. 1) = Cly ) (G). (2.3.3)

Using Lemma 2.3.1 we arrive to the following definition which specifies when Cech
resolutions for modules over a kernel algebra still carry an action of this kernel algebra.

Definition. We say that an open covering (U;) of X (with affine maps j;: U; — X)
is compatible with a kernel algebra + over X if there is an isomorphism in D (X x X)

o Aoy AD) = A(W) oy oA (2.3.4)

compatible with the kernel algebra structure on + and with the canonical homomor-
phism A, Ox — A(U). We say that a pure kernel algebra #4 over X is of affine type
if there exists an open affine covering (U;) of X with respect to the flat topology,
compatible with 4.

Examples. 1. Let 7: X — S be the projection. Then for any open covering (S;) of
S such that the maps S; — S are affine, the induced open covering (U; = S; x5 X)
of X is compatible with any kernel algebra over X. Indeed, this follows from the
natural isomorphisms of X xg X-schemes for each i:

Ui xs X >~ 8 xg (X xg X) >~ (X x5 X) x5 S; >~ X x5 U,.

2. Let 4 be a pure kernel algebra over X. If (U;) is an open affine covering of
X with respect to the Zariski topology and the support of 4|y, xx (resp. A|xxu;) is
contained in U; x U; for every i, then (U;) is compatible with 4. For example, if +4
is supported on the diagonal in X x X (i.e., comes from a D-algebra) then A is of
affine type.

3. Assume that # is associated with an action of a discrete group G on X (see
Example 2 in Section 2.2). Take an open affine covering (U;);e; of X such that G
permutes the open subsets U;. In other words, we assume that there is an action of
G on the set of indices / and isomorphisms ag : U; = Uy ;) defining the action of
G on |_|; U; such that for each g € G the diagram

a
Ui — Uy

jil ljg(i)
X g

HX
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is commutative. Then it is easy to check that the covering (U;) is compatible with .
For a generalization, see Proposition 3.6.2.

Assume that an open affine covering U = (Uj;) is compatible with a pure kernel
algebra 4 over X. Then by Lemma 2.3.1, we have a natural resolution of 4 by
A O A°PP-modules on X x X,

AT 1= O°(X, ) oy A = s oy O°(X, 1), (2.3.5)

which can be identified with the Cech resolution of # with respect to either covering,
(Ui x X) or (X x Uj).

We will also need truncated Cech resolutions. First, for every N > 0 consider the
complex 1<y C (.Ui) (Ox). Clearly it is still a resolution of Ox. We are going to show
that for sufficiently large N this truncation will be a sufficiently good replacement
for the Cech complex (see Lemma 2.3.3 below).

Lemma 2.3.2. Let U = (U;) be an open covering of X such that the morphisms
ji: Ui = X are affine.

(i) For every N > 0 the kernel of the differential KN = ker(d " : CIIIV (Ox) —
CéVH (Ox)) is locally a direct summand of C{lv_l (Ox).

(1) If F is a quasi-coherent sheaf on X then we have

T§NC1.1(F) o~ (TSNCI.l(@X)) QR F ~ ‘L’SN@.(X, U)oy F.

Proof. (i) Localizing we can assume that one of the open subsets is X itself. In this
case we have a contracting homotopy % for the complex

Ox — CY(Ox) — C(Ox) — --- . (2.3.6)

Restricting 7 to KV we get a splitting KV — C{IV ~1(Ox) of the surjection
C{lv_l (Ox) — K" inducedby d¥ . Hence K" is adirect summand ofC{IV_1 (Ox).

(ii) As we have seen in (i), the short exact triples 0 — K¥~-1 — CN-1 KN
0 are locally split. Therefore, tensoring them with any quasi-coherent sheaf we still
get exact triples. O

From our point of view the key feature of the Cech resolution is that it transforms
flat sheaves into complexes of o-flat sheaves. Let us show that the same is true for
sufficiently big truncated Cech resolutions.

Lemma 2.3.3. Let V be a flat quasi-coherent sheaf on X, and let 1 = (U;) be an
open dffine covering of X (with respect to the flat topology). Let no be the integer
such that H'(X, F) = 0 for i > ng for all quasi-coherent sheaves F. Then for
N > ng all terms of the truncated Cech resolution t<y Cy (V) are o-flat over X.
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Proof. First, we note that by Lemma 2.1.3 (i), (ii), all the terms Cyj(V) are o-flat
over X (because V is flat over X). Therefore, we only have to check that KV (V) =
ker(C{lV(V) — C{IVH(V)) is o-flat over X. Recall that by Lemma 2.3.2, K™ (V) is
the tensor product of V' with a flat sheaf K N(Ox), so it is flat over X . Therefore, for
every quasi-coherent sheaf G on X the sequence of sheaves on X

0>V®G—>ClHV)®G == CY ' (V)®G - KN(V)®G — 0

is exact. Since in this sequence all the sheaves C{l(V) ® G are m-acyclic, where
m: X — S is the projection, our assumption N > ng implies that K (V) ® G is
also m-acyclic. Hence,

Gox KN(V) = m (KN (V) ® G)

is concentrated in degree 0, i.e., KV (V) is o-flat over X. O

2.4. Convolution for modules over kernel algebras. Let (X, #A), (Y, B), (Z,€)
be three (flat) S-schemes equipped with pure kernel algebras. We would like to find an
analog of the convolution operation considered in Section 2.1 for modules. Namely,
for F € D(A O B°P-mod) and G € D(B O €°PP-mod) we would like to define
FogY € D(4AOE€P-mod) that would globalize the operation of tensor product of
bimodules. Below we will show how to do this under a technical assumption on B
(see Proposition 2.4.6). We start by defining an underived version and then will use
appropriate resolutions.

Let F be a (left) A O B°PP-module, and let G be a 8 O €°PP-module. Assume
that either F or G is o-flat over Y. Then we define

F5£G=coker(F0yi5’0yGi>F0y G),

where « is the difference of two natural maps, one induced by the left action Boy G —
G and the other by the right action F oy 8 — F. Note that F oy G and F oy Boy G
are sheaves because of our o-flatness assumption. The left action of 4 on F and the
right action of € on G induce the structure of the 4 O €°PP-module on F' og G (see
Lemma 2.2.5).

Note that if A" — o (resp. €’ — €) is a homomorphism of pure kernel algebras
on X (resp. Z) then the operation F oy G is compatible with the natural restriction
of scalars from # to A’ (resp. from € to €’). Also, in the case B = A,.Oy we get
the usual circle operation over Y (since in this case o = 0).

Lemma 2.4.1. Let (X, A), (Y, B), (Z,€), (T, D) be schemes equipped with pure
kernel algebras, and let F € A O B8°°P-mod, G € B8 0 €°PP-mod and H € € O
DC°PP-mod.

(i) One has an isomorphism of A O B°PP-modules F og B ~ F.
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(i1) Assume that F is o-flat over Y and H is o-flat over Z. Then one has a
Sfunctorial isomorphism of A O D°PP-modules

(F5£G)5‘€H’:F5£(G5€H).

Proof. (i) This follows easily from Lemma 2.2.2.
(i1) We have

(FogG)oe H
>~ coker((Fog G)oz €Coz H — (FogG)oz H)

8
~ coker(F oy Goz €oz H® F oy Boy Gozg H— Foy Goy H),

where § is induced by the appropriate operations between the consecutive factors in
the o-products. Similarly, we get an isomorphism F og (G oe H) ~ coker(§). [

Definition. Let F be a left 4 O B°PP-module on X x Y, where 4 (resp. B) is a pure
kernel algebra over X (resp. ¥).
(i) We say that F is o-flat over B (or simply o g-flat) if it is o-flat over Y and the
functor
B-mod - A-mod: G — Fog G

is exact.

(ii) F is o-free over B if F ~ Fy oy 8B, where Fy is a + O (A«Oy)-module,
o-flat over Y.

(iii) A complex F* of left A O B°PP-modules on X x Y is called g-o-flat over B
(or g-o g-flat) if it has oy -flat terms and for any exact complex G* of B-modules on Y
the complex F° og G* is exact (Where the definition of g is extended to complexes
in the standard way).

For example, if 8 = A,y then F is automatically o-free over B (and o g-flat)
provided it is oy -flat.

Lemma 2.4.2. (i) Assume that F € A O B8°PP-mod is o-flat over B. Then for every
scheme Z equipped with a pure kernel algebra € the functor

BOEPmod > ADEP-mod: G~ FogG

is exact. Similarly, if F is a q-o g-flat complex of A O B°PP-modules then the natural
extension of the above functor to complexes sends exact complexes to exact complexes.
(ii) Assume that F € A O B°PP-mod is o-free over B. Then F is o-flat over B.

Proof. (i) Composing with the natural forgetful functor we can assume that € =
A4«Oz. Also, we can assume that Z is affine. Then it is enough to check the exactness
of the functor G +— p1«(F og G), where p;: X X Z — X is the projection. Now the
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assertion follows from the isomorphism p1«(F og G) >~ F 5g (p1+«G), which one
can easily derive from Lemma 2.1.2 (ii) (recall that p;4G has a natural B ® A0 z-
module structure, see Remark after Lemma 2.2.6 on p. 183). The same argument
works for the second statement.

(ii) Assume that F = Fy oy 8B, where Fj is a A O (AxOy)-module on X x Y,
o-flat over Y. Note that in this case F is also oy -flat by Lemma 2.1.3 (iv). Itis enough
to construct a functorial isomorphism of #A-modules

(Fooy B)og G >~ Fooy G
for G € B8-mod. Using the definition and the oy -flatness of Fy we get

(Fgoy 8)og G ~ coker(Fy oy B oy Boy G — Fyoy Boy G)
~ Fy oy coker(B oy Boy G — B oy G).

By Lemma 2.2.2, this is isomorphic to Fp oy G. O

The following lemma is an analogue of the well known properties of g-flatness in
the case of the usual tensor product of sheaves (cf. [35], 2.5.4).

Lemma 2.4.3. Let X and Y be schemes equipped with pure kernel algebras A and
B.

(i) Let (F}') be an inductive system of complexes of left A O B°PP-modules on
X x Y (connected by chain maps). Assume that F; is q-og-flat for every i. Then the
same is true for the complex lim; Fy .

(i) If F* is a bounded above complex of A 0O B°PP-modules with o g-flat terms
then F* is g-og-flat.

Proof. (i) First we note that the terms of lim F}" are still oy -flat by Lemma 2.1.5 (ii).
Furthermore, using the same lemma, one can easily see that for every complex G* of
$B-modules the natural map

lim(F 5g G) — (im F) 53 G (2.4.1)

is an isomorphism. This immediately implies the result.
(i1) Such a complex is the inductive limit of bounded complexes with o g-flat terms
for which the statement is clear (cf. [35], 2.5.4). O

Since we will need resolutions with terms that are o-flat over a given pure kernel
algebra, we give the following technical definition.

Definition. (i) Let 4 be a pure kernel algebra over X, and let F be a A O AxOy-
module on X x Y. We say that F is o-flattening over A if it is oy -flat, and for every
flat quasi-coherent sheaf V over Y the A-module F oy V is o-flat over .
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(ii) A kernel algebra 4 over X is called left (resp. right) admissible if it is pure
and there exist a quasi-isomorphism (given by a chain map) A — M*, where M"*
is a bounded complex of A O A°PP-modules on X x X, such that each term M”",
viewed as an +A O A . Ox-module (resp. A« Oy O A°PP-module), is o-flattening over A
(resp. A°PP). We say that a kernel algebra is admissible if it is left and right admissible.

The main point of admissibility assumption is that it allows to construct resolutions
by modules that are o-flat over our kernel algebra (see Proposition 2.4.5 below). We
will show also that every pure kernel algebra of affine type is admissible, and that the
push-forward of an admissible algebra under a flat affine morphism is admissible.

Lemma 2.4.4. Let A be a pure kernel algebra over a flat S-scheme X, and let Y
and Z be flat S-schemes. If F is a A O AxOy-module, o-flattening over A, then
for every quasi-coherent sheaf V over Y x Z, flat over Y, the A O A.O z-module
F oy V is o-flat over .

Proof. We have to check exactness of the functor
A-mod — Qcoh(Z): G+ G oy, (Foy V).

Without loss of generality we can assume that Z is affine. Then it is enough to check
the exactness of the functor

G+~ JT*(G 5',4" (F oy V)) ~G 5!)4, pX*(F oy V) ~G (_304) (F oy pY*(V)),

where7: X — S, px: X XZ — X and py: Y x Z — Y are the projections. But
this follows from the condition that F' is o-flattening over #, since py« (V) is a flat
sheafon Y. O

Proposition 2.4.5. Let (X, A) and (Y, B) be schemes (flat over S) equipped with
pure kernel algebras. Assume that A is left admissible. Then every complex in
D (A O B°PP) is quasi-isomorphic to a q-o4-flat complex of A O BPP-modules.

Proof. First let F be an arbitrary 44 O B°PP-module on X x Y. Then we can find
a functorial surjection of quasi-coherent sheaves P — F, where P is flat over
X x Y (by Lemma 1.1.4; note that X xg Y is semi-separated). We have the induced
surjection of 4 O B°PP-modules A oy P oy B8 — F. Note that P oy B is still flat
over X by Lemma 2.1.3 (v). This implies that for every bounded above complex of
A O BPP-modules F* on X x Y there exists a quasi-isomorphism of the form

c1(F') = Aoy V* — F°, (2.4.2)

where V* is a bounded above complex of (A . Ox) O B°PP-modules, flat over X . Next
let A4 — M" be a quasi-isomorphism of +4 with a bounded complex of 4 [0 #A°PP-
modules, o-flattening over 4 on the left. Consider the natural map of complexes of
A O B°PP-modules

a:ci(F*) = c2(F°) := tot[M" 54 c1(F°)]
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(where tot denotes passing to the total complex of a bicomplex), induced by the map
A — M°*. By Lemma 2.4.1, we have isomorphisms

M Out (047 ox Vn) ~ M ox %44

of complexes of A O B°PP-modules. Since for each n the natural map 4 oy V" —
M* ox V" is a quasi-isomorphism, it follows that « is a quasi-isomorphism. On the
other hand, applying Lemma 2.4.4 we see that the terms of ¢, (F'*) are o-flat over +4.
Hence, by Lemma 2.4.3 (ii), ¢ (F*) is o 4-flat.

Finally, we use the standard trick to extend the above construction to the case of
an unbounded complex of 4 O B°PP-modules F°. First, we consider for each n > 0
the truncated complex t<, F'* and consider the quasi-isomorphisms of bounded above
complexes

T<n F* < c1(t<n F°) = c2(1<n F").

By functoriality we have chain maps ¢;(t<, F*) — ¢ij(t<p41 F°) fori = 1,2, com-
muting with the above quasi-isomorphisms. Now setting ¢; (F*) = lim, ¢; (1<, F*)
fori = 1, 2 gives us quasi-isomorphisms

F* < c1(F) = o F).
Furthermore, by Lemma 2.4.3 (i), the complex ¢, (F*) is g-o4-flat. O

Returning to the situation in the beginning of this subsection, let F* (resp. G°)
be a complex of A O B°PP-modules (resp. B O €°PP-modules). Then assuming
that B is right admissible, we define F* og G* as the total complex associated with
the bicomplex F* 5g G*, where F* is a g-og-flat complex quasi-isomorphic to F*.
Alternatively, if 8B is left admissible then we can use a g-o g-flat resolution of G°.

Proposition 2.4.6. Let (X, A), (Y, B), (Z,€) be flat S-schemes equipped with pure
kernel algebras, where B is left (resp. right) admissible. Then there is a biexact
functor

D(A O B°P-mod) x D(B O €PP-mod) — D(A O E€P-mod):
(F*',G*) > F*og G"*
defined as above using q-o g-flat resolution of G* (resp. F*). Assume now that 8B is
right admissible and € is left admissible, and let (T, D) be another flat S-scheme
equipped with a pure kernel algebra. Then for F € D(A O B8°P-mod), G €

D(B O€-mod) and H € D(€ O D°PP-mod) we have a functorial isomorphism
in D(A O DPP-mod):

(FogG)oe H>~Fog(Goe H).

Proof. To prove associativity we choose complexes quasiisomorphic to F' and H that
are g-o-flat over B and €, respectively. O
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The starting point for constructing examples of admissible kernel algebras is the
following result.

Lemma 2.4.7. Let X be a flat S-scheme. Then a pure kernel algebra of affine type
over X is admissible.

Proof. Let U = (U;) be an open affine covering compatible with a kernel algebra 4.
We claim that for sufficiently large N the truncated Cech resolution 7<y A" (1) =
A ox T<nOy (1) (see (2.3.5)) has terms which are o-flattening over A on the left.
Since 1<y Oy (W) is o-flat over X (recall that it is supported on the diagonal), it follows
that t<y A" (U) is also o-flat over X (on either side). Next, for a flat quasi-coherent
sheaf V' on X, we have

TSNA.(U) oy V >~ A oy ‘L’SN@)}(H) ox V >~ A oy TSNC&(V).

By Lemma 2.3.3, the terms of the complex 7<y Cy; (V) are o-flat over X. Hence,
the terms of t<y A°(U) ox V are o-free over +4, so they are o-flat over 4 by Lem-
ma 2.4.2 (ii). A similar argument shows that the terms of 7<x 4" (U) are o-flattening
over + on the right. O

Our next goal is to show that admissibility is preserved under push-forwards with
respect to affine flat morphisms.

Lemma 2.4.8. Let By — B be a homomorphism of pure kernel algebras over Y,
and let F be an A O B°PP-module. Assume that B and F are o-flat over By acting

on the right. Then for every G € B 0O €°PP-mod there is a natural isomorphism of
A O €PP-modules

Fog G ~coker(Fog, Bog, G — Fog, G).
Proof. This follows easily from the definitions. O

Lemma 2.4.9. Let f: Y — Y’ be aflat affine morphism, and let By := Ax(f«Oy)
be the corresponding pure kernel algebra over Y'. Then By is admissible, and for
F € Dye(X xY)and G € Dyc(Y X Z) one has a natural isomorphism

(idx x f)«F og, (f xidz)«G —> F oy G. (2.4.3)
If F is a oy -flat quasi-coherent sheaf on X x Y then (idx x f)«F is o-flat over By.

