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ABsTrACT. We investigate two different ways of recovering a Grothendieck
category as a filtered bicolimit of small categories and the compatibility of
both with the tensor product of Grothendieck categories. Firstly, we show
that any locally presentable linear category (and in particular any Grothen-
dieck category) can be recovered as the filtered bicolimit of its subcategories of
a-presentable objects, with @ varying in the family of small regular cardinals.
We then prove that the tensor product of locally presentable linear categories
(and in particular the tensor product of Grothendieck categories) can be recov-
ered as a filtered bicolimit of the Kelly tensor product of @-cocomplete linear
categories of the corresponding subcategories of a-presentable objects. Sec-
ondly, we show that one can recover any Grothendieck category as a filtered
bicolimit of its linear site presentations. We then prove that the tensor product
of Grothendieck categories, in contrast with the first case, cannot be recovered
in general as a filtered bicolimit of the tensor product of the corresponding
linear sites. Finally, we show how the first presentation can be helpful when
computing tensor products of cocontinuous linear functors between Grothen-
dieck categories.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Grothendieck categories conform one of the most studied subfamilies within
abelian categories, with the categories of modules and, more generally, the cat-
egories of quasi-coherent sheaves [34, Tag 077P] as the main and most well-known
examples. They are essential objects in, among other fields, noncommutative alge-
braic geometry, where they play the role of (categorical models of ) noncommutative
schemes (see, for example [3], [35] or [33] among many others). For convenience of
the reader, we recall their definition:

Definition 1.1. A Grothendieck category is a cocomplete abelian category with a
generator and exact filtered colimits.

The combination of the Gabriel-Popescu theorem [30] with the theory of enriched
sheaves of Borceux and Quinteiro [9] shows that Grothendieck categories are pre-
cisely the Ab-enriched topoi, that is, Grothendieck categories are the categories of
Ab-enriched sheaves on small Ab-enriched sites [25], where Ab denotes the category
of abelian groups.

On the other hand, it is well-known that Grothendieck categories are in particular
locally presentable Ab-enriched categories [22, Cor 5.2]+[21, Prop 7.5]. Therefore,
thanks to the Gabriel-Ulmer duality [15, Kor 7.11], or more accurately, to its en-
riched version [21, §9], we know that any Grothendieck category can be written as
the Ind,-completion of its full subcategory of a-presentable objects (which is an
a-cocomplete Ab-enriched category) for a big enough regular cardinal «.

Both presentations, as categories of sheaves on an Ab-enriched site or as Indg-
completions, provide a powerful tool when working with Grothendieck categories.
This is the case, for example, when defining the tensor product of Grothendieck
categories, which is our main object of interest in this paper.

The tensor product of Grothendieck categories Bg [27] can be understood, in
the framework of noncommutative algebraic geometry, as the correct notion of
product between noncommutative schemes. Indeed, given two quasi-compact quasi-
separated schemes X,Y we have that

(1) Qcoh(X) ®g Qcoh(Y) = Qcoh(X X Y)

where Qcoh(—) denotes the category of quasi-coherent sheaves of a scheme and X is
the (fibred) product of schemes (over Sp(Z)). This equivalence was first proven for
projective schemes in [27, Thm 4.12], and then, more generally, shown for quasi-
compact quasi-separated schemes in [10, Thm A].

The tensor product ®g is defined in [27] in terms of the presentations of Grothen-
dieck categories as categories of Ab-enriched sheaves. More concretely, a ten-
sor product of Ab-enriched sites Rg is defined, and given two Grothendieck cat-
egories A, B with sheaf representations A = Sh(a, Ty), B = Sh(b, Tp) for linear sites
(a,Tq), (b,Tp), the tensor product A Rg B is given by

(2) Ar B = Sh((a,Ty) ®s (b, Tp)).

This is well-defined up to equivalence of categories, namely, the tensor product
A R B does not depend on the choice of Ab-enriched sites providing the sheaf
presentations of A and B.

On the other hand, we also have a tensor product of locally presentable categories
[6] at our disposal, which is easily translated to the Ab-enriched setup, that is, to
a tensor product of locally presentable Ab-enriched categories. It is shown in [27,
Thm 5.4] that the tensor product of Grothendieck categories R¢ is an instance of
the tensor product of locally presentable Ab-enriched categories, which we denote
by X p.



FILTERED BICOLIMIT PRESENTATIONS AND TENSOR PRODUCTS 3

The tensor product LP is defined in [6] by means of the presentations of locally
presentable categories as Ind ,-completions of @-cocomplete small categories for suit-
able regular cardinal @, and this construction works both for the non-enriched and
the enriched setups. More concretely, in the Ab-enriched case, we have that given
A, B two a-locally presentable Ab-enriched categories, the tensor product Ax p B
is given by

(3) ARpB= Inda(ﬂ” R« Ba)

where A%, B denote the corresponding Ab-enriched subcategories of a-presentable
objects and A* ®, B* is the Kelly tensor product of @-cocomplete Ab-enriched
categories [6], [20], [21].

The starting point of this paper is the fact that Ab-enriched site presentations
and Ab-enriched categories of a-presentable objects provide us with two different
ways to recover any Grothendieck category as a filtered bicolimit of small cate-
gories, which we will describe in detail using the theory of 2-filtered bicolimits of
categories from [13, 14]. Our main goal is the understanding of the behaviour of
these filtered bicolimits with respect to the tensor product of presentations. More
concretely, given two locally presentable Ab-enriched categories A, B, we show that
the filtered bicolimit over the regular cardinals @ of the Kelly tensor products of
a-cocomplete Ab-enriched categories of the a-presentable objects coincides with the
tensor product A R p B. On the other hand, we show that the filtered bicolimit of
the tensor product of Ab-enriched site presentations does not allow us to recover
the tensor product of the corresponding Grothendieck categories in general.

The tensor product of locally presentable Ab-enriched categories induces a sym-
metric monoidal closed structure on the 2-category of locally presentable Ab-enriched
categories (see, for example, [11, Cor 2.2.5]), while the Kelly tensor product in-
duces a symmetric monoidal closed structure on the 2-category of a-cocomplete
Ab-enriched categories (see [20, §6.5]). In the last part of the paper, as an appli-
cation of the good behaviour of the filtered bicolimit presentations with respect
to the Kelly tensor product of a-cocomplete Ab-enriched categories, we show that
the functoriality, associativity and symmetry of the tensor product of locally pre-
sentable Ab-enriched categories can also be deduced from the same properties of the
Kelly tensor product. In particular, this allows us to make use of the functoriality
of the Kelly tensor product in order to compute tensor products of cocontinuous
Ab-enriched functors between locally presentable Ab-enriched categories and in par-
ticular, between Grothendieck categories.

Grothendieck categories are our main object of interest in this paper due to
their relevance in noncommutative algebraic geometry. For this reason, we focus
exclusively on linear enrichments (over Ab or, more generally, over categories of
modules over a commutative ring), although the results we obtain most likely hold
for other enrichments of Grothendieck topoi and locally presentable categories. In
order to get a well-behaved theory of enriched Grothendieck topoi [9] one needs to
require that the category over which one enriches is regular in the sense of Barr |5,
Chap I, §1, (1.3)], locally finitely presentable and symmetric monoidal closed, and
moreover, that the full subcategory of finitely presentable objects is closed under
the tensor product. We will not analyse here whether these assumptions on the
enrichment are enough for our results to carry over.

Structure of the paper. We devote the first sections to the background and
preliminary results required for our purposes:

In §2: We fix the notation and conventions that will be used along the paper.
In §3: We revise the main aspects of the theory of locally presentable linear cate-
gories and their presentations as Ind,-completions. In particular, we review
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the relation between the Kelly tensor product of a-cocomplete linear cat-
egories and the tensor product of locally presentable linear categories and
we study the behaviour of this relation when one raises the cardinality «.
We revise the basic background on the theory of linear sites and their tensor
product and how they present, respectively, Grothendieck categories and
their tensor product.

We revise briefly the general theory of 2-filtered bicolimits from [13, 14]. In
particular, we show that the instance of 2-filtered bicolimits in which we
will be interested, namely, the filtered bicolimits (i.e. 2-filtered bicolimits
where the indexing category is just a filtered 1-category), is well behaved
with respect to the linear enrichement (see Proposition 5.5).

Once the necessary preliminaries are settled, we present our main results:

In §6:

In §7:

We provide two different ways of representing a Grothendieck category as
a filtered bicolimit of small linear categories. The first one, generalizable
to any locally presentable linear category, states the following:

Proposition 1.2 (Corollary 6.5). Let C be a locally presentable linear cat-
egory. Then C 1is the linear filtered bicolimit of its family of subcategories
of a-presentable objects (C?*)q, where a varies in the totally ordered class
of small regular cardinals.

The second one makes use of the topos theoretical nature of Grothendieck
categories. Given a Grothendieck category C, we consider the category Jeo
of all site presentations of C, that is, all the LC morphisms (a,T) — C from
a linear site (a,T) to C (see Definition 4.12), and we show it is filtered (see
Proposition 6.7). We then consider the functor G¢ : Jeo — Cat assigning
to each LC morphism its domain. We prove the following:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 6.8). Given a Grothendieck category C, we have
that C is the linear filtered bicolimit of G¢.

We analyse the behaviour of the Kelly tensor product of @-cocomplete linear
categories and the tensor product of linear sites with respect to the corre-
sponding filtered bicolimit presentations provided in §6. Given C, D two lo-
cally k-presentable linear categories, in virtue of Proposition 1.2 above, one
can show that the tensor product C ® p D of locally presentable categories
can be recovered as the filtered bicolimit of the family ((C ®p D)) gk =
(C¥ ®q DY) gk of subcategories of a-presentable objects, with the transi-
tion functors given by the natural embeddings (C ®Rp D) C (C rLp D).
However, at first sight, it is not clear whether these transition functors are
precisely those induced, through the universal property of the Kelly tensor
product, by the natural embeddings C* € C# and D¢ C DF. We show
that this is indeed the case:

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 7.3). Let C,D be two locally k-presentable linear
categories. The tensor product C Rip D can be expressed as the k-linear
filtered bicolimit of the tensor products (C* ®4 DY) of categories of a-
presentable objects, where a takes values in the totally ordered set of small
reqular cardinals bigger or equal than k, and the transition maps

C? ®, D — CF &3 DF
are those induced, through the universal property of the Kelly tensor prod-
uct, by the canonical embeddings AY € AP and BY € BP for all a < B.

While the Kelly tensor product of @-cocomplete linear categories is well-
behaved in this sense, this is not the case for the tensor product of linear
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sites. More concretely, given two Grothendieck categories A, B, we show in
Remark 7.4 that the filtered bicolimit of the tensor product of linear sites of
the site presentations of A with the site presentations of 8 does not allow,
in general, to recover A Rg B.

In §8: We describe the functoriality of the tensor product of locally presentable
linear categories via the functoriality of the Kelly tensor product of a-
cocomplete linear categories (see Proposition 8.8). This description pro-
vides an advantage when computing tensor products of cocontinuous linear
functors in the cases where one has control of the subcategories of pre-
sentable objects. We illustrate this advantage by means of a geometrical
example (see Example 8.9). To conclude, we describe the associativity and
symmetry of the tensor product of locally presentable linear categories mak-
ing use of the same properties of the Kelly tensor product of a-cocomplete
linear categories (see Proposition 8.10 and Proposition 8.11).

Acknowledgements. This article presents and extends part of the work carried out
by the author in her PhD thesis under the supervision of Wendy Lowen and Boris
Shoikhet. I am very grateful to both of them for the interesting discussions and
their helpful comments. I would also like to thank an anonymous referee for the
useful remarks that lead not only to the generalization of some results appearing in a
previous version of the text but also to significant improvements on the presentation
of the paper.

2. CONVENTIONS AND NOTATION

Throughout the paper we assume the axioms of the Tarski-Grothendieck (TG)
set theory, that is, the axioms of the Zermelo-Fraenkel set theory with the axiom
of choice (ZFC) together with the universe axiom. We fix a universe U.

Recall that a category is said to be U-small if it has a U-small set of objects
and, between any two objects, a U-small sets of morphisms. A category is said to
be essentially U-small if it is equivalent to a U-small category.

We denote by U-Reg the totally ordered class of regular U-small cardinals, which
we will envision as a category. This category is not U-small [32, Cor 6.13].

We fix a U-small commutative ring k for the rest of the article and we denote
by U-Mod(k) the category of U-small k-modules. We will write “k-linear” to mean
“enriched in U-Mod(k)”.

The forgetful functor U-Mod(k) — U-Set is faithful, conservative (i.e. it reflects
isomorphisms) and it preserves and reflects both U-small limits and U-small filtered
colimits (see [7, Exa 2.9.10.b & 2.9.10.d, Prop 2.13.5] for the case k = Z, the general
case follows analogously). Moreover, k is a strong generator of U-Mod(k) and,
additionally, it is finitely presentable and dualizable with respect to ®;, the tensor
product of modules over k [23, Exa 4.7]. All these properties together ensure a very
good behaviour of the theory of k-linear categories. For example, we have that:

e to give a k-natural transformation between k-linear functors amounts to
give an ordinary natural transformation [20, §1.3];

e a k-linear functor has a k-linear adjoint if and only if its underlying non-
enriched functor has an ordinary adjoint [20, §1.11];

e a k-linear category is a locally presentable k-linear category if and only if
its underlying category is locally presentable [21, Prop 7.5];

e a k-linear category is U-(co)complete in the [U-Mod(k)]-enriched sense
(i-e. it admits all U-small [U-Mod(k)]-indexed/weighted (co)limits) if and
only if its underlying ordinary category is U-(co)complete (i.e. it admits
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all U-small ordinary/conical (co)limits) (see [20, Prop 3.73 + Prop 3.46]
and their duals);

e analogously, given @ € U-Reg, a k-linear category is a-(co)complete in the
[U-Mod(k)]-enriched sense if and only if its underlying ordinary category
is @-(co)complete (see [21, Prop 4.3 + §7.4| together with the restriction of
[20, Prop 3.46] to cotensors with a-presentable objects, and their duals);

e a k-linear functor is U-(co)continuous in the [T/-Mod(k)]-enriched sense
(i.e. it preserves U-small [U-Mod(k)]-indexed /weighted (co)limits) if and
only if its underlying ordinary functor is U-(co)continuous (i.e. it preserves
U-small ordinary/conical (co)limits) (see [20, Prop 3.73] and its dual state-
ment together with [23, Prop 4.2]);

e analogously, given a € U-Reg, a k-linear functor is a-(co)continuous in the
[T4{-Mod(k)]-enriched sense if and only if its underlying ordinary functor
is a-(co)continuous (see [21, §4.6 + §7.4] and its dual statement together
with [23, Prop 4.2]).