Proof. The pure kernel algebra 8By is of affine type (being supported on the diagonal),
so it is admissible. Hence, the right-hand side of (2.4.3) is well defined. We have a
natural morphism

(idX X f)*F oy’ (f X idz)*G — F oy G 2.4.4)
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(see (2.1.3)). If F is a sheaf, o-flat over Y, then (idxy x f)«F is o-flat over Y’ by
Lemma 2.1.3 (i). It is easy to see that for such F and for a quasi-coherent sheaf G
on Y x Z the morphism (2.4.4) induces a morphism

(idx x f)«F 3g, (f xidz)+G — F oy G. (2.4.5)

We claim that in fact this is an isomorphism. Indeed, note that the functor of G on the
right-hand side (resp. the left-hand side) is exact (resp. right exact). Also, for every
quasi-coherent sheaf G on Y x Z the natural map (f x idz)*(f xidz)«G — G
is surjective. Thus, it is enough to check that (2.4.5) is an isomorphism for G =
(f xidz)*G’, where G’ is a sheaf on Y x Z’. To this end we use the isomorphism

£f oy’ G ~ ((f X f)*A*Oy) oy’ G ~ (f X idz)* (A*@Y oy (f X idz)*Gl)
~ (f xidz)«(f xidz)*G’

that follows from (2.1.2). Together with Lemma 2.4.1 (i) this leads to
(idx x f)«F og, (f xidz)«(f x idz)*G’ ~ (idxy x f)«F oy’ G,

which is isomorphic to F oy (f x idz)*G’ by Lemma 2.1.2 (i). Note that the iso-
morphism (2.4.5) for Z = § implies that (idx x f)«F is o-flat over By (since every
Br-module on Y’ is of the form f, G, where G is a quasi-coherent sheaf on Y'). From
the considered case we can immediately extend the isomorphism (2.4.3) to the case
when F is a bounded above complex of oy -flat sheaves on X x Y and G is arbitrary
complex in Dy (Y x Z). Finally, if F' is unbounded we can consider the oy -flat res-
olutions of the truncations t<, F' and pass to the limit using the isomorphism (2.4.1).

O

Proposition 2.4.10. Let f: Y — Y’ be a flat affine morphism, B a pure kernel
algebra over Y, andlet B' := (f x [)+«B be the corresponding pure kernel algebra
overY'. Let also A (resp. €) be a pure kernel algebra over X (resp. Z).

() If F is an A O B°PP-module, o-flat over Y, then (idy x f)«F is o-flat over Y’
and for G € B8 O €°’P-mod we have a natural isomorphism

(idy x f)«Fog (f xidz)+«G = F 53 G. (2.4.6)
In particular, if F is o-flat over B, then (idy x f)«F is o-flat over B'.
(i) If B is left (resp. right) admissible then so is B'. In this case for F €
D(A O B°PP-mod) and G € D(B O €°PP-mod) we have a natural isomorphism

(idX X f)*F og’ (f X idz)*G ~ FoggG. 2.4.7)

Proof. (i) We have already seen that (idy x f)«F is o-flat over B (and over Y”) in
Lemma 2.4.9. Note also that by the same Lemma, 8’ = (idy X f)«(f xidy)«38B is
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o-flat over By (since (f x idy)«B is o-flat over ¥ by Lemma 2.1.3 (i)). Therefore,
using Lemma 2.4.8 we can represent the left-hand side of (2.4.6) as the cokernel of

(idx X f)«F og, B og, (f xidz)+G — (idx x f)«F og, o(f x idz)«G.

Here the target is isomorphic to F oy G by Lemma 2.4.9. Also, using the same
Lemma, we can rewrite

(idX X f)*F B (f X f)*i)) °8, (f X idz)*G
>~ (idx x f)«F og, (f xidy)«B oy G >~ F oy Boy G,

so that the above map is identified with the map F oy B oy G — F oy G used to
define F og G. This gives the isomorphism (2.4.6).

Since the functor ( f Xidz)«: BOE°PP-mod — B’ €°P-mod is an equivalence
(see Lemma 2.2.6), the second assertion follows.

(ii) Let 8 — M" be a quasi-isomorphism with a bounded complex of B [0 B3°PP-
modules on Y x Y, such that each term M" is o-flattening over 8 on the left. We
claimthat B’ — (f x f)«M" is a o-flattening resolution for B’. Indeed, let us check
that (f* X f)«M" is o-flattening over B’ on the left. First, we note that ( f* X f)4M"
is o-flat over Y’ (on the right) by Lemma 2.1.3 (i). Next, given a flat quasi-coherent
sheaf V' on Y’ we have to check that (f X f)«M" oy, V is o-flat over B’. Using
(2.1.2) we obtain

(f X f)aM"” oy: V > (f xidy)sx(M" oy f*V),

which is o-flat over B’ by part (i). Finally, the isomorphism (2.4.7) follows from
(2.4.6) by taking a g-o g-flat resolution of G (resp. F). O

2.5. Extending an equivalence of derived categories to modules over kernel alge-
bras. Recall that a pair of adjoint functors (®, ¥), where ®: € — €', ¥: € — €,
can be characterized by two morphisms of functors «: @V — Ider and f: Ide —
W, such that the compositions @ — VP — & and ¥V — VPY — W are the
identity morphisms. Furthermore, & is fully faithful (resp. equivalence) if and only if
B is an isomorphism (resp. @ and 8 are isomorphisms). For functors given by kernels
we can consider the following version of this picture.

Definition. Let X and Y be flat S-schemes. Assume that we have objects & €
Dy(X xY)and @ € Dy (Y x X) equipped with a pair of morphisms
a: P oy @ - AOy, (2.5.1)
B: AOy — Qox P (2.5.2)

such that the compositions
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are the identity morphisms. In this situation we say that (£, @; «, B) is an adjoint
kernel data. Consider the corresponding functors

®p: Dye(Y) = Dye(X): G+ P oy G,
®g: Dye(X) = Dgc(Y): F > Qox F.

Then Lemma 2.1.1 implies that (®p, ®g) is an adjoint pair of functors.

Example. Assume Y is smooth and proper over S of relative dimension n, and let
be a perfect complex on X x Y. Then by the duality theory we have a natural adjoint
kernel data (&, @) with

Q = 0. (P” ® pywy)lnl.

where 0: Y x X — X x Y is the permutation of factors, py: X xY — Y is the
projection.

Now let 4 be a kernel algebra over X. Set B8 = @ oy + oy #. Then we have a
natural morphism

Boy B~ Qox Aoy P oy oy Aoy P — @ oy (A oy A)ox P,

induced by (2.5.1). Therefore, the product p: 4 ox A — A induces an associative
operation B oy 8 — B. Similarly, the unit u: A,Ox — A together with the map
(2.5.2) induce a unit morphism A,Oy — B. One can check that the unit axioms
for this morphism follow from the compatibilities between o and B that we assumed.
Thus, we get a structure of a kernel algebra on 3.

Note also that (2.5.1) induces morphisms

foyj))ze?oy(QOXerxf—)AOXe?,

253
Boy@=Qox Aoy Poy @ — Qox A, ( )

which are compatible with the products (resp. units) on B and .

Assume in addition that 4 and B are pure kernel algebras, and that each of
the complexes & and @ is concentrated in single cohomological degree. Then by
Lemma 2.1.3 (ii), # := A oy P and @ := @ ox + are also concentrated in single
cohomological degree. Using morphisms (2.5.3) we get the commuting left 4-action
and right B-action on J (resp. left B-action and right A-action on @). Therefore,
using Lemma 2.2.5 we can view & (resp. @) as an object of D (A O B°PP-mod)
(resp. D(B O A°PP-mod)). Note that the unit in # induces morphisms

Lj)iﬂj—>e7’5, t@:(,‘l—>(:"2

in Dye(X x Y) and Dy (Y x X).
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Theorem 2.5.1. Assume S is semi-separated. Let X and Y be semi-separated
schemes, flat over S, and let € Dg(X X Y), @ € Dy(Y x X) be objects, each
concentrated in single cohomological degree, equipped with a pair of morphisms
(2.5.1) and (2.5.2), such that (P, @, «, B) is an adjoint kernel data.

(i) Let A be an admissible kernel algebra over X. Assume that the corresponding
kernel algebra B = @Q ox 4 ox P overY is admissible (in particular, pure). Define
P e D(A O 8°PP-mod) and Qe D(B O A°PP-mod) as above, and consider the
functors

®5: D(B-mod) — D(A-mod): G +— F Pog G,
®5: D(A-mod) — D(B-mod): F QoyF.

Then the natural map in Dy.(Y X Y') given as the composition

B =Qox Aoy P ﬂ)éoxdjoox —>G‘ZOA 2.5.4)
lifts to an isomorphism in D(8B O B8°PP-mod). Hence, we have the induced isomor-

phism of functors
Q5o0ds ~Id (2.5.5)

If in addition a and B are isomorphisms then ® 5 and ® g are mutually quasi-inverse
equivalences.

(ii) Let A1 — A be a homomorphism of kernel algebras over X, and consider the
induced homomorphism of kernel algebras 81 = Qox Aj0P — B = Qox Aoy P
Suppose that A, 4y, B, By are all admissible. Then the functors ®g (resp. @ 5)
constructed in (i) for the pairs (A, B) and (A1, B1) commute with the corresponding
restriction (resp. induction) functors between the derived categories of modules.

(iii) Assume in addition that X and Y are proper over S, P and @ are coherent
sheaves of finite Tor-dimension (up to a shiﬁ) and A is a finite admissible kernel
algebra over X such that B = @ ox A ox P is admissible. Then B is also finite
and the functor ®g restricts to a functor from D?(A-mod®) to D?(B-mod®). In
particular, when o and 8 are isomorphisms these two categories are equivalent.

Proof. (1) Using the properties of the convolution operation for modules we obtain
natural isomorphisms

Qop P ~Qoy(hoxy P)~Qox P ~Qox Aoy P =B (2.5.6)
in D(B 0O AxOy-mod) and

Qop P~ (Qoy A)op P ~Qoy P ~Qox Aoy P =3B (2.5.7)

in D(A«Oy O8°PP-mod). In particular, Qo4 P isconcentrated in degree 0. Also, itis
easy to check that both isomorphisms (2.5.6) and (2.5.7) are compatible with the map
(2.5.4). Hence, we get the required isomorphism in $8 0 8°PP-mod. The isomorphism
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of functors (2.5.5) follows from this by the associativity of the convolution (see
Proposition 2.4.6).

If both o and B are isomorphisms then we can reverse the roles of (X, #) and
(Y, B) (resp. of # and @). This will lead to an isomorphism of functors ® 50®P 5 ~ Id
that together with (2.5.5) proves that ® 5 and ® 5 are mutually quam 1nverse

(i) Let & and @ have the same meaning as in (i), and let #; := A ox &P
and @J = @ oy 4 be similar objects for 4;. Then we have an isomorphism
@ >~ @ o4, A in D(B O A°P-mod). Therefore, for F' € D(+A-mod) we get

Og(F)=Qoy F~(Qrog, A)op F ~Qroy, F =0z (F),

from which we obtain the compatibility of (®g, CDél) with the restriction functors
D(A-mod) — D(Aj1-mod) and D(B8-mod) — D(B;-mod). On the other hand,
using the isomorphism P >~ #4 o4, Py, for G € D($B1-mod) we obtain

O(B °8, G) O£ (:B °8, G) O.B G~ Ao.f%] J 1°8, G = 'A’orA] q) (G)

which gives the required compatibility with the induction functors.

(iii) Our assumptions imply that 8 is obtained by the proper push-forward from
a bounded complex with coherent cohomologies, hence, it is a coherent sheaf it-
self. By part (ii), the functor ®5: D(A-mod) — D(B-mod) commutes with the
forgetful functors to quasi-coherent sheaves, so it preserves the condition for a com-
plex to have coherent cohomology sheaves. By Lemma 2.2.3, we obtain a functor
D~ (A-mod®) — D~ (B-mod®) commuting with forgetful functors. Since @ has
finite Tor-dimension, it preserves boundedness of cohomology. The last assertion
follows from (i). O

3. Kernel representations and derived equivalences

In this section we develop a framework for constructing examples of the Fourier—
Mukai dual kernel algebras. More precisely, our study will focus on kernel algebras
related to categories of twisted sheaves on global quotient stacks X/G and their
generalizations involving formal groups. The main idea is that these kernel algebras
are determined by the corresponding action of G on the category Dy.(X). More
generally we introduce the notion of a kernel representation of a group G over X that
can be viewed as a refined version of an action of G on Dy.(X), and associate with
each such kernel representation a kernel algebra over X. The point is that given a
kernel representation of G over X and a derived equivalence from X to Y, one gets a
kernel representation of G over Y. Furthermore, the associated kernel algebras will
also be related by this derived equivalence. An important example of a pair of kernel
algebras obtained in this way for the standard Fourier—Mukai transform of abelian
varieties is given by Theorem 3.7.3.



198 A. Polishchuk

This section contains a lot of technical definitions and constructions. For the
reader’s convenience we provide here a quick informal overview. First, the kind of
twisting we consider for sheaves on a quotient stack X /G has to do with a notion of
1-cocycle of G with values in Pic(X). This is a very natural device for producing
gerbes on X /G, similar to gerbe data of [16] (resp. presentation of a gerbe of
[10]). Namely, an action of G on X gives rise to the so called action groupoid
I'c C X x G x X over X, where T'g consists of (x, g, x") such that x = gx’.
A 1-cocycle of G with values in Pic(X) can be defined as a central extension of
I'c by G;,. More explicitly, it is given by a line bundle £ over G x X equipped
with the 1-cocycle isomorphism £g,g,x =~ £g,,20x @ Lg, x satisfying natural
compatibilities. One can think of a 1-cocycle as an enrichment of a homomorphism
G — Aut(X) x Pic(X), where the projection to Aut(X) corresponds to the given
action of G on X. Viewing Aut(X) x Pic(X) as a subgroup in Auteq(Dyc(X))
we are led to consider a similar enrichment of the notion of homomorphism G —
Auteq(Dyc(X)). This is exactly what we call a kernel representation of G over
X. When G is discrete then a kernel representation is simply a rule that associates
with every element ¢ € G an object (“kernel”) Vy € Dg.(X x X), compatible
with composition in G and with the convolution of kernels (in general, a kernel
representation should be given by an object in Dy (X x G x X)).

Another useful technical notion is that of convolution algebra. Let (s,t): M —
X x X be a groupoid over X (in the main text we will also consider a more general case
of a monoid). Then there is a natural operation of convolution for sheaves on M. By
definition, a convolution algebra on M is an algebra object in Dy.(M) with respect
to the monoidal structure given by the convolution. In the case when M = X x X
we recover the notion of a kernel algebra. In general, taking the push-forward of any
convolution algebra on M with respect to the anchor map M — X x X one obtains
a kernel algebra (see (3.2.2)). On the other hand, we show that in the case when G
is a finite group scheme one can associated with every kernel representation of G
over X, a certain convolution algebra on X x G x X (see Proposition 3.2.4 and the
discussion after it). Thus, we have the following sequence of constructions:

(3.4.5) ) P.3.2.4 i
I-cocycles —— Kernel representations —— Convolution algebras

(322

——> Kernel algebras
The composition of the two last arrows V' +— A(V, wg/s) associates a kernel algebra
to a kernel representation V. The importance of this construction for us is its com-
patibility with derived equivalences of Fourier—Mukai type (see Proposition 3.2.5).
On the other hand, we provide a more direct construction of the convolution algebra
associated with a 1-cocycle &£ of G with values in Pic(X) (see Lemma 3.4.2). This
allows us to relate the category of modules over the corresponding kernel algebra
,Ayg (&£) with the corresponding category of twisted G -equivariant sheaves on X (see
Theorem 3.4.1 and Corollary 3.4.5). Sometimes we have to work with more flexible
versions of the notions of 1-cocycle and kernel representation, called quasi-1-cocycle
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and kernel quasi-representation. The first two arrows in the above sequence still
make sense for these more general notions. More importantly, we also develop a
parallel story where the group G is replaced with a formal group scheme.

Conventions. We denote by S a fixed base scheme, and as before, all products are
fibered over S. We also assume all schemes and formal schemes to be flat over S.
By a formal group scheme G over S we mean a group object in the category of
formal schemes over S (flat over S). Sometimes, we will assume that a formal group
scheme G is of ldu-pseudofinite type (resp. Idu-pseudofinite) over S — we refer to
this as Idu-pft (resp. ldu-pf) over S.

For a field k of characteristic zero we will call simply formal k-groups (k-groupes
formels in terminology of [33]), commutative formal groups G over k such that (i) the
natural action of Gal(k/k) on G(k) factors through some quotient Gal(k’/ k) with
k' C k afinite Galois extension of k, (ii) the group G (k) = G (k') is finitely generated,
and (iii) the topological k-algebra O ¢ is a quotient of k[[#1, . . . , #,]] for some n. The
Cartier duality (see [23], 2.2.2, or [21], Chap. II) gives an anti-equivalence between
the category of formal k-groups and the category of affine commutative algebraic
groups over k. We will also use the Cartier duality for finite flat group schemes over
an arbitrary base S.

Starting from Section 3.5, whenever formal k-groups are mentioned it is assumed
that S = Spec(k).

3.1. Convolution of sheaves parametrized by formal schemes. We need a version
of the convolution operation considered in Section 2.1 involving formal schemes.
More precisely, formal schemes will appear only as parameter spaces so that the
actual “integration” is performed only along the direction of a usual scheme. We start
with the data consisting of three schemes X, Y, Z and two formal schemes P and Q.
Letus denote by Dp z(X X P xY) C Dge(X x P xY) the full subcategory of objects
F such that for some open covering (U;) of P the restriction of F to X x U; x Y
isin Dz(X x U; x Y). Assuming that Y is proper, we can define the convolution
operation

Dpe(X X PXY)XxDpz(Y X QXZ)—> Dpyg:z(X xPxQxZ)

sending (K, L) to
Koy L := p12as«(Pir3 K ® piasL),

where p; denote projections from the product X x P x Y x Q x Z. Note that
K oy Lisin Dpy gz by Proposition 1.2.2 (vi). More generally, the above operation
is defined when Y is not necessarily proper but K is the push-forward from a closed
formal subscheme proper over X x P — we will say in this case that the support of
K is proper over X x P (alternatively, it is enough to require the support of L to be
proper over Q x Z). Using appropriate versions of the projection and base change
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formulae for formal schemes (see Theorems 1.2.3 and 1.2.4 (i)) we can easily check
the following two properties of this operation:

Associativity: if T (resp. R) is another scheme (resp. formal scheme) then for
M € Dg:(Z x R x T) one has a natural isomorphism

(Koy L)yoz M =~ Koy (Loz M),
provided the support of L is proper over ¥ x Q and over Q x Z.

Change of parameter spaces: if ¢: P’ — P andy: Q' — Q are maps of formal
schemes then we have

((idx x ¢ xidy)*K) oy ((idy x ¥ xidz)*L) ~ (idy x ¢ x ¢ x idz)*(K oy L),

provided the support of L is proper over Q x Z (or the support of K is proper over
X x P).

3.2. Kernel representations and convolution algebras. The following definition
provides a natural framework for working with “nice” homomorphisms from a group
scheme (resp. formal group scheme) to the group of autoequivalences of the derived
category of quasi-coherent sheaves on a scheme.

Definition. Let G be a monoid in the category of S-schemes, X an S-scheme (recall
that flatness over S is always assumed).

(i) A kernel quasi-representation of G over X is an object V € Dy (X x G x X)
equipped with a morphism

w:Vox V— (iddy xmxidx)*V

over X X G x G x X,where m: G x G — G is the group law, satisfying the natural
associativity condition over X x G X G x G x X, and a morphism

u: A*(9X d (idX X e X idx)*V,

where e: S — G is the unit for G, compatible with @ in a natural way. The
associativity condition amounts to the commutativity of the following diagram:

Voy Voxy V—2"%0 L (idy xom x idy)*V ox V

=~ (idX Xm X idex)*(V ox V)

idox

|4 oy (idX Xm X idx)*V ,,
~ (idyxg x m x idy)*(V ox V) ——-—~ (idy x mm x idx)*V.
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Here mm: G> — G sends (g1, g2, g3) t0 12283, the maps p’ and u” are induced
by u, the isomorphisms are particular cases of (2.1.1). The compatibility of the unit
morphism u with u means that the composition

V ~ AOx ox V XX (idy x e x idg)*V oy V — V,

where the second arrow is induced by (idy X e x idg X idy)*u (resp. similar com-
position with id oy u) equals the identity map.

(i1) A kernel representation is a kernel quasi-representation such that y and u are
isomorphisms.

(iii) Let G be a monoid in the category of formal schemes over S, and let X be an
S-scheme. Then the definitions (i) and (ii) still make sense with V- € D (X xG x X)
provided the support of V' is proper over X x G and over G x X (see Section 3.1).

(iv) If p: G’ — G is a homomorphism of monoids and V is a kernel quasi-
representation of G over X then we define the restriction of V to G’ by

p*V = (idy x p x idx)*V.

This is a kernel quasi-representation of G’ over X. The same construction works
when G and G’ are formal group schemes provided V € Dz(X x G x X) has the
support proper over X X G and over G x X.

If G is a discrete group then to give a kernel representation of G amounts to the
data of kernels Vy € Dy.(X x X) parametrized by g € G along with the isomor-
phisms Vg, o Vg, =~ Vg, ¢, satisfying the natural axioms (in particular, the functors
corresponding to V, and V,—1 are quasi-inverse of each other). Thus, we have an
action of G on Dy (X) by the corresponding autoequivalences (in the strict sense
as defined in [51]). A kernel quasi-representation in the case of a discrete group
G can be viewed as a G-graded kernel algebra (D, Vg One can try to imitate
this construction for general G by associating with a kernel quasi-representation a
kernel algebra via some kind of “integration” over G. Below we will show that this
is possible provided one fixes an appropriate analogue of “measure” on G.

The passage from kernel representations to kernel algebras goes through an in-
termediate notion that we call a convolution algebra. We will first construct kernel
algebras associated with convolution algebras and then explain the connection with
kernel representations in Proposition 3.2.4.

To avoid confusion let us first give the following definition.

Definition. Let X be a scheme (resp. formal scheme). We say that a scheme (resp. for-
mal scheme) M is a monoid (resp. formal monoid) over X if M is a monoid in the
category of (formal) X x X-schemes, where the monoidal structure on the latter
category is given by the fibered product over X (i.e., this by the composition of corre-

spondences). Concretely, M should be equipped with a morphism M Q) X x X,
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as well as the product map m: M xy M — M and the unit map e: X — M sat-
isfying the usual axioms. Informally, we can think of M as the set of morphisms
in a category that has X as the set of objects (perhaps for this reason in [47] formal
monoids are called “formal categories”). Note that groupoids over X (considered in
the theory of algebraic stacks) are examples of monoids over X .

Lemma 3.2.1. (i) Let X be a scheme and let M (s—t)> X X X be a monoid over

X such that the maps s and t from M to X are flat. Let m: M xx M — M and
e: X — M denote the product and the unit maps. Then the category Dq.(M) has a
monoidal structure given by the following convolution operation:

F 8 :=mi(p]F ® p>§).

The sheaf exOx is a unit object for this monoidal structure.

Y
(ii) Now let X be a formal scheme, M 2) X x X a formal monoid over X.

Assume in addition that the maps s and t are flat and of ldu-pseudofinite type, and m
is ldu-quasi-compact. Then replacing my with mq« in the formula for ¥ % § we get
a monoidal structure on the category D g (M) such that e«Ox is still a unit object.

Proof. (i) To construct an associativity isomorphism (¥ % §) « K ~ F x (§ * K)
we first use the base change isomorphism for the cartesian diagram

M xx M xxy M 22 M xx M

mxidMi \Lm

MxyM—21 oy

along with the projection formula for m x idy to get an isomorphism
(F x8)« H ~my (p{(F % G)* p3H)

~ my(m X idp )« (p7F ® p36 ® piH)
= (mm)« (P{F ® p3§ ® p3 ).

where mm: M xy M xy M — M is the triple composition. In a similar way we
get an isomorphism

Fx(§xH)~ (mm)y (piF Q@ p3§ Q p3H).

An isomorphism (e+Ox) * ¥ >~ ¥ is obtained from the following sequence of
isomorphisms

F ~mu(e xidp)eF =~ mu((e x idpy)«Om ® p3F)
>~ my(py(exOx) ® p;F) = (exOx) x F,
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where we use the projection formula for the map e x idpys: M — M Xy M and the
base change formula for the cartesian diagram

M——X

eXidMi ie

Mxxy M 2> x.
(i1) The proof is similar to (i) using Theorems 1.2.3 and 1.2.4 (ii), (iii). Ll

Remark. Note that in the case when M is a formal groupoid over X the condition for
m to be ldu-quasi-compact in part (ii) of the above lemma follows from the assumption
that s is of Idu-pseudofinite type.

>t .
Definition. (i) Let X be a scheme and let M 2) X x X amonoid over X such that

the maps s and # from M to X are flat. A convolution algebra on M 1is an algebra
object 'V € Dy (M) with respect to the monoidal structure given by the convolution
(see Lemma 3.2.1 (i)). Thus, V is equipped with a product morphism

p:m«(piV & p3 V) =V
and a unit morphism

satisfying the usual axioms.

(i1) Now let X be a formal scheme, M ﬂ X x X a formal monoid over X.

Assume in addition that the maps s and ¢ are flat and of 1du-pseudofinite type, and m is
ldu-quasi-compact. A convolution algebra on M is an algebra object V € D (M)
with respect to the monoidal structure given in Lemma 3.2.1 (ii).

It is clear that for M = X x X, where X is a scheme, we get exactly the notion
of a kernel algebra. On the other hand, for M = X we get the notion of an algebra
in Dyc(X) with respect to the tensor product. In the case when X = S (the base
scheme) and M = G is a group scheme over S, the convolution algebra on G, is an
algebra object in Dy (G) with respect to the Pontryagin product. Similarly, if G is
an ldu-pft formal group scheme over S (i.e., of Idu-pseudofinite type over S) then we
have a notion of a convolution algebra structure on an object of Dy (G).

Lemma 3.2.2. Let f: M — M’ is the morphism of monoids over X satisfying the
conditions of the above definition. Then the functor fi: Do(M) — Dy.(M’) has a
natural structure of monoidal functor for the convolution operations. In particular, if
V is a convolution algebra on M then f,'V has a natural structure of a convolution
algebra on M'. If f': M’ — M" is another such morphism then the natural
isomorphism of functors (f' f)« 2 f.o f« is compatible with the monoidal structures.
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Similar assertions hold in the case of formal monoids, where f is assumed to be ldu-
quasi-compact and [y is replaced with fgs: Dge(M) — Dge(M”).

Proof. Let ¥,8§ € Dyc(M) andset F' = fo.F, 8§ = f,§. Letalsom’: M' xx
M’ — M’ denote the product map for M’. First let us observe that using the adjoint
pair ((f x f)*,(f x f)«) and the canonical maps f*¥%’ — ¥ and f*§ — & we
get a morphism

PiF @ p3e — (f x [)«(pTF ® p3%) (3.2.1)

on M’ x M’. We claim that it is an isomorphism. Indeed, applying the base change
formula to the cartesian square

fxid
MxM —M xM

2 ) |

M M’

we get an isomorphism pi ¥’ >~ (f x idpy)«pyF on M’ x M’. Together with the
projection formula this gives

Pi¥F @ p38 = (f xidy)«(p7F ® p39").

Next, we apply the base change formula to the cartesian square

idx f
MxM——MxM'
pzl J/pz

f

M———M

to get an isomorphism p3§’ ~ (idy X f)«p5¥§. Combining it with the previous
isomorphism and using the projection formula again we obtain an isomorphism

PiF' ®@p3g = (f xidy )« (pTF ® (idm x [)+p39) = (f X ) (p1 F ® p39).
which is given by the map (3.2.1). Therefore,
m (piF' ® p39') = m(f x f)+(p]F & p3§) = fum«(piF ® p39)

over M’ xxy M’, as required. To check compatibility with the associativity constraint
one can use the canonical isomorphism

i) ® p3(f48) ® p3(fudl) == (f X | x [)+(piF ® p3§ ® p3H)

on M x M’ x M' for ¥,§,# € Dy (M), defined similarly to (3.2.1). The case of
formal monoids is very similar. O
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For us the most important case of the above construction is when M’ = X x X
and f is the structure morphism (s,7): M — X x X.

Definition. Let X be a scheme, M a monoid (resp. formal monoid) over X such that
the structure maps s,7: M — X are flat (resp. flat and of 1du-pseudofinite type; in
addition assume that m is ldu-quasi-compact). We associate with every convolution
algebra 'V over M a kernel algebra over X by setting

Ap (V) = (5,1)xV (3.2.2)
(resp. Ay (V) = (5,1)gx V).

The following lemma gives a sufficient condition for checking when the kernel
algebra of the form s (V) is pure.

Lemma 3.2.3. Assume X and S are semi-separated. Let M ﬂ) X x X be amonoid

(resp. formal monoid) over X satisfying the assumptions of the above definition,
and let 'V be a convolution algebra over X. Assume in addition that both maps
s,t: M — X are affine (resp. ldu-affine), and that 'V is a quasi-coherent sheaf
(resp. torsion quasi-coherent sheaf), flat over X with respect to both s and t. Then
the kernel algebra Ap (V) is pure.

Proof. We only need to check that (s,7)«V (resp. (s,%)g«V) is o-flat over X with
respect to both projections. But this follows immediately from Lemma 2.1.4. O

If G is a group scheme (resp. formal group scheme) over S then we can view
X x G x X as a monoid (resp. formal monoid) over X using the product on G and
the unitin G. In the following proposition we denote by p; (resp. p;;) the projection
of the product X x G x X onto its factors (resp. double products of factors).

Proposition 3.2.4. Let G be a group scheme (resp. ldu-pft formal group scheme)
over S, X an S-scheme, V a kernel quasi-representation of G over X (recall that
in the formal case we assume that V € Dg (X X G x X) and the support of V is
proper over X x G and G x X), P a convolution algebra on G. Then V ® p3 P has
a natural structure of a convolution algebra on X x G x X. Hence, we also have the
corresponding kernel algebra

AV, P) = Axxexx(V & p; P) = p13«(V ® p3 P)
over X (in the formal case we should use (p13)gx)-

Proof. We will only consider the case when G is a group scheme (the case of a
formal group scheme is analogous). Note that the product map for X x G x X is the
composition of the projection X x G X X x G x X — X x G x G x X with the
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map (idy x m xidy): X x G x G x X — X x G x X. Applying the projection
formula for the former map we see that the convolution product on V' ® p5 P should
correspond to a map

(idy xm x idy)«[(Vox V) ® p5 P ® p3P] > V @ p; P.
To construct such map we start with the morphism
(Vox V)®psPQ®p3P — (idy xm xidx)*V ® p5 P Q p3 P

on X XxG xG x X induced by themap pt: Vox V — (idy xm xidy)*V. Combining
the projection formula for the map idy x m x idy with the flat base change formula
for PX P € Dy (G x G) and the cartesian diagram

D23

XIXGxGxX—GxG

idxmxidl \Lm

XxGxX G

we get an isomorphism

(idx x m x idx)«((idx x m xidx)*V ® p5P ® p3P) =~V ® p>m«(P K P).
Hence, we get the required morphism
py,p: (dxy xmxidy)«[(Vox V)®p; PQp3 Pl > VQpsm«(PRP) - VQp; P

over X x G x X, where the second arrow is induced by the convolution algebra
structure on P. The associativity is checked as follows. Let us consider the following
diagram with cartesian squares

XXGXXXGXXXGXX —>XXGXXXGXGXxX—>XxGxXxGxX

\L \L idx xG XmXidyx \L

XXGXGXXXGXX ——XXGXGXGXX —XxGxGxX

XXGXXXGxX ———— > XxGxGxX ——— XxGxX,

where all the arrows are either projections omitting one of the factors X, or maps
induced by the product in two consecutive factors G. For each vertex v in this diagram
let X(v) = X x G™' x X x G"2 x --- denote the corresponding scheme. We have
a natural object W(v) € D(X(v)) defined as follows: let m(v): X(v) - X x G x
X x G -+ x X denote the map induced by the product maps G*' — G, G"2 — G,
etc. Then W(v) is given by the (derived) tensor product of pull-backs of P from all
the factors of G with the pull-back by m(v) of the object pi,3V ® pi;sV @ - €
D(XxGxXxG---xX). Next, forevery arrowe: v — v'let f(e): X(v) = X(v')
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be the corresponding morphism. Then we have natural map f(e).W(v) — W(v’)
induced either by u (in the case when f'(e) is the projection omitting one of the factors
X), or by the convolution product on P (when f(e) is induced by m). Furthermore,
we claim that for each of the four small cartesian squares of our diagram

e
v1i>v2

the induced morphisms

f(e2a 0e12)« X(v1) = f(e2a)x fe12)x X (V1) — f(e24)x X(v2) — X(v4)
and

f(ezs0e13)« X (V1) = f(eza)s f(e13)« X (V1) = f(e34)« X (v3) — X(v4)

are the same. Indeed, for the upper left (resp. lower right) square this amounts to
the associativity of w (resp. of the convolution product on P). For the remaining
two squares this can be deduced from the base change formula. Now the required
associativity of wp follows from the similar compatibility applied to the ambient
square in the big diagram above.

The unit for V' ® pJ P is given by the composition

(idy x e X idy)«A«Ox 5 (idy x e xidy)«(idy x e x idx)*V
>~V ® (idy x e xidx)«Oxxx — V ® p3 P,

where the second arrow is induced by the unit for P. O

Assume that G is a finite group scheme (resp. locally nicely ind-finite formal
group scheme) over §. Let us consider the dualizing sheaf wg,/s = 7'Os, where
n: G — S is the projection (in the formal case we use the functor 7' from Propo-
sition 1.2.5 (i1)). It is easy to see that wg,s has a natural structure of a convolution
algebra on G (see Theorem 3.3.1 below for a more general construction). Thus, in
this case we can associate with any quasi-kernel representation V' of G the kernel
algebra A(V, wg/s) over X.

For us the most useful property of kernel (quasi-)representation is that they can be
carried over under derived equivalences in a way compatible with the corresponding
operation on kernel algebras. This follows from the following more general statement.

Proposition 3.2.5. Let X and Y be S-schemes, and let (P, @, a, B) be adjoint kernel
data, where P € Dy.(X xY) and @ € Dy (Y x X) (see Section 2.5). Let G be a
group scheme over S, and let V be a kernel quasi-representation of G over X. Then
Q@ ox V ox P has a natural structure of a kernel quasi-representation of G over Y .
This correspondence is compatible with the restriction under a homomorphism of
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group schemes G' — G. Furthermore, if P is a convolution algebra on G then we
have an isomorphism of kernel algebras over Y :

A(Q ox V ox P), P) ~ Q ox A(V, P) ox P. (3.2.3)

Similar assertions hold if G is a formal group scheme over S, X and Y are proper
over S,V € Dg:(X X G x X) (in the analog of the last assertion we should require
G to be 1du-pft over S in order to consider a convolution algebra over it).

Proof. Using the associativity of the o-product, the map «: P oy @ — A,Ox and
the product map u for V' we obtain a morphism

(@OX Voxf)oy(aox Voxfp) —> @OX VOX VOX¢7) —> @oX(idX XmXidx)*Voxfp.

By Lemma 2.1.2 (ii), the target of this map is naturally isomorphic to (idy x m x
idy)* (@ ox V ox &). This gives a product map for @ oy V ox #. On the other hand,
by Lemma 2.1.2 (iii), we have

(idy x e xidy)*(Q ox V ox ) ~ Q ox (idy x e x idx)*V ox &P.

Hence, the unit for V' together with the map 8: A.Oy — @ ox & induce a unit for
@ ox V ox #. The isomorphism (3.2.3) is obtained using the associativity of the
o-product:

A((Qox Vox P),P)=(Qox Vox P)ogxx (P OALOx)
~ @Qox Vogxx (AxOg OP) ogxx (P O ALOx)
>~ Qox Vogxx (POALOx) ogxx (AxOg O P)
~ Qox (Vogxx (POA«Ox)) ox P. O

3.3. Equivariant sheaves as modules over kernel algebras. We are going to show
that in the situation when a finite group scheme (resp. locally nicely ind-finite formal
group scheme) acts on a scheme X there is a natural way to construct a kernel algebra
on X that captures the corresponding category of equivariant sheaves. In fact, we can
deal with a more general situation of a groupoid over X .

Theorem 3.3.1. (i) Let (s,t): M — X X X be a groupoid over X. Assume that the
maps s and t are finite and flat. Then the relative dualizing sheaf ws = s'Ox has a
natural structure of a convolution algebra on M. Its push-forward to X x X is a pure
kernel algebra Ay = Apr(ws) over X. The category of Apr-modules is equivalent
to the category of M -equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves on X. By definition, these
are quasi-coherent sheaves F on X equipped with an isomorphism o: t*F — s*F
such that

m*a = pika o p;a, e*a = idg, 3.3.1)
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where m, p1, pp: M xx M — M are the product and the projections, e: X — M
is the unit map.

(i) The above statements hold also in the case when M is a formal groupoid
over X with the following changes. We assume that locally over S each connected
component of M is affine over X with respect to both s and t and can be presented as
the inductive limit of a system of closed subschemes M, C M4+ C --- C M such
that each M, is finite and flat over X with respect to both s and t. We set wg = s'Ox
(see Proposition 1.2.5 (i1)). The definition of an M -equivariant structure on F should
be modified as follows: it is given by a map o € H/(;n(l*F ,8*F), and the relations

(3.3.1) are imposed using H/o?n-spaces (see (1.2.1)).