In particular, while working in the k-linear setup, we can safely restrict ourselves
to work exclusively with ordinary (co)limits and the corresponding ordinary notions
of (co)completeness and (co)continuity, and we will do so from this point on.

We denote by U-Cat(k) the 2-category of U-small k-linear categories with k-
linear functors and k-linear natural transformations. This is actually not only a
2-category, but actually a [U-Cat(k)]-enriched category [20, §2.3]. In particular,
given a,b € U-Cat(k), we denote by U-Cat(k)(a,b) the U-small k-linear category
of k-linear functors between a and b with morphisms the k-linear natural transfor-
mations.

We denote by ® the tensor product of k-linear categories, that is, given a,b € U-
Cat(k), a®b is the U-small k-linear category with objects the pairs (A, B) € Obj(a)x
Obj(b) and Hom-k-modules a ® b((A, B), (A’, B’)) given by the tensor product of
k-modules a(A, A’) ® b(B,B’). The tensor product ® endows the [U-Cat(k)]-
enriched category U-Cat(k) with a symmetric monoidal closed structure and the
inner hom corresponds with the external hom [20, §2.3]. More concretely, given
a,b, c € U-Cat(k), we have the universal property

4) U-Cat(k) (a®; b, ¢) = U-Cat(k) (a, U-Cat(k)(b,¢))

in U-Cat(k).

Given a € U-Cat(k), we consider the k-linear category of U-small (right) a-
modules U-Cat(k)(a®?, U-Mod(k)) and we denote it by U-Mod(a). We denote by
Y, : a = U-Mod(a) the k-linear Yoneda embedding, which sends A € a to the k-
linear functor a(—, A) : a°®® — U-Mod(k). Given f: a — b a morphism in U-Cat(k),
we denote the restriction of scalars along f by

(5) f* o U-Mod(b) — U-Mod(a) : F+— Fo [P,

which is a k-linear functor. Its (k-linear) left adjoint, the extension of scalars along
f, will be denoted by

(6) fi : U-Mod(a) — U-Mod(b)
and its (k-linear) right adjoint, the coextension of scalars along f, by
(7) fe : U-Mod(a) — U-Mod(b)

(see, for example, [36, Exp I, Prop 5.8.3]). In particular, fi = Lany,Ysf where
Lany, Yy f denotes the left Kan extension [20, §4] of the functor Yy f : @ — U-Mod(b)
along the k-linear Yoneda embedding Y, : a — U-Mod(a) (see [12, Prop A.6]).
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Let @ be a U-small regular cardinal. We denote by U-Cat, (k) the [U-Cat(k)]-
enriched category of a@-cocomplete (i.e. closed under a-small colimits) U-small k-
linear categories with @-cocontinuous (i.e. @-small colimit preserving) k-linear func-
tors and k-linear natural transformations. In particular, given a,b € U-Cat,(k),
we denote by Rex,(a,b) the U-small k-linear category of a-cocontinuous k-linear
functors between a and b.

Given a € U-Cat,(k), we consider the full k-linear subcategory U-Lex,(a) € U-
Mod(a) of a-continuous a-modules, that is the k-linear functors a®® — U-Mod(k)
preserving a-small limits.

Given a small k-linear category a, the k-linear categories U-Lex,(a) and U-
Mod(a) are no longer U-small, as neither is the (ordinary) category U-Reg, as
pointed out above. However, one can always consider a larger universe V containing
U, such that U-Reg, U-Lex,(a) and U-Mod(a) are V-small for all U-small k-linear
categories a. From this point on and for the rest of the paper, we will omit the
universes YU and V from our notation and terminology, and will say something is
small when it is U-small and something is large when it is V-small. In particular,
we will replace the notation V-Cat by CAT to refer to the 2-category of V-small
categories and the notation V-Cat(k) by CAT (k) to refer to the 2-category of V-
small linear categories.

To conclude, let us fix some notations we will use when working with 1- and
2-categories.

Given a k-linear 1-category C, we will denote the (k-module of) morphisms
between two objects A, B € C by C(A, B). Along the text, equivalences of categories
will be denoted by the symbol =~ and isomorphisms (in any category) will be denoted
by the symbol =.

Let us in addition fix the notation we will use when working with 2-morphisms
in the various bicategories (and 2-categories) appearing in this paper. In any bi-
category, we denote by e the vertical composition of 2-morphisms and by o the
horizontal composition of 2-morphisms, following the convention in [28]. In partic-
ular, given a diagram

f g
/_\
(8) A U1 B le ~C
f h

in a bicategory C, we denote by a o f to the horizontal composite @ o 1.

The reader can find a notation index at the end of the paper, where each symbol
is accompanied by a short description of its meaning and the page where it is
introduced.

3. GENERALITIES ON LOCALLY PRESENTABLE LINEAR CATEGORIES

In this section we provide an overview on the theory of locally presentable k-
linear categories and their tensor product, focused on the aspects that will be needed
along the text. Due to the nice behaviour of the k-linear enrichment (see §2), the
k-linear theory of locally presentable categories essentially amounts to a direct k-
linear translation of the non-enriched theory of locally presentable categories. We
refer the reader to [15] and [1] for the non-enriched setup, and to [21] for the enriched
framework.

3.1. Basic definitions and results.
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Definition 3.1. Let C be a k-linear category and a a small regular cardinal. We
say that C € C is a-presentable if the functor

C(C,-) : C — Mod(k)
preserves a-filtered colimits.

Notation 3.2. Given a k-linear category C, we denote by C? its full subcategory
of a-presentable objects. We denote by ¢, : C* —— C the natural embedding.
When necessary to avoid confusion, we will use a superscript to make explicit
which category we are working with, e.g. (§ : C? — C.

Proposition 3.3 ([1, Prop 1.16]). Let C be a cocomplete k-linear category and a a
small reqular cardinal. Then C% is closed under a-small colimits in C. In particular,
C? is an a-cocomplete k-linear category and the k-linear embedding 1o : C* «— C
18 @-cocontinuous.