Proof. Part (i) is a particular case of part (ii), so it is enough to consider the case of
a formal groupoid. Our assumptions imply that both morphisms s,7: M — X (and
hence pi, po: M xxy M — M) are nicely ind-finite. Since M is a groupoid, the
map m: M xxy M — M differs from the projection p; by an automorphism of m.
Therefore, m is also nicely ind-finite. Thus, we can use the functor m' defined in
Proposition 1.2.5. In particular, we have the isomorphism

m'os = m's'Og ~ (s om)' Qs = (s 0 p1)'Og ~ p!la)s (3.3.2)

on M xx M. Now we define the convolution algebra structure on w; as the map
corresponding by adjunction to the map

plos ® prws — plla)s ~ m'wg (3.3.3)

on M xx M, where the arrow is given by the isomorphism (1.2.14). The associativity
of this product reduces to the commutativity of the diagram in Corollary 1.2.6 for
M xx M xx M with F = ws, along with some easier compatibilities. The unit
ex0s — ws = 5'Og corresponds by adjunction to the isomorphism sie. Qs >~ Og.

Using Lemma 3.2.3 we see that +jy is pure. Indeed, both s and ¢ are 1du-affine,
so we only need to check flatness of wy; over X with respect to both s and 7. But
this follows immediately from the construction of Proposition 1.2.5, since wj is the
inductive limit of line bundles over M,,.

By Proposition 1.2.5 (iv), an element & € Pf(;n(t*F ,8* F) required in the defini-
tion of an M -equivariant sheaf F' on X is the same as a morphism

*FQw, — s*F ® wg =>s'F, (3.3.4)

where the last arrow is an isomorphism by Proposition 1.2.5 (ii). By adjunction this
is the same as a morphism
s1(t*F @ wg) — F.

By the projection formula, the source of this map is isomorphic to #ps ox F. Con-
versely, given a morphism 4y ox F' — F, reversing the above procedure we get a
map t*F ® wy; — s*F ® wy, or equivalently, an element « € Hom(t* F, s* F).
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We have to check that the module axiom for F is equivalent to the conditions
(3.3.1). Using the projection formula and the base change formula we get an isomor-
phism

A ox Ay ox F = (spih((tp2)* F ® pios ® prws),
where p1, po: M xx M — M are the projections. Furthermore, the map
AMOXAMOXF%AMOXF—)F
obtained from two action maps Ay ox F — F corresponds by adjunction to the
map
(tp2)"F ® piws ® pyws — py(s*F ® ws) ® pios

— pi(t*F ® w) ® piOu (33.5)
— p{(t*F @ wy) — pis'F ~ (sp1)'F,

where the first and the last arrows are induced by (3.3.4), the second arrow is induced

by the isomorphism pJws >~ p!l(QM (using Proposition 1.2.5 (iii)). Note that we have

(sp1)'Ox =~ pios ® piOu = pios ® pjos,

hence (sp1)'F ~ (sp1)*F ® piows ® piws. Now the first relation in (3.3.1) is
equivalent to the condition that under this isomorphism the map (3.3.5) coincides
with the map

(tm)*F ® pfws @ pyws — (sm)*F @ plws ® p;ws (3.3.6)

induced by «. Indeed, this can be deduced easily from the commutativity of the
diagram in Proposition 1.2.5 (iii) for the composition of s with p; and from the
isomorphism of Proposition 1.2.5 (iv) for the composed map sp;. On the other hand,
the module axiom requires that (3.3.5) coincides with the map

(tm)*F @ piws ® piws — m* t*F @ m' oy
> m*(1*F @ ws) @ m'Oy (3.3.7)

> m'(t*F ® wg) —> m's'F ~ (sm)'F,

where the first arrow is induced by (3.3.3), the second by the isomorphism m'w; ~
m*wg ® m' Oy, the third by the isomorphism (1.2.7), and the last by (3.3.4). Using
the isomorphism (sm)'F ~ (sm)*F ® Piws ® p5wg and the commutativity of the
diagram in Proposition 1.2.5 (iii) for the composition of s with m one can check that
the maps (3.3.7) and (3.3.6) are the same, which finishes the proof. ]

Example. In the case when S = Spec(k), where k is a field of characteristic zero,
and M is the infinitesimal groupoid corresponding to a Lie algebroid L over X, the
kernel algebra + ) is isomorphic to the universal enveloping algebra of L viewed as
a D-algebra (see [9], 1.4.15). Thus, the above theorem reduces in this case to the
interpretation of L-modules as M -equivariant sheaves on X.
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Assume that a finite group scheme G acts on X. Then we have the corresponding
action groupoid

I ={(gx,g.x)|g€G, xeX} CXxGxX,

where themaps s, 7 : I'¢ — X areinduced by p; and p3 (projections from X xG x X).
Hence, by the above theorem we have the corresponding pure kernel algebra over X,

A)? = Arg = P13*(P§60G/S)-

Now let G be a formal group scheme, locally nicely ind-finite over S. We define
a G-equivariant structure on a quasi-coherent sheaf F on X as an isomorphism in
the sense of H/(;n-spaces of two pull-backs of F to G x X (via the projection and
the action map G, x X — X), satisfying the usual compatibility conditions (still
in I—fo\m—spaces). Then we can apply Theorem 3.3.1 (ii) to the formal groupoid I'g
to define the pure kernel algebra Ag by the same formula as above (but with pj34
replaced by p131). Theorem 3.3.1 implies the following result.

Corollary 3.3.2. Let G be finite group scheme (resp. locally nicely ind-finite formal
group scheme) acting on a scheme X. Then the category of G-equivariant quasi-
coherent sheaves on X is equivalent to the category of Ag -modules.

Note that in the above situation the coherent sheaf Or, on X x G x X has a natural
structure of a kernel representation of G over X. Hence, using the construction of
Proposition 3.2.4 we can associate with this kernel representation the kernel algebra
A(Ors,wg/s). Itis easy to see that it is isomorphic to Agg (see Lemma 3.4.4 for a
more general statement).

3.4. Twisting geometric actions by 1-cocycles. Recall that if X is an algebraic
stack then a cohomology class e € H?(X, G,,) (i.e., a G,,-gerbe over X) allows to
define a category of twisted quasi-coherent sheaves on X (see e.g. Sec. 2 of [34]).
We will show that some of the twisted categories of sheaves for the global quotient
stack X = [X/G] are related to kernel representations of G over X of a special
kind. It is convenient to describe G,,-gerbes over a stack using certain data over its
groupoid presentation. The relevant notion of a 1-cocycle on a groupoid general-
izes the well known description of gerbes using open coverings and line bundles on
pairwise intersections (see Sec. 1 of [16], and also [31], [10]).

Definition. Let X be a scheme, (s,7): M — X x X a groupoid (resp. formal
groupoid) over X. A 1-cocycle on M is a line bundle £ on M equipped with an
isomorphism

PIE®py L > m*E (3.4.1)
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on M xxy M, where m, p1, pp: M xx M — M are the product and the projection
maps, such that the following diagram on M xxy M xx M) is commutative:

PTL®p;L® p3L —— piL ® pram*L

| T

pipm* L ® p3L (mm)*Z,

where mm: M xxy M xx M — M is the composed product map.

In the case when M = I'¢ = G x X is the action groupoid associated with an
action of a group scheme (resp. formal group scheme) G on X we will also say that
£ is a 1-cocycle of G with values in Pic(X).

Lete: X — M be the unit. Pulling back (3.4.1) viae xe: X — M xx M we
obtain an isomorphism
Ox — & (3.4.3)

on X. Using the compatibility diagram above one can check that this isomorphism is
compatible with the restrictions of maps (3.4.1) to M via the maps e xidys: M —
MxXMandidee'M—>MxXM

Let M — M be the Gy, -torsor associated w1th £. Then 1som0rphlsms (3.4.1)
and (3.4.3) give rise to a groupoid structure on M over X such that M is a central
extension of M by the group G, acting trivially on X. Conversely, every such an
extension arises from a 1-cocycle structure on £.

Examples. 1. In the case when X — Y is an fppf map of schemes (or a presentation
of an algebraic stack Y) and M = X xy X is the corresponding groupoid, the notion
of a 1-cocycle on M is an algebraic version of gerbe data of [16] (resp. a presentation
of a gerbe of [10]). Let us show how to construct a G,,-gerbe §¢ on Y corresponding
to a 1-cocycle £ on M = X xy X. For an open U — Y (in flat topology) let us
consider £ = X xy U, and let £y denote the pull-back of £ to £ Xy E. Then
G¢(U) is the category of line bundles £ over E equipped with an isomorphism

PiE=pEeLy

over E xy E, satisfying the obvious compatibility on £ Xy E Xy E. Note that
the pull-back of this gerbe to X is trivialized, namely, the 1-cocycle £ itself may
be viewed as an object of §¢(X). Conversely, a G,,-gerbe on Y equipped with a
trivialization of its pull-back to X gives rise to a 1-cocycle on X Xy X: one simply
looks at the difference of two trivializations of our gerbe to X xy X induced by
two projections to X. It is easy to see in this way one gets an equivalence between
the category of 1-cocycles on X xy X and the category of G,,-gerbes on Y with
trivialized pull-back to X. For differentiable stacks and S'-gerbes a similar picture
is considered in Sec. 4.2 of [6] (using the equivalent language of central extensions).
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Let us observe also that a 1-cocycle £ on X xy X gives rise to an element of the
relative Picard group Pic(X/Y') defined by Grothendieck in [26], and in the situation
considered in [27] the corresponding element of the cohomological Brauer group is
the class of the gerbe G¢.

2. In the case when G is discrete a 1-cocycle of G with values in Pic(X) induces
a 1-cocycle of G with values in the abelian group Pic(X) in the usual sense, where
Pic(X) is viewed as a G-module. The obstacle to lifting a usual 1-cocycle of G with
values in Pic(X) to Pic(X) is a certain cohomology class in H3(G, H%(X, 9*)) that
measures the defect for commutativity of the diagram (3.4.2). Note also that to give
a l-cocycle of G with values in Pic(X) is equivalent to lifting the homomorphism
G — Aut(X) to a group homomorphism G — Aut(X) x Pic(X). On the other
hand, we will show below that a 1-cocycle with values in ic(X) gives rise to a kernel
representation of G over X . Thus, if we think of the notion of kernel representation as
a refinement of a homomorphism G — Auteq(Dyc(X)) then 1-cocycles with values
in Pic(X) correspond to homomorphisms that factor through Aut(X) x Pic(X).

3. The holomorphic analog of the above notion can be used to study holomorphic
gerbes on quotients by actions of discrete groups. Taking X to be a complex vector
space and G a lattice acting on X by translations, one gets a construction of gerbes
on complex tori. It is easy to see that all gerbes on complex tori appear in this
way. Furthermore, due to triviality of the relevant line bundles, these gerbes are in
fact described by 2-cocycles of G with values in the group of invertible functions
on X. An explicit cocycle representative for each equivalence class of gerbes was
constructed in [11] (these representatives are similar to Appell-Humbert 1-cocycles
describing holomorphic line bundles on complex tori).

4. In the case when M is the completion of X x X along the diagonal A C X x X,
where X is a smooth scheme over k, 1-cocycles on M correspond to algebras of
twisted differential operators on X (see [7]). Indeed, as explained in [7], the latter
rings arise as universal enveloping algebras of Picard algebroids on X, i.e., central
extensions of the tangent algebroid of X by Ox. On the other hand, 1-cocycles on
M can be viewed as central extensions of M by the 1-dimensional formal group
over k (acting trivially on X). It remains to apply the correspondence between Lie
algebroids and formal groupoids over X (see [9], 1.4.14, 1.4.15).

Given the connection of 1-cocycles with gerbes outlined above we should expect
that they define twisted versions of the categories of equivariant sheaves.

Definition. Let (s,7): M — X x X be a groupoid over X, £ a l-cocycle on
M. An E-twisted M -equivariant quasi-coherent sheaf on X is a quasi-coherent
sheaf F on X equipped with an isomorphism «: £ ® t*F — s* F such that equa-
tions (3.3.1) are satisfied (these equations make sense because of the isomorphism
m*¥ ~ pT£ @ p; £ and the trivialization of e*£). Morphisms between £-twisted
M -equivariant sheaves are defined in a natural way. Note that if we use the corre-
sponding extension M of M by G,, then an £-twisted M -equivariant sheaf can be
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thought of as a M -equivariant sheaf on X on which G, acts via the natural character.

The above definition can also be applied with appropriate changes to the case
when M is a formal groupoid over X, satisfying the conditions of Theorem 3.3.1 (ii):
the morphism o and the compatibilities should be formulated using H/o\m—spaces (see
(1.2.1)).

If £ and £’ are 1-cocycles on a groupoid (s,¢): M — X X X then there is a
natural structure of a 1-cocycle on the tensor product of line bundles £ ® £’.

Definition. . With a line bundle L on X we associate the line bundle L on M by
SL = s*L ®t*L~!. Note that §L has a natural structure of a 1-cocycle on M which
we call a coboundary 1-cocycle. If £ and £’ are 1-cocycles on M equipped with an
isomorphism &£’ >~ &£ ® §L of 1-cocycles for some line bundle L on X, then we say
that the 1-cocycles &£ and £’ are cohomologous.

In the situation of Example 1 above cohomologous 1-cocycles lead to equivalent
gerbes. In general, corresponding categories of twisted M -equivalent sheaves on
X will be equivalent. Indeed, if F is an £-twisted M -equivariant sheaf on X then
F ® L has a natural structure of an £ ® §L-twisted M -equivariant sheaf .

We have the following analog of Theorem 3.3.1 in the twisted case.

Theorem 3.4.1. Let (s,t): M — X be a formal groupoid over X satisfying the
conditions of Theorem 3.3.1 (ii), and let £ be a 1-cocycle on M. Then the sheaf
£ ® ws has a natural structure of a convolution algebra on M. Its push-forward to
X x X is a pure kernel algebra Ap; (£ ® wy) over X. The category of Ay (£ Q wy)-
modules is equivalent to the category of L-twisted M -equivariant quasi-coherent
sheaves on X.

The proof is similar to that of Theorem 3.3.1. Note that the convolution algebra
structure on £ ® wy is induced by the maps (3.3.3) and (3.4.1) along with the natural
map m*L ® m'w; — m'(£ x wy) (see Lemma 3.4.2 below for a more general
construction).

The following generalization of the notion of 1-cocycle leaves only those features
of this notion that are necessary to get a convolution algebra on M.

Definition. Let (s,7): M — X x X be a formal groupoid over a scheme X. A
quasi-1-cocycle on M is an object ¥ € Dy (M) equipped with a morphism
a: piM ® pyM — m*M on M xx M as in the definition of 1-cocycle (how-
ever, this morphism is not required to be an isomorphism) and subject to the same
constraint on G X G X G x X. In addition, ¥ should be equipped with a map
Ox — e*F (which we call a unit for ¥), compatible with the pull-backs of « to M
via e X idys and idys X e.

In the case when M = I'g = G x X is an action groupoid associated with an
action of a group scheme (resp. formal group scheme) G on X we will also say that
F is a a quasi-1-cocycle of G with values in Dy (X).
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Lemma 3.4.2. Let (s,t): M — X be a formal groupoid over X satisfying the
conditions of Theorem 3.3.1 (ii), and let ¥ € Dy (M) be a quasi-1-cocycle. Then
F ® ws € Dyei(M) has a natural structure of a convolution algebra over M.

Proof. As the convolution product on ¥ ® w; we take the map

m*(PT7®P;7®PTws ®p;ws) —>m*(m*37®p;‘a)s ®P>2kws)
- F ®m*(PTws ® P;a)s) — F ® ws

on M, where we use consecutively the quasi-1-cocycle structure on ¥, the projection
formula, and the convolution product on w; constructed in Theorem 3.3.1. The
associativity axiom follows from the associativity of the convolution product on wy
and the compatibility on M xy M xxy M in the definition of quasi-1-cocycle. The
unit on ¥ ® w; is given by the composition

6*0)( —> 5(7 ®e*(9X — 37 ®w.sw
where the maps are induced by the units for ¥ and for w;. O

We are mostly interested in the case when M is the action groupoid ['g associated
with an action of a group scheme (resp. formal group scheme) G on X. In this case
a 1-cocycle £ of G with values in $ic(X) can be viewed as a line bundle on G x X,
and an £-twisted G-sheaf on X is a quasi-coherent sheaf F on X equipped with an
isomorphism

Fox —> £ x ® Fx (3.4.4)

over G x X, where Fg, denotes the pull-back of F' under the map G x X —
X: (g,x) +— gx,etc. This morphism should reduce to the identity over e x X (recall
that £, y is trivialized), and the natural diagram on G X G x X should be commutative.
We denote the category of £-twisted G-sheaves on X by Qcohg (X). In the case
when G is finite we also denote by Coh% (X) C Qcoh% (X) the full subcategory
consisting of coherent sheaves equipped with the above data. Note that for a line
bundle L on X the coboundary §L is given by §Lg x = Lgx ® L.

In the case when G is a group scheme the category Qcoh‘g (X) should be viewed
as a category twisted quasi-coherent sheaves on the global quotient stack [X/G].
The next lemma states the corresponding invariance of this category under certain
changes of a presentation (and extends it to the case of formal group schemes).

Lemma 3.4.3. Assume that G is finite group scheme (resp. locally nicely ind-finite
formal group scheme) acting on X, and let (X', G') be another data of the same
kind. Assume that we have a surjective homomorphism of groups G' — G with the
kernel K which is finite group scheme (flat over S), and a G'-equivariant morphism
X' — X. Assume also that X' — X is a K-torsor. Let £ be a 1-cocycle of G
with values in Pic(X), and let £’ be its pull-back to G' x X'. Then Qcohg (X) is
equivalent to QcohZ, (X').
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The proof is a straightforward application of the flat descent for quasi-coherent
sheaves.

With a 1-cocycle £ of G with values in Pic(X) one can associate a kernel repre-
sentation of G over X by setting

Ve = ye+(&L), (3.4.5)

where yg: G x X - X xXG x X: (g,x) — (gx, g, x). Itis easy to see that for the
trivial 1-cocycle we get precisely the kernel representation VXG associated with the
action of G on X.