Remark 3.4. Let C be k-linear category and «, 8 small regular cardinals. Assume
that @ < B. Then, because B-filtered colimits are in particular a-filtered, every
a-presentable object in C is also S-presentable and thus C* C CP. Observe that,
as a direct consequence of Proposition 3.3, we have that C® is closed under a-small
colimits in CA.

Notation 3.5. In the hypothesis of Remark 3.4, we denote by (45 : C¥ — CP
the a-cocontinuous natural embedding. When necessary to avoid confusion, we
will use a superscript to make explicit which category we are working with, e.g.
Lg’ K C¥ — CF.

Definition 3.6. Let a be a small regular cardinal. A locally a-presentable k-linear
category is a cocomplete k-linear category C with a small set of a-presentable
objects ¢ such that every object in C is an a-filtered colimit of elements in ¢.

We say that a category C is a locally presentable k-linear category if there exists
a small regular cardinal @ such that C is a locally a-presentable k-linear category.

Remark 3.7 ([1, Remark under Thm 1.20]). If a k-linear category C is locally B-
presentable, then it is locally y-presentable for all regular cardinals y > B, because
B-presentable objects are in particular y-presentable for all y > B (see Remark 3.4).
Moreover, every object in a locally presentable k-linear category C is a-presentable
for some regular cardinal @, and thus we have that

This is a direct consequence of the first part of this remark together with the fact
that, for any regular cardinal @, a-small colimits of a-presentable objects are a-
presentable (see Proposition 3.3).

Notation 3.8.

o We denote by LP, (k) the 2-category of locally a-presentable k-linear cat-
egories with 1-morphisms the cocontinuous k-linear functors preserving
a-filtered colimits and 2-morphisms the k-linear natural transformations.
Note that LP, (k) actually constitutes a Cat(k)-enriched category.

o We denote by LP(k) the 2-category of locally presentable k-linear categories
with 1-morphisms the cocontinuous k-linear functors (i.e. the functors pre-
serving all small colimits) and 2-morphisms the k-linear natural transforma-
tions. As in the case of LP,(k), we have that the categories of morphisms
in LP(k) are also k-linear (although no longer small in general). In par-
ticular, given A, B two locally presentable k-linear categories, we denote
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by Coconty (A, B) the k-linear category of cocontinuous k-linear functors
between A and B and k-natural transformations between them.

Remark 3.9 ([1, Rem 1.19]). Given a locally @-presentable k-linear category C,
its subcategory of a-presentable objects C? is essentially small and hence we can
consider it as an element in Cat, (k).

Gabriel-Ulmer duality (see [15, Kor 7.11] for the non-enriched setup and [21, §9]
for the enriched one) is a key result in the theory of locally presentable categories
and we will use it repeatedly along the text.

Theorem 3.10 (Gabriel-Ulmer duality). Let @ be a small reqular cardinal. There
is a biequivalence of Cat(k)-enriched categories

(Cata (k)% — LPo(k),
where (—)°°P denotes the conjugate-opposite 2-category.

Let’s recall the explicit description of the duality at the level of objects.
e The biequivalence is given by the pseudofunctor
Indgy : (Caty (k)P — LP, (k)
sending an a-cocomplete small category a to its Ind,-completion Ind,(a)
(see [2, §3]), which is locally a-presentable [1, Thm 1.46]. In particular,

we have that Ind,(a) =~ Lex,(a) (see [2, Thm 2.4]) and the k-linear Yoneda
embedding Y, : a < Mod(a) factors as

0 Oy Lexy (@) 23 Mod(a)

where j, : Lexq(a) < Mod(a) is the natural embedding. Moreover, the
fully faithful functor Y/, : a — Lex,(a) exhibits Lex,(a) as the a-free co-
completion of a [1, Prop 1.45], that is, Y/, preserves a-small colimits and
for every cocomplete linear category B, we have that precomposition with
Y/ induces an equivalence

(9) Coconty (Lexq (1), B) = Rexq(a, B)

whose left adjoint is given by taking the left Kan extension along Y/, [21,
Thm 9.9].
e The quasi-inverse pseudofunctor is given by

(=) : LP4(k) — (Catq(k))®P

which sends a locally a-presentable category C to its subcategory of a-
presentable objects C?, which is an @-cocomplete (essentially) small cate-
gory by Proposition 3.3 and Remark 3.9.

Remark 3.11. Observe that, given a locally a-presentable category C, we have an
equivalence of categories

Eq : C > Lexo(CY).
This equivalence is given on objects as follows:

Ef(C) = C(ta(-),0)

where ¢, : C* < C is the natural embedding (see, e.g., the proof of [1, Thm 1.46]).
If necessary to avoid confusion, we will write EZ' to make explicit the category we
are working with.

Proposition 3.12 ([1, Thm 1.46 & Prop 1.35]). Let a € Cat,(k). Then, the
natural k-linear embedding jo : Lexq(a) — Mod(a) preserves a-filtered colimits
and admits a (k-linear) right adjoint Ry : Mod(a) — Lexq(a). Moreover, we have
that RoYe = Y/,.
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The following result will be useful for our purposes.

Proposition 3.13. Let C be a locally k-presentable k-linear category and consider
small regular cardinals B > a > k. Let tiqp : C¥ — CP be the natural embedding
functor. Then, the k-linear functor (ta.)* : Mod(CP) — Mod(C?) restricts to a
k-linear functor

(ta,p)s Lexﬁ(C'B) — Lexo(CY).

Moreover, (ta.g)s has a k-linear left adjoint (145)° : Lexo(C¥) — Lexg(CP) such
that the diagram

C? ¢ ta.p s CP
[ [
Yea Yo

I 1

(10) Mod(C?) (ta) —> Mod(CP)

| |
f _— (tap)® — |

Lexa(C?) 45— C ——> Lexs(CF)

is commutative up to isomorphism. In particular, the adjunction (teg)* 4 (ta,p)s
is an equivalence of k-linear categories and (Lq,p)° = Lany(;Y’éLaﬁ.

Proof. We first show that (14,g)* when restricted to the subcategory LeXB(CB ) takes
values in Lex, (C®). Indeed, if X € Lexg(CP) one easily sees that

(tap)"(X) = X((ta,p)?(-))

preserves a-small limits because both (t4,8)°" and X do. Therefore, (1q,8)" does
indeed restrict to a functor

(tap)s : Lexg(CP) — Lexq(C?).

More concretely, we have that the diagram

Mod(C?) ¢— (tap) —— Mod(CP)

T T

Ja I

J J

Lexo (C¥) ¢— (tap)s Lexs (CP)
o

is commutative, where the commutativity of the bottom triangle can be readily
checked using the fact that igte g = to. In particular, we have that (14.8)s is an
equivalence.

Define now the functor (iq,8)° = Rg(ta,g)ija- We show that this is the left
adjoint to (tq.)s. Indeed, we have that:

Lexg(CP)(Rg(tap)rja(M), X) = Mod(CP)((tap)ja(M), jp(X))
= Mod(CY)(jo (M), (tap) js(X))
= Mod(C?)(jo (M), jaltap)s(X))
= Lexo (CY) (M, (ta,p)s(X)).