More generally, if ¥ is a quasi-1-cocycle of G with values in Dy (X) then one
we associate with ¥ a kernel quasi-representation of G over X by

Ve 1= y6x(F) € Dee(X x G x X). (3.4.6)

This construction also works in the case when G is a locally nicely ind-finite formal
group scheme provided ¥ € Dg:(G x X) (i.e., locally over G the cohomology of
F are in Ag). In this case we have the corresponding kernel algebra

AL (F) = Ay, 06/5) = (g%, X)«(pf0c)s ® F)

(see Proposition 3.2.4). One can easily check that this is the same kernel algebra as
the one obtained from the convolution algebra structure on ¥ ® pg,wg/s constructed
in Lemma 3.4.2, where pg: '¢ = G x X — G is the projection. More precisely,
one has the following statement (the proof is straightforward).

Lemma 3.4.4. Let G be a finite group scheme (resp. locally nicely ind-finite formal
group scheme) acting on X, and let ¥ € Dy (G x X) (resp. ¥ € Dg:(G x X))
be a quasi-1-cocycle ¥ of G with values in Dy.(X). Then the push-forward of the
convolution algebra ¥ ® pgwg/s with respect to the homomorphism of groupoids
Y6 : I'c = X x G x X can be identified with the convolution algebra Vg @ p5wg/s
on X x G x X associated with the quasi-representation Vg (see Proposition 3.2.4).
Hence, we have an isomorphism of kernel algebras over X :

AG (F) = Arg (F ® phog)s).

We have the following analog of Corollary 3.3.2 for twisted G -equivariant sheaves
that can be deduced from Theorem 3.4.1.

Corollary 3.4.5. Let G be finite group scheme (resp. locally nicely ind-finite formal
group scheme) acting on a scheme X, and let £ be a 1-cocycle of G with values in
Pic(X). Then the category Qcoh% (X) is equivalent to Ag (£)-mod. In the case
when G is finite, we also have Cohg (X) ~ Ag (&£)-mod°®.



Kernel algebras and generalized Fourier—Mukai transforms 217

The dependences between the notions introduced above can be roughly summa-
rized by the following picture:

Quasi 1-cocycles

(3.4.6) emma 3.4.2

. . Prop.3.2.4 . (3.2.2)
Kernel quasi-representations ——— Convolution algebras

Kernel algebras

Quasi-1-cocycles appear naturally via the following construction.

Lemma 3.4.6. Let G be a finite group scheme (resp. locally nicely ind-finite formal
group scheme). Let f: X — Y be an affine G-equivariant morphism between
S-schemes equipped with a G-action, and let ¥ be a quasi-1-cocycle of G with
values in Dyc(X) (in the formal case we assume that ¥ € Dg:(G x X)). Then
(idg x f)«F has a natural structure of a quasi-1-cocycle of G with values in
Dy (Y). Furthermore, we have an isomorphism of kernel algebras

(f X s (F) = Af ((idg x [)F). (3.4.7)

Proof. Set§ = (idg X f)«F . Note that in the formal case we have § € Dy.(G xY')
by Proposition 1.2.2 (vii) since f is an affine morphism. The unit Ox — (e xidy)*F
for ¥ induces a unit map

Ox — (e xidy)*g ~ fi(e x idy)*F,

where the latter isomorphism is given by the base change formula. Also, we have a
natural morphismon G x G x Y:

Ge1.80x ® Ggox = (1dGxG X [)x(Fgy gox ® Fgp x)-

Hence, the quasi-1-cocycle structure on ¥ induces a similar structure on §.

Recall that Ag (¥) comes from the convolution algebra ¥ ® pf,wg,s over the
action groupoid 'g(X) = G x X. Similarly, Ag(ﬁ) comes from the convolution
algebra § ® pgwg/s over I'c(Y) = G x Y. The projection formula and the base
change formula give an isomorphism

5® péwg/s ~ (idg X f)«(F ® pga)(;/s)

over ['g(Y) which induces the required isomorphism (3.4.7). The compatibility of
the product maps and of units is easy to check. O

Proposition 3.4.7. Let G be a finite group scheme (resp. locally nicely ind-finite
formal group) acting on X, and let ¥ be a flat quasi-coherent sheaf on G x X
equipped with a quasi-1-cocycle structure. Then the kernel algebra Ag (F) is pure.
If G is a finite group scheme and ¥ is a vector bundle then the pure kernel algebra

Ag (F) is finite.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.4.4, we can realize Ag (¥) as coming from the convolution
algebra ¥ ® p§;wg,s on I'g. Now the first assertion follows easily from Lemma 3.2.3.
The second assertion is clear since in this case Ag (¥) is the push-forward of ¥ ®
PG@g/s under a finite map. O

Remark. Itis easy to see thatif we change a 1-cocycle £ to a cohomologous cocycle
£ ® 8L then the corresponding kernel representations of G over X are related via
the autoequivalence of Dy (X) given by tensoring with L (as in Proposition 3.2.5):

Vegsr =~ AxL ox Vg ox A L7
Hence, the corresponding kernel algebras are also related in a similar way.

Example. Assume that the action of G on X is trivial. Then a 1-cocycle of G with
values in Pic(X) is the same as a monoidal functor (over §S) of stacks of groupoids
G — Pic(X) over S, i.e., in the terminology of [20], a central extension of G by
Pic(X)). By definition, such a central extension is given by a line bundle &£ on G x X
equipped with an isomorphism

Lgigox = Lgyx @ Loy x (3.4.8)

satisfying the natural cocycle condition. In this case the morphism of groupoids
I'c — X x X is a composition of the natural projection pr: I'¢ ~ G x X — X
with the diagonal embedding A: X — X x X. Hence,

A (L) ~ ALOx[G]E,
where
Ox[G]* 1= pru(plwc ® L) (3.4.9)

is an algebra in Dy (X) associated with &£. Here the product on the right-hand side is
induced by the convolution algebra structure on pgwe ® £, where G x X is viewed as
a group scheme (resp. formal group scheme) over X. Note that the algebra Ox[G]%
is not always commutative even if G is commutative. This corresponds to the fact
that our monoidal functor G — $ic(X) does not have to respect the commutativity
constraints (i.e., it is not necessarily a homofunctor between the Picard categories).
For example, if X = S (the base scheme) then a 1-cocycle of G with values in Pic(S)
over S is the same as a central extension of group schemes

1>Gny—G—G—1.

The corresponding algebra is the twisted group algebra corresponding to this exten-
sion.

Now assume that H is a group scheme (or a formal group scheme) acting on X
(and G acts trivially on X'). We say that an H -equivariant structure on a homofunctor
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£ from G to Pic(X) is given if £ is equipped with an H -equivariant structure with
respect to the natural action of H on G x X, and the isomorphism (3.4.8) is compatible
with the H-action. In this situation we will also write that £ gives a homofunctor
G — Pic(X). Recall that for a commutative group scheme A we denote by
EXT(A, G,) the Picard stack of (commutative) extensions of A by G,. In the case
when we have a homomorphism H — A we denote by EXT (4, G,,) the Picard
stack of extensions of A by G, equipped with a trivialization over H .

Lemma 3.4.8. (i) In the above situation the category of monoidal functors G —
Pict (X) over S is equivalent to the category of 1-cocycles of H x G with values
in Pic(X), trivialized over H.

(i1) Now assume that X is a commutative group scheme and the action of H on
X is given by translations (so we have a homomorphism H — X). Then we can re-
place Pic(X) and Pict (X) by the Picard stacks EXT(X, G) and EXTH (X, G,),
respectively. Assume also that G is a commutative group scheme or a formal group
scheme. Then the following two categories are equivalent:

(a) biextensions of G x X by Gy, trivialized over G x H;

(b) homofunctors G — EXTH (X, G,).
This category is also equivalent to a full subcategory in the category of 1-cocycles
of H x G with values in EXT (X, Gp,), trivialized over H.

Proof. (i) To a monoidal functor £: G — Picf (X) over S we associate the line
bundle pJ;£ on H x G x X. It is easy to see that it is equipped with the required
structures. The inverse functor is given by the restriction to ey X G x X, where
ey € H is the unit.

(i1) The equivalence of (a) and (b) follows from Proposition 1.3.3. To realize the
category in (b) in terms of 1-cocycles of H x G, trivialized over H, use (i). ]

3.5. 1-cocycles and Cartier duality. Henceforward, whenever formal k-groups are
mentioned it is assumed that S = Spec(k), where k is a field of characteristic zero.

Let X be an S-scheme, G a finite commutative group scheme (flat) over S
(resp. formal k-group), and let G* denote the Cartier dual group scheme (resp. affine
commutative algebraic group over k).

Given a G*-torsor ¢ : E — X consider its pull-back to G x X: (idg x ¢): G x
E — G x X. Viewing the universal bicharacter b: G x G* — G, as a homomor-
phism of group schemes G* — G,, over G x X we can associate with the above
G*-torsor a line bundle £ over G x X. It is easy to see that £ has a natural
structure of a homofunctor G — Pic(X). Note that this construction is local over X .
Hence, the obtained homofunctor is locally trivial, i.e., there exists an open covering
U — X such that the induced homofunctor G — Pic(1) is trivial.

Proposition 3.5.1. (i) The above construction gives an equivalences between the
category of G*-torsors over X and the category of locally trivial homofunctors
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G — Pic(X). Furthermore, for a G*-torsor ¢: E — X we have an isomorphism
of sheaves of Ox-algebras
$:0g =~ Ox[G]**,

where the algebra structure on the right is defined by (3.4.9).

(ii) Assume now that X is a formal scheme over k and G is a formal k-group. As
above, we have an equivalence between the category of G-torsors over X and the
category of locally trivial homofunctors G* — Pic(X). Fora G-torsory: E — X
and a torsion quasi-coherent sheaf F on X we have a natural isomorphism

UW'F ~ F @ paudE.

of sheaves on X, where £ g is a line bundle on G* x X associated with E.

Proof. (i) The quasi-inverse functor is constructed as follows. Given a locally trivial
homofunctor £: G — Pic(X), consider the functor of trivializations of £ on the
category of X-schemes. By definition, it associates with an X -scheme S the set of
isomorphisms of the pull-back of £ to G — Pic(S) with the trivial homofunctor. It
is easy to see that this functor is represented by a G*-torsor.

To construct an isomorphism of @y -algebras we consider their pull-backs to E.
For the left-hand side we have a G-equivariant isomorphism of algebras

"¢ Op = 7w (6+)xOc+,

where for every S scheme Y we denote by ny : ¥ — S the projection to S. On the
other hand, the canonical trivialization of ¢* £ g gives rise to an algebra isomorphism

¢*Ox[G]*E ~ 7} (n6)x0g.

where (7g)«wg is equipped with the convolution product. It remains to use the
G *-equivariant isomorphism

(r6*)x 06+ ~ (w6106 (3.5.1)

(i) It is enough to construct such an isomorphism for the trivial G-torsor and to
check its functoriality with respect to automorphisms of the trivial G-torsor. In this
case we have £ = G x X and L is trivial; ¥: G x X — X is the projection.
Hence, we have to construct an isomorphism

Y'F ~ F @ n3(m6+)«Og+, (3.5.2)

compatible with automorphisms of the trivial G-torsor over X . Note that the projec-
tion ¢: G x X — X has a nicely ind-finite structure (since G is a union of finite
k-schemes). Hence, by Proposition 1.2.5 (iii), we have ¥'F ~ ¥*F @ ¢'Ox. By
the projection formula, this leads to an isomorphism

y'F >~ F @ yny'Ox.
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Using the compatibility of the formation of f'Ox with base changes (see Proposi-
tion 1.2.5 (iii)) and the base change formula (Theorem 1.2.4 (ii), (iii)) we get

F® ngﬁ!@X ~F® Iﬁ!pga)(; ~F® JT;(JTg)!a)(;,

where pg: G x X — G is the projection. It remains to use the G-equivariant
isomorphism (3.5.1). The compatibility of (3.5.2) with automorphisms of both sides
induced by automorphisms of the trivial G-torsor over X follows easily from the
compatibility of the isomorphism (3.5.1) with the natural G-action on both sides.

O

It follows that in the situation of Proposition 3.5.1 (ii) we have an isomorphism
AvsOF ~ AZ(LE) (3.5.3)

of kernel algebras over X.

Now assume that H is a group scheme (resp. formal k-group) acting on X . Since
the equivalence of the above proposition is compatible with the pull-back functors
(with respect to morphisms X’ — X), we deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5.2. Let ¢p: E — X be a G*-torsor and let £ g be the corresponding
homofunctor G — Pic(X). A lifting of the H-action on X to an action on E
(commuting with G*) is the same as an H -equivariant structure on £ g (compatible
with the homofunctor structure).

Now let us consider a special case when X is a commutative group scheme
(resp. formal k-group). Then instead of considering all G*-torsors we can restrict
our attention to extensions £ of X by G* in the category of commutative groups.
Here is the corresponding specialization of Proposition 3.5.1.

Lemma 3.5.3. (i) The construction of Proposition 3.5.1 induces an equivalence be-
tween the category of extensions of X by G* (resp. G) in the category of sheaves
of commutative groups and the category of biextensions of G x X (resp. G* x X)
by Gy,

(i1) Let H — X be a homomorphism. Then the category of Lemma 3.4.8 (ii) is
equivalent to the category of extensions E of X by G* in the category of sheaves of
commutative groups, equipped with a splitting H — E over H.

Proof. (i) This follows from Proposition 1.3.4 because of the vanishings
Ext! (G, Gm) = Ext' (G*,Gp) =0

(see Lemma 1.3.5; in the case when G is a formal k-group we use Lemma 1.3.6 (i)).
(i1) This follows immediately from part (i) using the definition (a) of Lem-
ma 3.4.8 (ii). O
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Now let us go back to the situation when X does not have a group structure.
Assume that H is a finite commutative group scheme (resp. formal k-group) acting
on X, G is afinite commutative group scheme (resp. formal k-group),and¢: E — X
is a G*-torsor equipped with an H -action that commutes with the G*-action and is
compatible with the H-action on X. In addition, assume that we have an extension
of commutative group schemes (resp. formal k-groups)

0—>G—>H—>H—0.

Let B be the corresponding biextension of H X G* by G, (see Lemma 3.5.3 (i)). We
would like to identify the kernel algebra (¢ x ¢)*A§I (M), where M is a 1-cocycle
of H with values in Pic(E), with some kernel algebra corresponding to the action of
HonX (and a 1-cocycle). For this we need to impose the following compatibility
of M with the biextension 8.

Definition. Let M be a 1-cocycle of H with values in Lic(E). We say that M is
equipped with (G*, 8)-equivariant structure if an isomorphism

Mh,g*e =~ c’(Bh,g* ® *A’{h,e

is given, and the following diagramson H x H X G* x E and H x G* x G* x E
are commutative:

‘Mhl,hzg*e ® ‘Mhz,g*e > ‘Bhl,g* ® thag* ® Mhl,hze &® ‘Mhz,e

l |

Mhha,g*e £hlhzag* ® ‘Mhlhz,e’

ko k

‘Mh,gl ge £h,gf‘ ® M,

| |

Bh,gi“ﬁ ® Mp,e — £h,g1* ® Bh,g; ® Mp.e-

.g5e

Since the pull-back of B to H x G* is trivial, the pull-back of a (G*, B)-
equivariant 1-cocycle M of H with values in Pic(E) to H X _E is equipped with a
G*-equivariant structure. Hence, it descends to a 1-cocycle M of H with values in
Pic(X). It is easy to see that the restriction of M to G is naturally isomorphic to
LE: G — Pic(X), the homofunctor associated with E.

Proposition 3.5.4. The above construction M +— M gives an equivalences between
the categories of (G*, 8)-equivariant 1-cocycles M of H with values in Pic(E) and
1-cocycles M of H with values in Pic(X) extending £ g. Furthermore, we have an
isomorphism of convolution algebras

pron ® (du x $)xM ~ (7 x idx)i(pfog ® M) (35.4)
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over H x X (viewed as a groupoid over X)), where 1 : H — H is the projection.
Here the left-hand side is the convolution algebra associated with the quasi-1-cocycle
structure on (idg X ¢)«M (see Lemma 3.4.6), and the right-hand side is the push-
forward of the convolution algebra associated with M with respect to the map w x
id: HxX > Hx X of groupoids over X (see Lemma 3.2.2). Hence, we have an
isomorphism

(¢ x $)u AL (M) = AZ (H) (3.5.5)

of kernel algebras over X

Proof. Let us show how to go back from a 1-cocycle M of H with values in & Pic(X)
extending £ to a (G*, B)-equivariant 1-cocycle of H with values in Pic(E). Let
M’ denote the pull-back of M under themapidx¢: HxE — H x X. Then M’ isa
1-cocycle of H with values in Pic(X). Note that the pull-back of £ £ under the map
idg X ¢: G x E — G x X is naturally trivialized, and the G *-equivariant structure
on it (where G* acts on E) is induced by the universal bicharacter G x G* — Gyy,.
It follows that M’ restricts to the trivial 1-cocycle of G, so it descends to a 1-cocycle
M of H/G ~ H with values in Pic(E). The (G*, B)-equivariant structure on M
comes from the G *-equivariance of M’ (recall that the pull-back of B to H x G* is
naturally trivialized but G acts on it via the universal bicharacter G X G* — Gy,).

To construct an isomorphism (3.5.4) let us first consider the pull-backs of both
sides under the map idg x ¢: H x E — H x X. By the definition, we have an
isomorphism

(7 xidg)* M ~ (idg x ¢)* M

over H x E, compatible with 1-cocycle structures (for H). Applying the flat base
change formula for the cartesian diagram

- g%
HxE HxX
rrxidEl \LﬂXidX

id
HxE 2 pax

and the projection formula for the morphism 7 x idg we derive an isomorphism
(idg x ¢)* (7w x idx(pfwg ® M) ~ (x x idph(pfwg) ® M

of convolution algebras over H x E (viewed as a groupoid over E). Another use of
the base change formula gives an isomorphism of this with pJ(mwg) ® M. Note

that we can view 7: H — H as a G-torsor over H (see Lemma 1.3.6 (ii)). Hence,
using the isomorphism of Proposition 3.5.1 (ii) we get

! ~
mwg ~ mr oy ~ og @ p«B.
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Thus, we derive an isomorphism

(idg x ¢)* (7w x idx W(pfwg ® M) ~ p (o ® p«B) @ M (3.5.6)
On the other hand, using the (G«, 8)-equivariance of M we get

(idg x $)*(idg X @) M = p13:(p1,B) ® M =~ pT(ps«B) ® M,

where p;; are projections from H xG*x E,p;: HXE — Hand p: HxG* - H
are also projections. Hence,

(idg x ¢)* (pTwn @ (idg x @)« M) ~ pi(wg ® p+B) @ M.

Comparing this with (3.5.6) we get an isomorphism of the pull-backs of both sides
of (3.5.4) under idg x ¢, compatible with convolution algebra structures. It is easy
to check that it is also compatible with G *-actions, so it descends to an isomorphism
over H x X.

The isomorphism (3.5.5) follows from (3.5.4) by passing to associated kernel
algebras, taking into account the isomorphism

(@ X B)uAs (M) = A ((id X $).c M)
that follows from Lemma 3.4.6. ]

By Lemma 3.4.8 (i), an H-equivariant structure on a homofunctor £: G —
Pic(X) gives rise to an extension of £ to a 1-cocycle £ of H x G with values
in Pic(X), trivial over H. Hence, we have the corresponding pure kernel algebra
eA))’}”G(éfi) over X.

On the other hand, a lifting of the H -action on X to an action on E gives rise to
a pure kernel algebra Ag over E. Hence, we get a pure kernel algebra (¢ x ¢)*Ag
over X.

Corollary 3.5.5. Assume that G and H are finite commutative group schemes (resp.
formal k-groups), X is a scheme with H -action, ¢ : E — X is a G*-torsor equipped
with an H-action, £g: G — Pic(X) is the corresponding H -equivariant homo-
functor, and L g is the corresponding 1-cocycle of H x G with values in Pic(X).
Then there is an isomorphism of derived kernel algebras over X :

(@ x P)uAH ~ ATC(Lp).

3.6. Compatibility with open coverings. We are going to give a criterion for a
kernel algebra coming from a convolution algebra to be of affine type (see Section 2.3).

Definition. Let X be a scheme, and let M be a formal groupoid over X. We say
that M is compatible with an open covering U = | |; U; — X (in flat topology) if
an isomorphism o : Myxx — Mxxy over M is given, where for a scheme Y over
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X x X we denote by My the fibered product M xxxx Y. We require « to satisfy
the following compatibilities. First, the diagram

MllxX Xx M —M Xx MXXlI

! |

MHXX MXxll

should be commutative, where the vertical arrows are obtained from the product
map m: M xxy M — M by the base change, and the upper arrow is given by the
composition

o
Muyuxx xx M ~ (M xxy M)uxxxx _l) (M xx M)xxuxx

o
25 (M xx M)xxxxu ~ M xx My,

with o1 and o, induced by «. Second, the composition of o with the map u;: U —
My xx should coincide with the map u,: U — My, where u; and u; obtained by
the base change from the unitmapu: X — M.

Proposition 3.6.1. Let M be a groupoid over X (resp. formal groupoid over X
such that the structure maps s,t: M — X are flat and of ldu-pseudofinite type).
Assume that M is compatible with an open covering j: W = | |; Uy — X, where
Ji: Ui = X are affine morphisms. Then for every convolution algebraV on M the
kernel algebra Ay (V) over X is compatible with this open covering.

Proof. By definition, 4z (V) is the push-forward of V with respect to the structure
morphismm: M — XxX. Letusdenoteby j;: Myxx — M and j,: Mxyxu — M
the natural morphisms. Then

Ay (V) ox A) >~ (id x j)«(id x j)*Ap (V)

can be identified with the push-forward to X x X of jy«j;V € Dy.(M). Similarly,
A(U) ox Ap(V) can be identified with the push-forward of ji4j"V € Dy (M).
Since we have an isomorphism of My xy1 and My« x over M, this leads to the required
isomorphism

Ap (V) ox A) = AU) ox Ap (V).

Compatibility with the product (resp. unit) on Az (V) follows from the commutativity
of the diagram (resp. compatibility of & with #; and u5) in the above definition. [

For a formal group scheme G, ldu-pf (1du-pseudofinite) over a field k, we denote
by Gy its connected component of 1 so that Gy is infinitesimal, and G/ Gy is an étale
formal group corresponding to the Gal(k / k)-module G (k).
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Proposition 3.6.2. Let G be a finite group scheme acting on X. Then for every
Sflat quasi-coherent sheaf ¥ on G x X equipped with a quasi-1-cocycle structure, the
kernel algebra Ag (F) is pure and of affine type. Similar result holds if S = Spec(k),
where k is a field and G is a formal group scheme, ldu-pf over k, such that the
action of Gal(k / k) on G (k) factors through Gal(k’/ k) for some finite field extension
k Ck'

Proof. Recall that Ag () is the kernel algebra associated with a convolution algebra
structure on the sheaf ¥ ® pf;wgs over the action groupoid I'g (see Lemma 3.4.4).
It is pure by Proposition 3.4.7. To check that it is of affine type, by Proposition 3.6.1,
it suffices to find an open affine covering I — X such that the action groupoid I'g
is compatible with U.

Consider first the case when G is a finite group scheme over S (recall that we
assume it to be flat over §). We can assume that S is affine and pick a finite open
affine covering U — X. Then setting I = G x U we obtain a G-equivariant open
affine covering of X in flat topology, where the map U — X is the composition

U=GxU—->GxX > X

(the last arrow is given by the G-action on X).

Now let us consider the case when S = Spec(k) and G is a formal group scheme,
ldu-pf over k. We start by choosing an arbitrary Zariski open affine covering =
(U;) of X. Since the action of Gg preserves each open subset U; C X, for every
g € G(k) there is a well-defined affine open subset ¢(U;) C X; &> Where X is obtained
from X by extending scalars to k. If O C G(k) is a Gal(k/k)-orbit (necessarily
finite by our assumption) then the affine scheme |_| gc0 g(l~]i) comes from an étale
open Up,; — X. These form an étale covering of X. Furthermore, it is easy to see
that there is an action of G on (Up ;) compatible with its action on X, as required.

O

3.7. Projective kernel representations and the Fourier—Mukai transform. The
formalism of the Fourier—Mukai transform for abelian schemes requires to introduce
a projective version of the notion of kernel representation (similar to the notion of
projective representation of a group).

Definition. (i) Let G be a group scheme (resp. formal group scheme) over S. A
2-cocycle of G with values in Pic(S) is a line bundle £ over G x G equipped with
an isomorphism

o(Cgl,gz ® $81g2,83 °<£g1s82g3 ® o(ﬁgz,g3
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on G3 such that the following diagram on G* is commutative:

cfﬁé’l,gz ® iglgz,g3 ® ig1g2g3,g4 c‘565'15828'3 ® inggB ® ig1g2g3,g4

| |

‘f'gl,gz ® ‘28182,ng4 ® ‘283,84 $g1582g3g4 ® :‘682;83 ® :‘68283,84

\/

$g1,g2g3g4 &® igz,g3g4 ® ig:’ng‘l

In addition, we assume that the bundle (e x e)*£ = £, on S is trivialized,
where e: § — G is a neutral element. This induces a trivialization of the bundles
&£eg and £¢ . on G (using the cocycle isomorphism).

(ii) Given a 2-cocycle &£ of a group scheme G with values in Pic(S) and a scheme
X over S, a projective kernel representation of G with the cocycle £ over X is an
object V € Dy (X x G x X) equipped with an isomorphism

w:Vox V=5 (idy xm xidy)*V ® pi L
over X x G x G x X (where m: G x G — G is the product), and an isomorphism
u:. A*OX - (idx X e X ldx)*V

subject to the following conditions. The morphism p induces the following morphism
on X x G3 x X:

(Vox V)ox V — ((idxy x m xidx)*V ® p33&) ox V
~ £Lg,.0, ® (ldx x m xidg x idx)*(V ox V).

Using p again we get a map (an isomorphism)
(Vox V)ox V— &Lg,.80 @ Lg 20,65 ® (idx x mm x idx)*V,

where mm: G — G sends (g1. g2, g3) to g1g2¢3. Similarly, we construct a map
Vox (Vox V) = £Lg 0005 @ Lgr,05 @ (idxy x mm x idx)*V,

and we require these maps to be the same. The maps u and u should be compatible
as follows: the composition

uoyi

d
V ~ A*(QX ox V = (idX XeXidx)*VOX V>V,

where the second arrow is induced by (idy x e xidg xidx)* u and by the trivialization
of (e x idy)*<&£ (resp. similar composition starting with id oy #) should be equal to
the identity map.
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In the case when G is a formal group scheme the above definition still make sense
provided V' € Dg (X x G x X) and the support of V' is proper over X x G and over
GxX.

(iii) Given a 2-cocycle £ of G as above and an S-scheme X equipped with an
action of G, a coboundary for £ with values in Pic(X) is aline bundle M over G x X
together with an isomorphism

(81,82, X): Mg gox ® Mgy x —> Mg g, x ® Lg) g,

on G x G x X and atrivialization of (e xidy)*:M = M, , compatible with (e, e; x),
such that the following diagram on G3 x X is commutative:

«(g2.83:x
Mgl.g2g3ng2-g3XMg3.X > gl,g2g3ng2g3,x$g2,g3

(8182.83:x)
a(81.8283:X)

o (g18283:X) B
Megigr.03x Mg xLgi g0 —> Mgigrg3.xLg1g2.03Lg1.80 — Mgig285.xLg1.0203L 20,23

Here B is induced by the structure of the 2-cocycle on &£ (we skipped the signs of
tensor product for brevity).

In the case when the 2-cocycle &£ is trivial the definition (ii) (resp. (iii)) above
reduces to the notion of a kernel representation (resp. a 1-cocycle with values in
Pic(X)) considered in Section 3.4.

Examples. 1. Let A be a commutative group scheme, &£ a biextension of A x A4 by
G- Then £ has a natural structure of a 2-cocycle of A with values in Pic(S).

2. If f: G — G’ is a homomorphism of group schemes over S and £’ is a
2-cocycle of G’ with values in £Pic(S) then (f x f)*&£’ has a natural structure of a
2-cocycle of G. In particular, by the previous example if we have a homomorphism
f from G to a commutative group scheme A and a biextension £ of A x A by G,
then (f x f)*<&£ has the structure of a 2-cocycle of G. More generally, if A and B
are commutative group schemes and &£ is a biextension of A x B by G, then for
a pair of homomorphisms f: G — A, g: G — B the pull-back (f x g)*£ has a
natural structure of a 2-cocycle of G.

Remark. The notion of a 2-cocycle with values in Pic(X) (and of the corresponding
coboundaries) can be generalized to an arbitrary groupoid over X. However, we will
not need this generalization.

Note that 2-cocycles of G with values in Pic(S) form a commutative Picard
category with respect to the tensor product operation. For any line bundle M €
Pic(G) we can form a 2-cocycle of G

A(M)g, g, = Mg @ M) @ My g,
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with values in Pic(S). A coboundary with values in Lic(S) for a 2-cocycle £ is
given by a line bundle M together with an isomorphism &£ ~ A (M) ™! of 2-cocycles.

For a 2-cocycle £ of G with values in £ic(S) and a line bundle M on G we have
an equivalence from the category of projective kernel representations of G over X
with the 2-cocycle £ ® A (M) to the similar category for £ sending V' to V & p; M,
where pg: X x G x X — G is the projection.

Now assume that we have an action of G on X. Generalizing the construction of
Section 3.4, given a 2-cocycle £ of G with values in Pic(S) and a coboundary M
for £ with values in $ic(X), we can define a projective kernel representation of G
over X by setting

Ve = Y6+ (M),

where yg(g,x) = (gx,g,x). For N € £ic(G) the line bundle M ® pi N €
Pic(G x X) acquires a natural structure of a coboundary for £ ® A(N)~! with
values in Lic(X). The corresponding projective kernel representation is

Example. Let A be an abelian variety over a field k, A the dual abelian variety.
Set X4 = A x A. There is a natural homomorphism from the group X4(k) to
the group of autoequivalences of Db(A) (viewed up to an isomorphism) such that
A(k) acts by translations and A (k) acts by tensoring with line bundles. Let us give
a categorified version of this picture that also works in the relative setting (cf. [42],
Sec. 3). Assume now that A is an abelian scheme over S, A is the dual abelian scheme,
and Xy = A xg A. Then we are going to construct a projective kernel representation
of X4 over A with the 2-cocycle £4 = p3,5, where P is the Poincaré line bundle
on X4 and p3p: X5 = (Ax A)?2 > Ax Asends (x1, &1, x2, &) to (x2, &1). Namely,
if we let X4 act on A by translations (with A acting trivially), then we have a natural
coboundary M for £4 with values in Pic(A) given by

Mx.gy) = Pyg (3.7.1)

where (x,£:;y) € (4 x /f) X A. Indeed, the biextension structure on J gives rise to
an isomorphism
(]

y,€2

Mx1,$1;x2+y ® :MstEZ;y = '?x2+y551 ® J
> Pygi+8 ® Prrty = M x0.81+829 @ Proty -

Therefore, we have the corresponding projective kernel representation of X4 over A
given by

V(A =Vy=(x+y,x,§y)xM € Coh(A x X4 x A), (3.7.2)

where (x,£,y) € Ax A x A.
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We have the following version of Proposition 3.2.5 for projective representations.
The proof is analogous, so we skip it.

Proposition 3.7.1. Let X and Y be schemes over S, and let (P, @, «, ) be adjoint
kernel data, where » € Dy (X x Y) and @ € Dy (Y x X). Let also G be a
group scheme, and let V' be a kernel projective representation of G over X with a
2-cocycle £. Then Q ox V ox P has a natural structure of a kernel projective repre-
sentation of G over Y with the same 2-cocycle. This correspondence is compatible
with restriction under homomorphisms of group schemes and with the functors of the
formV =V & pt. M for M € Pic(G) (where £ gets replaced by £ ® §M). Similar
assertions hold if G is a formal group scheme, X and Y are proper over S, and
Ve Dgaz(X xG xX).

Recall that the Fourier—-Mukai transform Dy.(A) >~ Dy (A) corresponds to taking
as P the Poincaré line bundle on 4 x A and @ = P! ® p:‘ia)fi/s[g] on A x A,

where p ; is the projection to A, g is the relative dimension of A/S. Using the fact
that this transform exchanges the operation of translation on A and of tensoring with
the corresponding line bundle on A, we can easily calculate the Fourier—Mukai dual
of the projective kernel representation of X4 = 4 x A over A considered above.

Proposition 3.7.2. The Fourier—Mukai dual of the projective representation V(A) of
the group X4 is given by

Qog V(A)ou P =~ ps P71 ® (id; x k x id ) *V(A), (3.7.3)
where k is the isomorphism
KIXA:AXA\%XA:AAXAZ (x, &) — (§,—x),

and px: Ax Xqx A— Xy is the projection. The isomorphism (3.7.3) is compat-
ible with the kernel projective representation structures on V(A) and V(A) via the
isomorphism k : X4 —> X ; and the isomorphism

A(P)® (k x k) &Ly ~ L4
of 2-cocycles of Xg4.

Proof. Let us consider two simpler kernel representations related to V' (A): the one
corresponding to the action of translations, and the one corresponding to tensoring
with line bundles associated with points in A. The first is the kernel representation
of A (viewed as a group scheme) over A given by

Vi(A) := (x + »,x,Y)x«04x4 € Coh(A x A x A),
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where (x, y) € A x A. The second is the kernel representation of A over A given by
Veo(A) = (x,€ x)«P € Coh(A x A x A),

where x € A, € € A. We have natural isomorphisms

Vi(A) o4 Vg(A) ~ V(A). (3.7.4)
Va(A) oq Vi(A) ~ pi P ® V(A), (3.7.5)

which are compatible with the structures of kernel representations on V;(A) and
Ve (A) and with the structure of a projective kernel representation on V(A) in the
following sense. Combining (3.7.4) and (3.7.5) we get the following “commutation”
relation:

Ve (A) oq Vi(A) = p33P @ Vi(A) o4 Ve (A). (3.7.6)

Now the compatibility asserts that the projective kernel representation structure on
V(A) is given by the composition

V(A) oq V(A) > Vi(A) o4 Vig(A) 04 Vi (A) 04 Vg(A)
~ pr3P Q@ Vi(A) oq Vi(A) og Vig(A) 0q Vg (A)
— Pa3P ® Vi(A) og Vig(A) = p33P o V(A),

where the first and the last isomorphisms are induced by (3.7.4), the second iso-
morphism is induced by (3.7.6), and the arrow is given by the kernel representation
structures on V;(A) and on Vig(A). Thus, it is enough to compute the Fourier duals
of the kernel representations V;(A) and Vig(A). Using the relation @ og P =~ A A
and the biextension structure of &, one gets the following isomorphisms of kernel
representations:

@ o4 Ve (A) o4 P = Vi(A),
Q og Vi(A) oa P = (idj x [~1]4 x id ;) * Ve (A).
One can check that this indeed leads to (3.7.3). O

We are going to use the above result to calculate the Fourier—Mukai duals of some
kernel representations obtained from V(A) by restricting to subgroups over which
the corresponding 2-cocycle becomes a coboundary.

Definition. Let G be a group scheme (resp. a formal group scheme) over S, A
an abelian scheme over S. A G-twisting data T = (f, f’,«,t) for A consists of
homomorphisms f: G — A, f': G — A, and of a line bundle & over G equipped
with an isomorphism

A @) = (f x fY*P
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of 2-cocycles of G with values in Pic(S), where & is the Poincaré biextension of
A x A KT =(f. [ 1) is a G-twisting data for A then the dual G-twisting data
for Ais T = (f',—f.a,U), where

a=a® (f fHP, (3.7.7)

and ¢’ is induced by t.

Note that the 2-cocycle (f X f')* P of G is the pull-back under (£, f'): G — X4
of the natural 2-cocycle £4 = p3, of X4. Hence, the coboundary (3.7.1) for £4
with values in Pic(A) together with the isomorphism ¢ induce a 1-cocycle of G with
values in Lic(A). The underlying line bundle on G x A is

L(T) = pla® (idx f')*P

It is easy to see that a 1-cocycle £ of G with values in Pic(A) appears in this way
if and only if £|gx4, € Pic®(A;) for every geometric point g of G (where s is the
image of g in S). Indeed, in this case we can write &£ in the form pjo ® (id x f)*P
for some line bundle @ over G and some morphism f': G — A Unraveling the
cocycle condition we get that f’ should be a homomorphism and « should satisfy
Aa) = (f x f))*P.

We set Qcohg (4) = Qcoh:é(T) (A) (resp. Cth A4) = Coh’f(T) (A)) Note
that by Corollary 3.4.5, we have Qcohg (A) ~ AG(i (T))-mod (resp CohZ c(A4) ~
Ag (£(T))-mod®). The following result generalizes Theorem 15.2 of [43].