(11)
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Therefore, because (tq,5)s Was an equivalence, so is (tq,g)°, and it is in particular
the quasi-inverse.

We now proceed to check the commutativity of the diagram (10). The commu-
tativity up to isomorphism of the top square is a direct consequence of the fact that
(tap) = Lany, Yyt p (see §2). It can also be directly checked using the (k-linear)
Yoneda lemma. Indeed, given C € C?*, we have that

Mod(C*)((ta,p)Yce (C), M) = Mod(C*)(Yea (C), (ta.p)" (M))
= (La,p)" (M)(C)
= M(tap(C))
= Mod(CP) (Y¢s (ta p(C)), M)

naturally in M € Mod(C?) and thus (ta,8)1Yce (C) = Yepta (C) as desired. We now
show the commutativity up to isomorphism of the triangle in the bottom. Using
the fact that (to,8)sEg = Eo, we obtain that

Eg = (tap)’ (tap)sEp = (tap)’ Ea

as we wanted to prove. It remains to show the commutativity up to isomorphism
of the bottom square. Because (tq,)° is an equivalence, it preserves small colimits,
as 50 do (tq,8)1, Re and Rg because they are left adjoints. Therefore, as Mod(C%)
is generated via small colimits by the elements {Yca(C)}cece, we have that the
bottom square in the diagram (10) is commutative up to isomorphism if and only
if
Rp(taph¥Yce = (tap)° Ra¥co.
Now observe that:
(La,ﬁ)sRaYCa(C) = Rﬁ(ta,ﬁ)!jaRaYCa (C)
= Rg(ta,p)Yce(C),

where the second isomorphism comes from the fact that Yoo = j, Y/

Co and Rojo =
liex, (co)- Therefore, we have an isomorphism

A: YC'IL(,,/; = R,BYCﬁLa/,ﬁ = (La,,ﬁ)sRQYCa = (La,ﬁ)SYé.

It remains to check that ((ta,5)%, 1) = Lany; Y/;,L(,’B, which exists because Lexg(CP)
is cocomplete [20, Prop 4.33]. Denote by

0: Y[:’Lfl,ﬁ = (LanYl’,YéLa,,B)Yc/v

the structure isomorphism of the left Kan extension. Now, by the universal property
of the left Kan extension [20, Thm 4.43], there exists a unique natural transforma-
tion v : Lany(;La,ﬁY'é = (la,p)’ such that A = (y oY) 4. In particular, y o ¥, is
an isomorphism. Now, because (iq,5)® is cocontinuous, by the universal property
of the a-free cocompletion (9) we can conclude that y is an isomorphism. This
concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.14. Proposition 3.13 can be compared to the topos-theoretic result [36,
Exp.III, Prop 1.2] (see [31, Prop 2.3] for the k-linear counterpart). In fact, our
choice of the notation (—)* and (), is borrowed from [36].

3.2. The tensor product: a-cocomplete linear categories and locally pre-
sentable linear categories. In this section we revise the monoidal structures in
the 2-categories Caty(k), LPo(k) and LP(k) and the relations among them.

The 2-category Cat, (k) of @-cocomplete k-linear categories can be endowed with
a closed monoidal structure [20, §6.5] as follows:
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Definition 3.15. Given a,b € Cat,(k), there exists an a ®, b € Cat,(k) and a
k-linear functor ug, : a®b — a®, b which is @-cocontinuous in each variable, such

that, for every ¢ € ’Cata(k), composition with uJ induces an equivalence

b
(12) Rexq(a®q b, ¢) = Rexq o (a® b, ¢) = Rex,(a, Rexq (b, ¢))

in Caty(k), where Rexq, o(a ® b, ¢) denotes the full subcategory of Cat(k)(a® b, ¢)
consisting of the functors that are a-cocontinuous in each variable. We say that
a ®q b is the a-Kelly tensor product of a and b [20],[21].

Proposition 3.16 (|20, §6.5]). The 2-category Caty (k) together with the a-Kelly
tensor product ®, s a closed monoidal bicategory. The monotidal unit is given by
the full subcategory (Mod(k))® € Mod(k) of a-presentable k-modules and the inner
hom between a and b is given by Rexq(a,b).

The a-Kelly tensor product can be explicitly constructed as follows:

Proposition 3.17 (|20, §6.5]). Consider a, b € Cato(k). The category a ®, b
can be recovered as the closure under a-small colimits of the image of the k-linear
composite

(13) a®b % Mod(a®b) —=% Lexq,qo(a,b)

where Lexq o(a,b) denotes the full subcategory of Mod(a ® b) consisting of the bi-
modules F : a®°® ® b°° — Mod(k) that are a-continuous in each variable, and the
k-linear functor Ry o : Mod(a ® b) — Lexq o(a,b) is the left adjoint to the natu-
ral embedding jo,o @ Lexq,o(a,b) = Mod(a ® b). Moreover, the universal functor
ugy : A®Db — a® b is given by the corestriction of the functor (13) and the
equivalence

(=) ouly : Rexq(a ®, b, ¢) = Rexa.o(a® b, )

is the right adjoint of the functor
Lanye (=) : Rexq,o(a®Db, ¢) 5 Rexq(a®q b, ¢)

given by taking the left Kan extension along ug .

Remark 3.18. The adjunction [Lanu;vb(—)] = [(—) o u;’b] is also an adjoint equiva-
lence when the @-cocomplete k-linear category of the codomain is not small (see [20,
Thm 6.23]). More concretely, given a,b € Caty (k) and C a (non-necessarily small)
a-cocomplete k-linear category, we have that precomposing with ug, provides an
equivalence

(=) ouly : Rexq(a ®, b,C) = Rexq,q(a®5,C)

whose left adjoint is given by
Lanye (-) : Rexq,q(a®b,C) > Rexo(a 8 b.C).

Notation 3.19. Let A and B be two locally a-presentable k-linear categories and
consider A%, B € Cat, (k) their corresponding subcategories of a-presentable ob-
jects. We denote by

ko : AY ®q BY < Lexq o (AT, BY)

the natural embedding provided by Proposition 3.17 above. If necessary to avoid
confusion, we will use a superindex to indicate which categories we are working
with and write k5.
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Proposition 3.20 (|20, Prop 6.21]). Let A, B € LP4(k). Then, the k-linear func-
tor

Lexq,a (A, BY) = Mod(AY @y BY) : X - Lexa,o (A%, BY) (ka(-), X)

factors via an equivalence

Lexq,o (A%, B9) > Mod(A* ®, BY)
\ - /
Ea,a \ ja
Lexa (A% ®4 B?)

Remark 3.21. By definition, the diagram

AY® B uga g > AY®y BY
| r
R, oYaagga ko / Y],{(zmzﬁ"

< / 4
Lexg, o (AY, BY) — Eae —> Lexq(AY Q4 BY)

is commutative.