Theorem 3.7.3. Assume that S is semi-separated. The kernel representations of G
over A and A associated with £(T) and f(f") are Fourier—Mukai dual to each other.
Hence, if G is a finite flat group scheme over S then the corresponding pure kernel
algebras Ag (£(T)) and Ag (QC(T)) are also Fourier—-Mukai dual, and we get exact

equivalences

D(Qcoh (A)) ~ D(Qcth(A))
D?(CohZ (4)) ~ Db(Coh (A)).
The first of these equivalences also holds if S = Spec(k), where k is a field and G

is a formal group scheme, 1du-pf over k, such that the action of Gal(k/ k) on G (k)
factors through Gal(k'/ k) for some finite field extension k C k'.

Proof. Letusdenoteby V(A)|g € Coh(AxG x A) (resp. V(A)|g € Coh(AxG x A))
the restriction of the projective kernel representation V(A) of X4 over A, via the
homomorphism (f, f'): G — X4 (resp. (f'.—f): G — X ). Then we have
natural isomorphisms of kernel representations of G

Ve > pa ® Ve, Ve ~ psad @ V(d)lg.
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Hence, by Proposition 3.7.2,
Qoa Veryoa P = p5@® (f [)* P @ V(A)lg = V).
By Proposition 3.2.5, this implies the isomorphism of kernel algebras
Qoq A (L(T)) 0a P ~ AG(L(T)).

Now the first equivalence of categories follows from Theorem 2.5.1 (i). Note that we
can apply it because the kernel algebras Ag (£(T)) and Ag (éﬁ(f)) are pure and of
affine type by Proposition 3.6.2. To deduce the second equivalence of categories we
use Theorem 2.5.1 (iii) (recall that if G is finite then the kernel algebra Ag (L(T))is
finite). O

Remarks. 1. Every G,,-gerbe over an abelian variety A over a field k of characteristic
zero arises from some twisting data as above. Indeed, as was observed in [13], every
element e € H?(A, G,,) has the trivial pull-back to H?(B, G,,) for some isogeny
w: B — A. Therefore, e is associated with some 1-cocycle £ of G = ker(w)
with values in &ic(B). The corresponding homomorphism G(k) — NS(B) to the
Néron—Severi group of B = B®yk is trivial, since N.S( B) has no torsion. Therefore,
Llgx5 € Pic®(B) for every g € G(k). As we have seen above, this implies that
£ = £(T) for some G-twisting data T'.

2. Whenever we have a G-twisting data 7' such that both f: G — A and
fG — A are injective, Theorem 3.7.3 gives a derived equivalence of categories
of twisted coherent sheaves on A/ f(G) and on A /f'(G). Tt would be interesting to
try to describe all exact equivalences between derived categories of twisted coherent
sheaves over abelian varieties by generalizing the picture of [41].

Example. Let us explain how the equivalences between modules over algebras of
twisted differential operators (tdo’s) considered in [44] fit the above theorem. Let A
be an abelian variety over a field k of characteristic zero, and let G be a formal group
scheme over k, isomorphic as a formal scheme to Spf (k[[#1, . . ., #4]]). Then the kernel
algebra A = Ag (£(T)) over A associated with a G-twisting data T = (f, f”, &, ()
for A is a D-algebra (see [7], and Example 1 of Section 2.2 on p. 180). Furthermore,
the natural filtration of wg (given by the infinitesimal neighborhoods of zero) induces
an exhaustive algebra filtration A9 C #4; C --- such that the associated graded
algebra is isomorphic to the commutative O4-algebra S(Lg) ® @4, where Lg is
the Lie algebra of G and S(L¢) is the symmetric algebra on Lg . According to
Lemma 5.1 of [44], such a D-algebra 4 is the universal enveloping algebra U°(L)
corresponding to a structure of a Lie algebroid on Lg ® @4 and a central extension
L of this Lie algebroid by @4. The Fourier—Mukai duality of such algebras (and
derived categories of modules over them) developed in Sec. 7 of [44] matches the
duality picture obtained from Theorem 3.7.3. Note that the algebra Aff (£(T))isa
tdo if and only if the tangent map df : Lg — L4 is an isomorphism, where L/ is
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the Lie algebra of A (see Sec. 7 of [44]). In this case f gives an isomorphism of G
with the formal group obtained from A.

Here is an example of dual twisting data that will be relevant for the next section.

Corollary 3.7.4. Let A be a abelian scheme over a semi-separated scheme S, and
let G and H be finite flat commutative group schemes over S equipped with homo-
morphisms f: G — A, f': H — A along with a trivialization of the biextension
(f x f))*P of G x H, where P is the Poincaré biextension of A x A. We can view the
linebundle £(f") = (p3, f'p2)*P on G x H x A as al-cocycle of G x H with values
in Pic(A) (where H acts trivially on A), and the line bundle £(f) = (fp1, p3)*P

onGxHxAasa 1-cocycle of G x H with values in J/”ic(ff) (where G acts trivially on
A). Then the kernel algebras ASXH(éﬁ(f’)) and AgXH(éﬁ(f)) are Fourier-Mukai

dual to each other, so we have exact equivalences of categories
L(f’ £ "
D(Qeoh:Y)(4)) ~ D(Qeoh:Y) (A)),
L(f’ £ "
Db(CohfY) (4)) ~ DP(CohEY) (A)).
The first of these equivalences also holds if S = Spec(k), where k is a field, and G

(resp. H) is a formal group scheme, 1du-pf over k, such that the action of Gal(k / k) on
G (k) (resp. H(k)) factors through Gal(k'/ k) for some finite field extension k C k'.

Proof. By definition, the 1-cocycle £( f’) of G x H with values in Pic(A) has the
form £(T) for the G x H -twisting data for A,

T = (fp1. £ p2.OGxH.1).

where ¢ is induced by the trivialization of (f x f*)*# on G x H. Similarly, £(f) =
L(T), for the G x H -twisting data for A,

= (f'p2, fr1.96xm.1).

with 7 induced by the above trivialization. Note that T differs from the twisting data T
by the automorphism id x [—1] of G x H. Hence, the kernel algebras on A associated
with T and T are isomorphic. It remains to use Theorem 3.7.3. O

4. Fourier-Mukai duality for orbi-abelian schemes and generalized 1-motives

In this section we will apply the techniques of kernel algebras to get versions of
the Fourier—-Mukai equivalences in two situations. The first situation arises when
we have a homomorphism G — E, where G is a finite flat commutative group
scheme, E is an extension of an abelian scheme by a finite flat commutative group
scheme, and we consider the category of G-equivariant sheaves on E. It turns out
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that one can construct a dual data of this kind and an analog of the Fourier—Mukai
functor. The second situation is the generalization of the one considered by Laumon
in [33]: here we work over a field k of characteristic zero, G is a formal k-group
(see the beginning of Section 3 for our conventions on formal k-groups), and E is a
commutative algebraic group over k (i.e., a commutative group scheme of finite type
over k).

We start by studying in sections 4.1 and 4.2 the duality in the particular case of
the first situation when the base scheme is a field, since in this case a nice duality
functor exists on certain derived category containing both abelian varieties and finite
commutative group schemes. Then we will proceed to more general setups mentioned
above.

4.1. Duality functor on the derived category of commutative proper group
schemes over a field. Let k be a field. For a commutative algebraic group X
over k we denote by X its connected component of 1 taken with reduced scheme
structure (this is denoted as CR(X) in [39]). Also for an integer N # 0 we denote
by Xy the kernel of the map [N]y: X — X: x — Nx.

Lemma 4.1.1. The following conditions for a commutative algebraic group X over
k are equivalent:

(a) X is proper;
(b) Xy is an abelian variety;

(c) X is isomorphic to a subgroup scheme of an abelian variety.

Proof. The equivalence of (a) and (b) is well known. It is clear that (c) implies (a).
To prove (b) = (c) we use the fact that every finite group scheme can be embedded
into an abelian variety as a subgroup scheme (this is due to Raynaud, see [36],
Thm. A.6). Let X be any commutative proper group scheme. Then there exists an
integer N > O such that X/ X, is annihilated by N. Hence, X9 = NXo C NX C X
so that NX = X. It follows that X/ X ~ X is an abelian variety. Now pick an
embedding Xy C A, where A is an abelian variety. Then X is a subgroup scheme
of the induced extension of Xy by A, which is an abelian variety. O

Let ﬁ,fr denote the category of commutative proper group schemes over k. This
is a full subcategory of the category §; of all commutative algebraic groups over
k. It is well known that §;, is an abelian category (see [22], 5.4). In the case of an
algebraically closed field a nice exposition of the properties of this category can be
found in Chap. II of [39].

Lemma 4.1.2. The subcategory ﬁ,?r C G, is a Serre subcategory.
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Proof. Tt is clear that ﬁ};r is closed under quotients and subgroup schemes. Assume
that
0 X—->Y—>Z2—-0

is an exact sequence in §; with X, Z € ﬁkpr. Then the morphism Y — Z is proper

and Z is proper, hence, Y is proper. O

For the theory of torsion pairs and tilting the reader can consult [30] (a concise
exposition can be found also in Sec. 5.4 of [14]).

Lemma 4.1.3. Let ﬁ,ﬁ and AV be the subcategories of finite group schemes and
abelian varieties in glgr, respectively. Then (AVy, ﬁlg) is a tilting torsion pair in ﬁ,fr.

Proof. Any morphism from an abelian variety to a finite group scheme is trivial.
Also, by Lemma 4.1.1, for X € ﬁ,ﬁr we have Xg € AV and mo X = X /Xy € gt
so (AVg, ﬁ,ﬁ) is a torsion pair. Applying Lemma 4.1.1 again we see that every object
of ﬁ,fr can be embedded into an object of AV, i.e., our torsion pair is tilting. O

Theorem 4.1.4. There exists an exact functor D: D?(§/")°P* — D®(") such that
(i) DoD ~Id;
(ii) D(A) ~ A for an abelian variety A;
(iii) D(G) >~ G*[1] for a finite group scheme G.
Proof. The idea is to use resolutions in terms of abelian varieties. More precisely,
the fact that (AV, ﬁ,ﬁ) is a tilting torsion pair in ﬁ,fr gives an equivalence D? (ﬁ,fr) ~
Db(,A{Vk), where AV} is viewed as an exact category (see [14], Lemma 5.4.2; see
also [8], Ex. 1.3.23 (iii)). Since the duality for abelian varieties preserves short exact
sequences, it extends to an exact functor D: D?(AVy) — DP(AVy). This proves

(i) and (ii). Embedding a finite group scheme G into an abelian variety and using the
Isogeny Theorem (see [39], I11.19.1) gives (iii). ]

Remark. It is easy to see that D exchanges the standard ¢-structure on D? (ﬁ,fr) with
the tilted ¢-structure associated with the torsion pair (AV, glﬁ). More precisely, for
every X € ﬁlfr the duality sends the canonical exact sequence

0—> Xg—> X > 19X — 0,
where X is an abelian variety, to the exact triangle
(0 X)*[1] = D(X) — Xo — (10 X)"[2]
so that (w9 X)*[1] >~ t<—1D(X) and Xo ~ 7>0D(X). Thus, we have
HID(X) ~ (moX)*, 4.1.1)
HD(X) ~ X,. (4.1.2)



Kernel algebras and generalized Fourier-Mukai transforms 237

4.2. Orbi-abelian varieties. Let k be a field.

Definition. An orbi-abelian variety over k is an object K of D (ﬁ,fr) such that
H~1K is a finite group scheme and H* K = 0 fori ¢ {—1,0}.

Lemma 4.2.1. (i) For any complex K in ﬁ,fr concentrated in degrees —1 and 0 such
that H™' K is finite, there exists a quasiisomorphic subcomplex of the form [G — X],
where G is a finite group scheme. In particular, every orbi-abelian variety can be
presented by a complex [G — X | with G finite.

(ii) An object K € Db(ﬁlgr) is an orbi-abelian variety if and only if D(K) is.
Furthermore, we have natural isomorphisms

(H°D(K))o =~ (H°K)o. 4.2.1)
H'D(K) ~ (mo H°K)*. (4.2.2)

Proof. (i) Let K = [i: Y — X], where ker(7) is finite. We claim that there exists
a homomorphism p: X — Yy such that p oi = [N]y for some N > 0 (where
[N]yY C Yp). Indeed, since Yy and X are abelian varieties the assertion is true for
the induced homomorphism ig: Yy — Xj, so we can find pg: X9 — Yy such that
po ©ip = [Ni]y, for some Ny > 0. If N, = |X/Xy| then the multiplication by N,
maps X to Xy, so we can view p = N;po as a homomorphism X — Y. Finally,
the homomorphisms p o i and [N; N,]y agree on Yy, hence

N3poi =[NiN2Nily,

where N3 = |Y/Yy|. Thus, we canset p = N3p, N = N1 N, N3, and our claim fol-
lows. In this situation K is quasi-isomorphic to the subcomplex [i": Yy — ker(p)],
where i’ is induced by i.

(i) Let K = [G — X] be an orbi-abelian variety, where G is a finite group
scheme. Then we have an exact triangle

X - K — G[l] = X[1].
The dual of this triangle is
G* - D(K) - D(X) — G*[1].
The corresponding long exact sequence of cohomology shows that H'D(K) = 0 for
i & {—1,0} and that H~'D(K) is a subgroup scheme in H " 'D(X) ~ (moX)* (see
(4.1.1)). Hence, H 'D(K) is finite, so D(K) is an orbi-abelian variety. The same

exact sequence shows that

H'D(K) ~ ker((moX)* — G*) ~ coker(G — moX)* ~ (mg H°K)*.
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On the other hand, by (4.1.2), the abelian variety H°D(K)g is dual to H°DH°D(K).
Dualizing the standard exact triangle

H'D(K)[1] - D(K) - H°D(K) — ---
and passing to cohomology we get an exact sequence
0 — H°DH°D(K) - H°K — (H'D(K))* — -+~
which induces an isomorphism H°DH°D(K) ~ (H°K),. O

Here is a simple way to realize the dual D(K) to an orbi-abelian variety K con-
cretely. Let K = [G — X] as in Lemma 4.2.1 (i). We can pick a finite subgroup
H C X such that A = X/H is an abelian variety (e.g., one can take H = Xy,
where X/ Xy is annihilated by N). Note that the dual of L = [G — A] has only one
cohomology due to an exact triangle

G* - D(L) > A — G*[1].
On the other hand, dualizing the exact triangle
K — L — HJ[l] = K[1]

we get
H* > D(L) - D(K) — H*[1].

Thus, the complex [H* — D(L)] represents D(K).

Remark. If k is algebraically closed of characteristic zero then the category ﬁ,?r has
homological dimension 1 (see [46], Thm. 10.1, or [39]), Sec. I1.14, so every object of
Db (ﬁp ) is isomorphic to the direct sum of its cohomologies. By duality, this implies
that in this case every object of 5,5 is a direct sum of an abelian variety and a finite
group scheme. Thus, in this case the duality for orbi-abelian varieties takes form

D(G[1] ® (H ® A)) ~ H*[1] & (G* & A),

where A is an abelian variety, H and G are finite commutative group schemes. Now
assume that k is algebraically closed of characteristic p > 0. Let gkpro C ﬁp denote
the full subcategory consisting of proper groups G such that Hom(ocp, G) =0. We
claim that ﬁ,f o 18 @ Serre subcategory in ﬁp Indeed, it is clear that ﬁ,f o 18 closed
under extensions and passing to subobjects. To check that it is closed under quotients
it suffices to consider quotients by elementary groups. But for such a group G one
has Hom(o,, G) = 0 if and only if Extl((xp, G) = 0 (see [39], Sec. 11.14), and our
claim follows. Note that the category ﬁ,ffo also has homological dimension 1 (see
[39], Sec. 11.14), so the above remarks about the characteristic zero case apply as well
to orbi-abelian varieties in D? (ﬁ,?fo).
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4.3. Abstract duality setup. Let S be a site. We denote by Shs the category of
sheaves of abelian groups on §. We assume that we have fixed a certain sheaf of
abelian groups G. We consider the associated duality functor

D: D?(Shs) — D*(Shs): K — RHom(K,G)[1].

Assume also that we have three full subcategories stable under extensions For, Aff,
Ab C Shg with the following properties:

(i) D(Ab) C Ab, D(For)[—1] C Aff, D(AF)[-1] C For;

(ii) for K in one of the subcategories For, Aff or Ab, the natural morphism K —
DD(K) is an isomorphism.

In this situation for A € Ab we set A := D(A), while for G either in For or in
Aff we set G* = D(G)[—1]. Note that (i) and (ii) imply that for A € b and for
G either in For or in Aff one has Hom(A, G) = 0. Indeed, we have D(A) € Shg
and D(G) € Shg[l]. Hence, Hom(D(G), D(A)) = 0, and the required vanishing
follows from (ii).

Definition. Given the data A = (G, For, Aff, Ab) as above, we define a gener-
alized 1-motive of type A as a complex [G — E] of sheaves of abelian groups on
S concentrated in degrees —1 and O such that G € For, and E fits into an exact
sequence

O0—-L—->F—>A4—0,

with L € Aff and A € Ab. Morphisms between generalized 1-motives as above are
simply morphisms in the derived category D?(Shs).

We will consider the following two examples of this situation. The first is when
S is the fppf site of schemes over a given scheme S, G = G, is the multiplicative
group, #Ab consists of abelian schemes over S, while for = Aff are finite flat
commutative group schemes over S. We denote the corresponding duality type Ag“
and call generalized 1-motives of type Ag“ orbi-abelian schemes over S.

In the second example § is the fppf site of affine schemes over a field k of
characteristic zero, G = G,,, 4Ab consists of abelian varieties over k, For are formal
k-groups (see our conventions in the beginning of Section 3), and Aff are affine
commutative algebraic groups over k. We denote the corresponding duality type A,fc"r.
To get the usual generalized 1-motives of Laumon [33] one would have to modify
this type by taking For to be formal k-groups without torsion and considering only
connected groups in Aff.

Sometimes it is convenient to view generalized 1-motives as a full subcategory
in the category of Picard stacks by associating with K = [G — FE] the Picard stack
ch(K) (see Section 1.3 and [18], 1.4).

Proposition 4.3.1. If K is a generalized 1-motive of type A then D(K) is also a
generalized 1-motive of type A and the natural map K — DD(K) is an isomorphism.
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Proof. Let K = [G — E], where G € For and E is an extension of A € Ab
by L € Aff. Set K = [G — A]. Then D(K) is an extension of A= D(A) by
G* = D(G)[-1], and D(K) is represented by the complex [L* — D(K)]. The
second assertion now follows from the assumption (ii) on the data A. J

The duality of generalized 1-motives has a convenient interpretation in terms
of biextensions. Recall that if [Y — X] and [Y' — X’] are complexes over Shg
concentrated in degrees —1 and 0 then a biextension of [Y — X]and[Y' — X'| by G
is a biextension of X x X' by G equipped with trivialization of its pull-backs to ¥ x X’
and X x Y such that the induced trivialization of the pull-back to Y x Y are the same
(see [19], 10.2). Such biextensions form a (commutative) Picard category and we
denote by Biext! ([Y — X],[Y’ — X']; G) (resp. Biext’([Y — X],[Y' — X'].G))
the group of isomorphism classes in this category (resp. automorphism group of an
object). These groups are isomorphic to Ext'([Y — X]® [Y' — X'],G),i =0, 1,
so they depend only on isomorphism classes of [Y — X] and [Y/ — X’] in the
derived category D?(Shg) (see [19], 10.2.1).

Proposition 4.3.2. Let K and K’ be generalized 1-motives of type A.
(1) One has a functorial isomorphism

Homps g;,)(K'. D(K)) =~ Biext' (K, K'; G).

(ii) For a presentation K = [G — E] let EXT([G — E], G) denote the Picard
stack of extensions of (G — E] by G in the category of complexes over Shs. Equiv-
alently, EXT(|G — E], G) classifies extensions of E by G with trivialized pull-back
to G. Then we have an isomorphism of Picard stacks

ch D(K) ~ EXT(K, G). 4.3.1)

(iii) Let K = [G — E], where E is an extension of A € Ab by L € Aff, so that
D(K) is represented by [L* — D(K)] with K = [G — A]. Then the biextension of
K x D(K) corresponding to the identity map idpk) under the isomorphism of (i)
(the Poincaré biextension) is represented by the pull-back to E x D(K) of the similar
biextension of A x A, where A = D(A). This pull-back is equipped with natural
trivializations along G x D(K) and E x L* that are compatible over G x L*.

Proof. (i) We have

Hom(K’,D(K)) = Hom(K’, RHom(K, G[1]))
~ Hom(K' ® K,G[1]) = Ext!/(K’ ® K, G),

which is isomorphic to Biext! (K, K’; G) (see [19], 10.2.1).
(i1)) By Lemma 1.3.1, we have

EXT(K,G) ~ HOM(ch(K), ch(G[1])) ~ ch(r<o RHom(K. G[1])).
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so the assertion follows from RHom (K, G[1]) = D(K) € D=°(Shy).

(iii) Note that the Poincaré biextension of K x D(K) corresponds to the canon-
ical morphlsm K ® D(K) — G[1] via the isomorphism Biext! (K, D(K); G[1]) ~
Ext!'(K ® D(K), G). Applying this to K and using the commutative diagram

ARDK) —=A® A

L

K ® D(K) — G[1]

we see that the Poincaré biextension of K x D)(K ) is represented by the pull-back to
A x D(K) of the Poincaré biextension of A x A (this pull-back is equipped with a
trivialization over G x D(K)). Now the assertion follows in a similar way from the
commutative diagram

K ® D(K) — K ® D(K)

| |

K ® D(K) G[1]. .

4.4. Fourier-Mukai transform. Inthissection we work with generalized 1-motives
of type A = (G, For, Aff, Ab), where A is either Ag“ (orbi-abelian schemes) or
Affr. Thus, our generalized 1-motives are of the form K = [G — E], where either
(i) E is an extension of an abelian scheme by a finite flat commutative group scheme
over S, G is afinite flat commutative group scheme over S, or (ii) £ is a commutative
algebraic group over a field k of characteristic zero, G is a formal k-group. Note that
in case (ii) E is an extension of an abelian variety by an affine commutative algebraic
group. In both cases by a quasi-coherent sheaf on K we mean a G-equivariant quasi-
coherent sheaf on E (where G acts on E by translations). We denote the category of
quasi-coherent sheaves by Qcoh K. In case (i) we can also consider the subcategory
Coh K of coherent sheaves. It is easy to check that up to equivalence the category
Qcoh K does not depend on a presentation K = [G — E]. Indeed, this is clear in the
case when we have surjective morphism of complexes f: [G' — E'] — [G — E]
(i.e., bothmaps f—1: G’ — G and fy: E’ — E are surjective) such that ker( f_;)
maps isomorphically to ker( fy) (cf. Lemma 3.4.3 — note that ker( f_1) =~ ker( fy)
is a finite group scheme). The general case follows because of the following simple
result.

Lemma 4.4.1. Let [G — E] and [G' — E’] be two presentations of the same
generalized 1-motive K. Then there exists a third presentation [Gy — Ego] of K
equipped with surjective maps (quasi-isomorphisms) to [G — E] and [G' — E’].
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Proof. Let us define E in the derived category of sheaves from the exact triangle
Ey— E®E — K — Ey[l].

Using the octahedron axiom one can easily see that Ej is an extension of E by G’
(resp. of E/ by G), and that [G @& G’ — E¢] will be the required third presentation
of K. O

Let K =[G 1> E] be a generalized 1-motive of one of the two types above. By
definition, E is an extensionof A € Ab by L € Aff. Note that 4 is an abelian scheme
over S (where S = Spec(k) in case (ii)). Let 7 : E — A denote the projection. Then
we associate with the presentation K = [G — E] the kernel algebra

AG = E) = (1 X 1)xAG

over A. By Corollary 3.3.2 and Lemma 2.2.6, the category Qcoh K is equivalent to
the category of A(G — E)-modules on A. In the case A = Ag“ the kernel algebra
A(G — E) is finite and we have an equivalence Coh K ~ A(K)-mod®.

As we have seen before, the dual 1-motive is represented as D(K) = [L* — E’],
where E’ = D[G — A] is an extension of A by G*. Thus, denoting by p: E/ — A
the natural map we also have the corresponding kernel algebra

AL* — E') = (p X p)uk
over A such that Qcoh D(K) is equivalent to the category of modules over A(L* —
E).

Theorem 4.4.2. The kernel algebras A(G — E) and A(L* — E’) are Fourier—
Mukai dual to each other. Hence, we get an exact equivalence

D(Qcoh K) ~ D(Qcoh D(K)),

which also induces an equivalence between the bounded derived categories of coher-
ent sheaves in the case A = Ag“.

Proof. Set H = L*. By construction, the extension £ — A by L is dual to the
homomorphism f': H — A (in the sense of Lemma 3.5.3), while the extension
E’ — A by G* is dual to the homomorphism f: G — A. Applying Corollary 3.5.5
to the G-equivariant L-torsor E — A (resp. H-equivariant G *-torsor E’ — A), we
get isomorphisms of kernel algebras on A and on A:

AG — E) ~ ATH(L(f),
AH — E') ~ AP (&(f)),

Here we use the notation of Corollary 3.7.4. It remains to apply this corollary. [
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4.5. Fourier-Mukai duality for twisted sheaves. As in the previous section we
work with generalized 1-motives of type A € {Afln, A]fc‘“}. Let K be such a general-
ized 1-motive. Let also G be an object of For, so G is a finite flat commutative group
scheme over S if A = Ag“, and G is a k-formal group if A = At,;or. The definition
of twisting data from Section 3.7 has an obvious extension to this situation.

Definition. A G-twisting data T = (f, f',a,t) for K consists of homomorphisms
f:G - K, f': G - D(K), and of a line bundle o over G equipped with
an isomorphism of 2-cocycles t: A(a) >~ (f x f')*P, where P is the Poincaré
biextension. If T = (f, f', «, 1) is a G-twisting data for K then the dual G -twisting
datafor D(K) is D(T) = (f',—f,&, '), where & is given by (3.7.7) and ¢’ is induced
by t.

We will use G-twisting data as above to define twisted versions of the category of
G-equivariant sheaves on K. By Proposition 4.3.2 (i), twisting data T = (f, /', ., 1)
can be equivalently described by the data ( f, 8B, «,t), where f: G — K is a ho-
momorphism, B is a biextension of G and K by G,,, « is a line bundle over G and
t: Alo) ~ (f xid)* B is an isomorphism of 2-cocycles.

Given arepresentation K = [H — E]letus consider the compositionof f: G —
K with the corresponding morphism K — H[1]. This will give an extension

0—>H—>ﬁ(f)—>G—>0

such that the composition H(f) - G — K — H[l] is zero. We claim that to a
morphism f one can canonically (up to an automorphism of H ( f), compatible with
the extension structure) associate a morphism of exact triangles

H H(f) G H[1]
1dl f fJ/ lld
H E K H[1]

Indeed, a morphism in the derived category f: G — K can be represented by a
map [G; — Go] — [H — E] in the homotopy category of complexes, where
G1 C Gg and Gy/ Gy, ~ G. To such a map of complexes we associate the natural
homomorphism (Go & H)/G1 — E, identical on H. It remains to observe that one
has a natural isomorphism (Go @ H)/G, ~ H(f) of extensions of G by H, and that
our construction is compatible with the homotopy and with changing the complex
[G1 — Gy]. Mimicking the definition for the abelian varieties, let us consider the
line bundle

L(T) =pla® B (4.5.1)

on G x E (where B is the biextension coming from our twisting data). Its pull-back
£(T) to H(f) x E has the natural structure of a 1-cocycle of H ( f') with values in
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Pic(E), where the action of H (f) on E is induced by the homomorphism f . Now
we define the twisted category of sheaves on [K/G] associated with T to be

Qeoh(K) = AZ(E(T))-mod. 4.5.2)

If we have another representation K = [H’ — E’] such that f: G — K factors
through E’ — K, then we can construct another presentation K = [Hy — Ej] using
Lemma 4.4.1 so that we have an exact triangle

Ey— E®E — K — Ey[l].

This easily implies that f: G — K factors also through £y — K. Also, we have
morphisms from [Hyp — Eo] to the original two presentations of K. In this situation
the corresponding 1-cocycle é@(To) of Hy(f) with values in Pic(Eo) is isomorphic
to the pull-back of £ (7") with respect to the natural morphisms Ho(f) — H(f) and
Eo — E. Hence, we get an equivalence

Agg(f)(f(TO))'mOd ~ eAg}(f)(SE(T))-mOd

(see Lemma 3.4.3), which shows that the right-hand side of (4.5.2) does not depend
on the choice of a representation K = [H — E].

Now we will prove a generalization of Theorem 3.7.3 in this situation by con-
structing an equivalence of the derived categories of twisted sheaves on [K/G] and
[D(K)/G] associated with T and D(T'), respectively.

Theorem 4.5.1. In the above situation one has an exact equivalence
D
D(Qcoh% (K)) ~ D(Qeohg™ (D(K)).

In the situation of orbi-abelian schemes (i.e., A = Ag“), this equivalence induces an
equivalence between the bounded derived categories of coherent sheaves.

Proof. We start by choosing dual representations for K and D(K). Namely, let
K = [H; — E] be arepresentation of K, where H; € For and E is an extension

0L —-FE—>A—0,
where A € Ab and L, € Aff. Consider the corresponding representation for the
dual 1-motive D(K) = [H, — E'], where E’ = D[H; — A] and H, = L7, so that
we have an exact sequence

0L, —>E —-A—0

with Ly = H.
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We want to express everything in terms of kernel algebras over A and A so that
the dual sides enter into the picture in a symmetric way (as in Theorem 3.7.3). Recall
that the two categories we want to compare are

QeohZ (K) = AT (Z(T))-mod,
Qeoh2T(D(K)) = ALY (Z(D(T))-mod).

where H,(f) and H,( f”) are extensions of G corresponding to the composed mor-

phisms G L K — Hi[l] and G L) D(K) — Hx[l], respectively. Recall that
to define the relevant 1-cocycles we also use the morphisms f: H 1(f) —> E and
f’ Hz(f ) — E’lifting f: G — K andf': G — D(K), respectively.

Let G ( £, 1) denote the extension of G by Hy @ H, such that the correspond-
ing class in Ext' (G, H; @ H,) ~ Ext!(G, H,) ® Ext!(G, H,) has components
represented by the extensions H;( f) and H»( f’). Then we have an exact sequence

0— H, > G(f, f') = Hi(f) = 0.

Recall that H, is Cartier dual to L, so this extension is dual (in the sense of
Lemma 3.5.3 (1)) to some biextension B; of Fll (f) x Ly by Gy,. It is easy to
check that B, is isomorphic to the pull-back of the biextension B of G x E (corre-
sponding to the homomorphism f’: G — D(K)) under the natural homomorphism
H, (f) x Ly — G x E. Tt follows from the definition that cfti(T) is (L1, 8B1)-
equivariant. Hence, we are in the situation of Proposition 3.5.4, where we view E as
an L-torsor over A. Using this Proposition we obtain an isomorphism

(¢ x AT D(E(T)) = ASHIV(Ey), (4.5.3)

of kernel algebras over A, where ¢: E — A is the projection and £, is the 1-
cocycle of G(f, f’) with values in Pic(A) associated with £ (T) by the construction
of Proposition 3.5.4. Thus, by Lemma 2.2.6, we get an equivalence

Qcoh (K) ~ G(f’f/)(fl)-mod.

It is not hard to check that in fact £ | comes from a natural G (f. f)-twisting data T\
for A. More precisely, this twisting data consists of homomorphisms

FGffY = (D E>A £ 6 f) - Ra(f) D B - A

and of the line bundle 7*« on G (£, f'), where : G(f, f') — G is the projection,
equipped with the isomorphism A(7*a) ~ (f x f')*% induced by t. To see that
the corresponding 1-cocycle of G (f, f') is isomorphic to £ one should look at their
pull-backs to G( f. ') x E and observe that these pull-backs are both isomorphic to
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the pull-back of the line bundle £(7") on G x E given by (4.5.1). Indeed, this follows
from the fact that the pull-back of B to G( f, /') x E coincides with the pull-back
under the homomorphism G(f, f') x E — E' x A of the natural biextension of
E’ x A. Ttis easy to check that the above isomorphism on G (f. f") x E is compatible
with the L;-action and with the 1-cocycle structures.

Next, we should repeat the above procedure for the dual data (D(K), D(7')). Note
that the extension G (f, /) will get replaced by G(f',—f) (an extension of G by
H, & H;) which maps to H,(f') (an extension of G by H») and to H;(—f) (an
extension of G by H;). The result will be an isomorphism similar to (4.5.3),

@ x ARV E(T)) = AT 7D ().

of kernel algebras over A, where ¢ E — A is the projection, and £ is the
1-cocycle of G (f’, — f) with values in Pic(A) coming from a G (', — f)-twisting
data T, for A that is defined similarly to Th. Again, by Lemma 2.2.6, this gives an
equivalence

QcohD(T)([D(K)) ~ e;4%(’:;(]”’_]()(é’Ez)-mod.

We have a natural isomorphism o : Hi(f) » Hi(-f) inducing [—1] on H; and
identity on G. Since G(f',—f) is built from the extensions H»(f’) and H(— f),
we get the induced isomorphism

: G(f, )= G(f'.—f)

compatible with the projections to H, (') and fitting into the commutative square
G(f./)—=G(f".~])
H(f)—— Hi(~/f)

The map 5( f',—f) — A forming a part of the twisting data T, is given by the
composition

~ ~ h

G(f',—f)— Hi(—f)— E — A, (4.5.4)

where £ fits into the morphism of exact triangles

Hy —— H(— f) — G — H[1]

L

H, E K Hq[1].

It follows that the composition 4 o o' Hi( f) — E differs from — f by an auto-
morphism of H;(f), inducing identity on H; and G. Adjusting o (and hence 7)
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by this automorphism we can assume that 1 o0 = — f . This implies that under
the isomorphism 7: G(f, f') — G(f’.—f) the map (4.5.4) gets identified with
—f. On the other hand, since 7 is compatible with the projections to H>(f"), the
map G( fl.—f) — A forming a part of the twisting data T gets identified under ©
with f’. It is easy to see from this that under the isomorphism 7 the data T, gets
identified with the dual twisting data to Ti. Now the required equivalence follows
from Theorem 3.7.3. O

Remark. One can generalize the notion of a G-twisting data to allow G to be non-
commutative (as we did in Section 3.7). Namely, let G be a finite flat group scheme
over S (resp. a formal group scheme, ldu-pf over k such that the action of Gal(lg /k)
on G (k) factors through Gal(k’/ k) for some finite field extension k C k’) equipped
with a homomorphism 7 : G — G¢ with Gy € For. Then we can consider twisting
data consisting of morphisms f: Go — K, f': Go — D(K), and of a line bundle «
over G equipped with an isomorphism of 2-cocycles t: A(a) >~ (fr x f'7)* P over
G x G. One can still define the dual twists of the categories of G-equivariant sheaves
on K and on D(K) and prove the corresponding equivalence of derived categories.

Example. Let k be a field of characteristic zero. Let us denote by G, the additive
group over k and by F the formal group obtained as the formal completion of G, at
zero. Let us say that an extension of an abelian variety A over k by G is universal
if the corresponding homomorphism F” — A induces an isomorphism of formal
completions at zero (all such extensions are canonically isomorphic). Now let us

consider a generalized 1-motive of the form K = [F" —8> E]l, where 7: E — A
is a universal extension of an abelian variety A of dimension n by G, and the
morphism § o w: F" — A induces an isomorphism of formal completlons at zero.
It is easy to see that the dual generalized 1-motive D(K) is of the same type. Let

8’ ~ A
D(K) = [F" — E’], where n': E’ — A is an extension of A by G/. Now let G be
a formal group scheme over k, isomorphic as a formal scheme to Spf(k[[t1, . .., t.]]),
and consider G-twisting data T for K with f and f’ factoring as

¢LESK 65 E S DK

Recall that, by Proposition 4.3.2 (iii)), the Poincaré biextension of K x D(K) is
represented by the biextension (7 x 7')* P, where P is the Poincaré biextension
of A x A. Therefore, the above G- tw1st1ng data for K induces G-twisting data
T =(f,fl.ar forAw1thf =70¢:G —> Aand f/ = 7' o ¢/ Conversely,
given G-twisting data 7 for A, we can consider arbitrary liftings ¢ and ¢’ of f
and f’, respectively (provided they exist), to obtain a G-twisting data for K as
above. Note that the category Qcoh (K) (resp. Qcoh[D(T)(ID(K ))) is equivalent to
the category of modules over a D-algebra + on E (resp. D-algebra A’ on E’).
Furthermore, if (§,¢): F" x G — E (resp. (6',¢'): F" x G — E’) induces an
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isomorphism of formal completions at zero then A (resp. ') is a tdo. If in addition
¢’ factors through §’: F" — E’ then + is isomorphic to the algebra of differential
operators on E. Thus, we get a lifting of the picture described in section 7 of [44] (see
Example after Theorem 3.7.3 on p. 233) to D-algebras on E and E’. For example,
if f = f/ = 0and ¢ (resp. ¢’) is given by a homomorphism G — ker(xw) = G
(resp. G — ker(n') = GZ) inducing an isomorphism of formal completions at zero
then we get a derived equivalence for the corresponding pair of tdo’s on E and E’.
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