The closed monoidal structure on Cat, (k) can be transported via the Gabriel-
Ulmer duality (Theorem 3.10) to a closed monoidal structure in LP, (k) (see [6,
§5.1]). More concretely, we have the following statement:

Proposition 3.22. The 2-category LP4(k) is a closed monoidal bicategory with
the k-linear bifunctor B p,, : LPo (k) ® LPo(k) = LPy(k) given by

ARp, B = Lexq(AY®y, BY).
The monoidal unit is given by Mod(k) and the inner hom between A and B is given
by Indy (Rexq (A%, BY)).
Remark 3.23. Given A, B locally a-presentable categories, we have that
(ARLp, B)Y ~ AT Q, BY.
The following remark will be useful further on.

Remark 3.24. Let a, B be two regular cardinals and A, B two y-presentable k-linear
categories where y = min(a, 8). Then the tensor-inner hom adjunction of k-linear
categories from (4) restricts to an isomorphism

(14) D@y p: Lexg g(AY, BP) — Lexo ((AY)P, Lexg(BP)).

More concretely, a functor F € Lexq (A, BF) is sent to the functor @, (F) €
Lexq ((A®)°P, Lexg (BP)) defined by @, (F)(A)(B) = F(A,B) for all A € A, B €
BF and a natural transformation o : F = G in Lexq (A, BF) is sent to the natural
transformation @4 g(0) : ®o g(F) = P4 g(G) defined by [[(I)“’G(O—)]A]B = 0(A,B)
for all A € A%, B € BF. We will denote by

(15) ¥, 50 Lexo (AP, Lexg(BP)) — Lexq 5(A“, BP)

the inverse of this isomorphism. More concretely, any F € Lex, ((A®)°P, Lexg(BF))
is sent to the functor W, g(F) € Lexq g(AY, BF) given by ¥, s(F)(A, B) = F(A)(B)
and a natural transformation  : F = G is sent to the natural transformation
Ya,5(n) : Yo p(F) = ¥op(G) defined by [\P‘Y’ﬁ(n)](A,B) = [nalp.

In [6, §5.1] it is shown that the tensor product R p, admits a nice description
independent of the cardinal .
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Proposition 3.25. Let @ € Reg. Given A, B € LPy(k), there is an equivalence of
k-linear categories

H, : Contg (AP, B) — Lexq, o (AY, BY)

where Conty (AP, B) denotes the k-linear category of continuous k-linear functors
between A°P and B and k-natural transformations between them. More concretely,
H, is given by the composite of k-linear equivalences

—o (e

Conty (AP, B) ~ Lexq ((AT)P, B)
= Lexq((AY)P, Lexqo(B7))

= Lexa,o (A", BY)

where 7 is the natural embedding defined in Notation 3.2, EZ is the equivalence

from Remark 3.11 and W44 is the isomorphism defined in (15). If necessary to
avoid confusion, we will use a superindez to indicate which categories we are working
with and write H;?’B.

By virtue of Remark 3.7, Proposition 3.20 and Proposition 3.25, one can extend
the tensor product in LP, (k) to a tensor product in LP(k) [6, §5.1].

Proposition 3.26. The bifunctor R p : LP(k) ® LP(k) — LP(k) given by
Arp B = Conty (AP, B)

induces a closed monoidal structure in LP(k), with monoidal unit given by Mod(k)
and inner hom given by Cocontg (B, C). More concretely, given A, B € LP(k), there
exists a k-linear functor sa.g : A B — AWp B which is cocontinuous in each
variable and such that precomposition with s g provides an equivalence

(16)

Coconty (A ® p B,C) ~ Coconty, Coconty (A ® B,C) = Coconty (A, Coconty (B, C))

for all C € LP(k), where Coconty, Coconty(— ® —, —) denotes the k-linear functors
that are cocontinuous in each variable, whose left adjoint is given by the equivalence

Lany, 4 : Coconty, Coconty (A ® B,C) — Coconty (A mLp B,C).
Moreover, if both A and B are a-presentable one has that
(ArLp B)a ~ A ®, B

Remark 3.27. The universal properties of ®, and ® p are compatible in a nice way
(see the proof of [6, Prop 5.3]). In other words, if A and B are locally a-presentable
k-linear categories, there is an isomorphism

AYQ B < i @il > A B
lm,zg
Ugnex ga Coy ARp B

H;lT

ko —— Lexg.o (AT, BY),

AT Q®y, BT

where H_! is a quasi-inverse of the equivalence H, from Proposition 3.25.
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3.2.1. Raising the cardinality. Let A, B be two locally presentable k-linear cat-
egories and choose the smallest regular cardinal x such that both are locally «-
presentable. Consider regular cardinals k < @ < 8 and denote by Lz‘ K AL — AP,

Lf PE B s BP the natural embeddings, which in particular are e@-cocontinuous.
Observe that we have a canonical a-cocontinuous k-linear functor

(17) fap: AT @y B - AP @5 BF

that makes the diagram

L?B‘@[g
A g Br L2 AP o BF

(18) Mﬂw,zswl l”mﬁ,fsﬁ

A ©, B L5 AB @ BE.

commutative up to isomorphism. Indeed, f, g is defined as the image via the
universal property (12) in Rexo(A® ®4 B, AP ®5 BP) of the composite

A B
La.[)’@La, Uzp gB

A e BT L af o gF %, AP oy BP,

which is a-cocontinuous in each variable. More concretely, we have that

(19) Ja.p =Lan(uza ga) (uyw,sﬁ(tfﬁ ® lf,ﬁ))

(see Proposition 3.17).
The following is a 2-variables version of Proposition 3.13.

Proposition 3.28. Let A, B be locally k-presentable k-linear categories and con-
sider small regular cardinals 8 > @ > k. Let Lg’ﬁ = LiiB@Lf"B CAYQRBY — AP BP
be the natural functor. Then, the k-linear functor (L?; '8)* : Mod(AP ® BF) —

Mod (A ® BY) sends objects in Lexg g(AP, BP) to objects in Lexq,o (A, BY) and
hence restricts to a k-linear functor

(8 p)s : Lexg p(AP, BP) — Lexq (A%, BY).

Moreover, (Lgﬁ)s has a left adjoint (Lg,ﬁ)s : LeXa,a (A, BY) — Lexg g(AP, BF)
such that the diagram

AT @ B © s AP @ BF
Mod(A? ® B¥) —— (& ) ——% Mod(AL @ BF)
(20) | |
Rar,a Rﬁvﬁ
Lexg, o (AY, BY) ——— (5,)° —— Lexp 5(AP, BP)
k /HB
ARpB

®

is commutative up to isomorphism. Furthermore, the adjunction (Lg,ﬁ)s 4 (La"B)

s 1S

a k-linear equivalence of categories and (L?;"B)S = Lan(r, ,Yaaesa) (Rﬁ,ﬁYﬂ;g@BmSﬁ .
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Proof. We first prove that (LS B)X when restricted to the subcategory Lexg g (AL, BP)
takes values in Lexq, o (A%, BY). Indeed, given X € Lexﬁ,ﬁ(ﬂB,Bﬁ), we have that

(0 =X = X (00 02,70)

belongs to Lexq, o (A%, BY) because (LiB)OP and (Lf’ﬁ)“’ preserve @-small limits and

X preserves B-small (and in particular @-small) limits in each variable. We thus
have a functor (LS,B)S : Lexg g (AP, BF) — Lexq,o (A%, B?) such that the diagram

Mod(A?Y ® BY) 4— (2 )" — Mod(AP @ BF)

T T

j(x.ar jﬂ,ﬂ

J J

Lexg, o (AY, BY) (15 5)s — Lexﬁ,ﬁ(ﬂﬁ,ﬂﬁ)

is commutative. Observe now that, for any X € Conty (A°P, B), one has that
(t5 )sEF X (NP (W )P = EZX (1),

because (Lg’ﬁ)sEg = EZ (see the proof of Proposition 3.13) and ¢J = L?Liﬁ

applying ¥, o to both sides of the equality, one can conclude that

(21) Hy = (Li’ﬁ)sH/;,

showing the commutativity of the diagram

. Now

(8 s

Lech,a(ﬂav BQ) < Lexﬁ,ﬁ(ﬂﬁ,Bﬁ).
k /HB,
AR p B

In particular, because both H, and Hg are both equivalences, we have that Lgﬁ is
also an equivalence.

Define now the functor (Lg’ﬁ)s = Rﬁ,ﬁ(lg,ﬁ)!ja,a- We are going to show that
(Lg’ﬁ)s is a left adjoint of (.2 Indeed, given M € Lexy o(AY, BY) and N €
Lexg g (AP, BF) we have that

"B)S'

Lexg 5 (AP, BF) ((Lg’B)S(M),N) = Mod(A* ® B°) ((Liﬁ)!ja,a(M),jﬁ,ﬁ(N))
= Mod(A® ® B7) (ja,a(M), (Li,ﬁ)*j;s,ﬁ(N))
= Mod(A” @ B) (ja,a (M), joa 15 5)(N))
= Lexg o (A7, B?) (M, (L?;,B)S(N)) ,

naturally in M and N. Therefore (Lgﬁ)“‘ 4 (Lgﬂ)s7 and as (Lgﬁ)s is an equivalence,
this adjunction is an adjoint equivalence.

We now prove that the diagram (20) is commutative up to isomorphism. The
commutativity up to isomorphism of the top square follows from the Yoneda lemma
by the same argument as the one used in the proof of Proposition 3.13. Moreover,
using the fact that H, = (Lg’ﬁ)sHﬁ, we can conclude that

(Lg’ﬁ)SHaf = (LS,B)S(Ls,B)sHB = Hg

where we are using the counit of the equivalence adjunction (LS B)S 4 (L?; p’)S' This
shows the commutativity up to isomorphism of the lower triangle. We now prove
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that the bottom square of the diagram commutes up to isomorphism. Observe that,
for all X € Mod(A* ® BY) and M € Lexﬁ,ﬁ(ﬂﬁ,Bﬁ) we have that

Lexs s (A7, B5) (2 )" Ra,a (X), M) = Lexa, (A%, B) (Raa(X), (2 ), (M)
= MOd(ﬂa ® BQ) X, ja,a(tgyﬁ)s(M))

(
= Mod(A* ® BY) (X’ (Lg,ﬁ)*jﬁ’B(M))

a

= Mod(A* ® B) (L®’B)!(X)sjﬁ,ﬁ(M))

(
= Lexg g(AP, BP) (R,B,ﬁ(‘i,ﬁ)’(x)’M) ’

>~

naturally in X and M and thus by Yoneda lemma we have that Rﬁ’[g(Lg’B)[ =

(05 ﬁ)s R, as desired. Therefore, we have an isomorphism

A RppYaspss (tf,ﬁ) = (tf,ﬁ)sRa,aYﬂmﬂw-

It only remains to show that ((LS’B)S,/D = Lan(r, ,Yaeose) (Re.8Y 75 55 (LS’B)),
which exists because Lexﬁ,ﬁ(ﬂﬁ,Bﬁ) is cocomplete [20, Prop 4.33]. Denote by

§: RppYapems(ly g) = ('—an(Ra,aYﬂawa)(Rﬁ,ﬁYﬂBwtf(tf,ﬁ))) Ro oY A008e

the structure isomorphism of the left Kan extension. Now, by the universal property
of the left Kan extension [20, Thm 4.43], there exists a unique natural transforma-
tion

Yt Lan(r, o Yaesse) (Rp.pYasass (5 5) = (1§ )°
such that A = (yoR,, oY Acgse)ed. In particular, yo(Ry, oY a0 gse) = yo(kolt aegge)
is an isomorphism. As (Lan(Ra,ani‘lQbB“) (Rp,gY a5 588 (Li ,3))) ko and (L?; ﬁ)ska are a-

cocontinuous, we can apply Remark 3.18 and conclude that yok, is an isomorphism.

Using now the fact that k, = E;,laEa,aka = E;}QY;W@ go (see Remark 3.21) and

the fact that (Lan(Ra’aym@B,,)(Rﬂ,ﬁYﬂﬁ®Bﬁ(L§’B))) and (LS’B)S are cocontinuous, we

can apply (9) to conclude that yoE,},, and thus y, is an isomorphism. This finishes

the proof. O

4. GENERALITIES ON LINEAR SITES

In this section we revise the basic notions and results concerning k-linear sites,
as they will be an essential tool in the rest of the paper. For a more complete
account we point the reader to [26, §2] and [31, §2].

4.1. Basic definitions and results. k-Linear sites and Grothendieck k-linear cat-
egories can be seen as the k-linear counterpart of the classical Grothendieck sites
and Grothendieck topoi from [36]. We point the reader to [9] for more general
enhancements of sites and topoi.

Let a be a small k-linear category.

Definition 4.1. Given an object A € a, a k-linear sieve on A is a subobject
R of the representable module a(—, A) in the category Mod(a). Given a family
S =(f; : A > A)ic; of morphisms in a, the k-linear sieve generated by S is the
smallest k-linear sieve R on A such that f; € R(A;) for alli e I.

Definition 4.2. A k-linear cover system R on a consists of providing for each
A € a a family of k-linear sieves R(A) on A. The k-linear sieves in a k-linear cover
system R are called covering sieves or covers (for R). We will say that a family
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(fi - A; = A)ieq is a cover, or a covering family, if the k-linear sieve it generates is
a cover.

Definition 4.3. Given R a k-linear sieve on A € a and g : A” — A a morphism in
a, the pullback of R along g, denoted g™'R, is the k-linear sieve on A’ obtained as
the pullback

g7 'R — a(-, 4"

| =

R —— a(—,A)

in Mod(a). In particular, we have that g7 'R(A”) = {f : A” — A’ | go f € R(A")}
for all A” € a.

Definition 4.4. A k-linear cover system T on a is localizing if it satisfies the
following:
(Id) Identity axiom: Given any object A € a, the k-linear sieve generated by
14 is a cover for T, i.e. a(—, A) € T(A) for all A € q;
(Pb) Pullback axiom: Given a covering sieve R € J(A) and g : A” — A a
morphism in a, the pullback sieve g7'R is also a covering sieve for 7.
If moreover T also satisfies the following:
(Glue) Glueing axiom: Let R be a k-linear sieve on A. If there exists a k-linear
sieve S on A in T(A) such that for all morphism g : A” —» A in S the
pullback sieve g7'R € T(A’), then R € T(A);

we say 7T is a k-linear Grothendieck topology.

Definition 4.5. A k-linear site is a pair (a,T) where a is a k-linear category and
T is a k-linear Grothendieck topology on a.

Given a k-linear site (a,7T) one can define linearised versions of presheaves and
sheaves, in analogy with the classical notions.

Definition 4.6.
o A k-linear presheaf F on (a,T) is an a-module, that is F € Mod(a).
e A k-linear sheaf F on (a,7) is a k-linear presheaf such that the restriction
functor

F(A) = Mod(a)(a(—, A), F) — Mod(a)(R, F)

is an isomorphism for all A € a and all R € T(A). We denote by Sh(a,T) C
Mod(a) the full subcategory of k-linear sheaves.

Definition 4.7. Consider a small k-linear category a. A k-linear Grothendieck
topology T on a is called subcanonical if for every A € a, the representable presheaf
a(—, A) € Mod(a) is a sheaf, that is, it belongs to Sh(a, T). The largest Grothendieck
subcanonical topology is called the canonical topology.

Remark 4.8. We will frequently consider Grothendieck k-linear categories C them-
selves as (large) k-linear sites, endowed with their canonical topology T¢ can. In
this particular case, the covering families are the jointly epimorphic families (see
[36, Exp I, §10.3 + Exp II, Def 2.5 + Exp II, Prop 4.3(2)]) and Sh(C,T¢.can) = C
(see [29, Lem 1.3.14]).

The following is a consequence of Gabriel-Popescu theorem [30] in combination
with enriched topos theory [9].

Theorem 4.9. The categories of k-linear sheaves over k-linear sites are precisely
the Grothendieck k-linear categories.
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Definition 4.10. Let (a,7,) and (b,Tp) be k-linear sites. We say that a k-linear
functor f : a — b is a continuous morphism (for T, and Tp) if the restriction
of scalars functor f* : Mod(b) — Mod(a) sends objects in Sh(b,Tp) to objects in
Sh(a, Tg).

We denote by f; : Sh(b,Tp) — Sh(a, T,) the corresponding restriction functor,
and by f* :Sh(a,T,) — Sh(b, Tp) its left adjoint.

Definition 4.11. Let a be a small k-linear category, (b,7Tp) a k-linear site and
f :a— b a k-linear functor. The k-linear cover system induced by f and denoted
by f~1Tp is the k-linear cover system on a consisting of all the sieves R on a such that
the covering sieve on b generated by the family fR := (f(a) | a is a morphism in R)
belongs to Tp.

The class of LC morphisms between sites, where LC stands for “Lemme de com-
parison” [25, §4], will be used in the following sections:

Definition 4.12 (|27, Def 3.4]). Consider a k-linear functor f : a — ¢, where a is
small and ¢ may be large.
(1) Suppose ¢ is endowed with a k-linear cover system J.. We say that f : a —
(¢, T.) satisfies
(GQ) if for every C € ¢ there is a covering family (f(A;) — C);e for Te.
(2) Suppose a is endowed with a k-linear cover system J,. We say that f :
(a,Ty) — ¢ satisfies
(F) if for every morphism ¢ : f(A) — f(A’) in ¢ there exists a covering
family (a; : A; = A);e; for Ty and morphisms f; : A; —» A’ for each
i € I such that cf(a;) = f(f;) for all i € I,
(FF) if for every morphism a : A — A’ in a with f(a) = 0 there exists a
covering family (a; : A; — A);es for Ty with aa; =0 for all i € 1.
(3) Suppose a and ¢ are endowed with k-linear cover systems T, and T, respec-
tively. We say that f : (a,Ty) — (¢, T,) satisfies
(LC) if f satisfies (G) with respect to T¢, (F) and (FF) with respect to Ty,
and we further have T, = f~1T.

We denote the class of LC morphisms between k-linear sites by LC.

Remark 4.13. Observe that the identity morphism of a k-linear site (a,T) belongs
to LC. In addition, LC is closed under composition [25, Prop 4.4].

The importance of LC morphisms between linear sites relies in the fact that they
are continuous morphisms inducing equivalences between the corresponding sheaf
categories [25, Cor 4.5] together with the following key result:

Theorem 4.14 ([31, Thm 5]). Let (a,Ty) and (b,Tp) be k-linear sites and consider
a colimit preserving k-linear functor F : Sh(a,T,) — Sh(b,Tp). There exist a
subcanonical site (¢,7T.) and a diagram

C
7N
a b,

where f is a continuous morphism between k-linear sites and w is an LC morphism,
such that

Sh(a, Ty) ul > Sh(b, Tp)

N Ws

Sh(e¢,To)

is a commutative diagram up to isomorphism.
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4.2. The tensor product: linear sites and Grothendieck categories. In
[27] a tensor product Rs of Grothendieck categories was introduced based on the
definition of a tensor product of k-linear sites.

Definition 4.15. Given two k-linear sites (a, Ty), (b, Tp), the tensor product of k-
linear sites (a,7T,) Rs (b, Tp) is given by the k-linear site (a ® b, Ty s Tp), where
Tq ®s Tp is the smallest Grothendieck topology on a ® b such that, for each object
(A,B) e a®b, T, ®s Tp(A, B) contains the images of all the canonical morphisms

R ®k §— a(_’ A) Bk b(_’ B) =a® b(_’ (A’B))
where R € T,(A) and S € Tp(B).

The tensor product of Grothendieck k-linear categories is defined in [27] as fol-
lows.

Definition 4.16. Given two Grothendieck k-linear categories A = Sh(a, T,) and
B = Sh(b,Ty), the tensor product of Grothendieck k-linear categories A Rg B is
given by

ARG B=Sh(a®b, T, s Tp)

Remark 4.17. The tensor product is well-defined, namely, it is independent of the
k-linear site presentations of A and B chosen [27, Prop 4.1]. The proof of this relies
on the following result regarding LC morphisms.

Proposition 4.18 (|27, Prop 3.14]). Let f : (a,T3) — (b,Tp) and g : (¢,T.) —
(d,Ty) be k-linear functors between k-linear sites. If f and g are LC morphisms,
so is the functor

fRg:(a®¢,Ta®s T) = (b D, Tp Ks Ty).

The following result provides a useful description of the tensor product of Grothen-
dieck k-linear categories.

Proposition 4.19 ([27, Cor 2.16 + Cor 2.18]). Consider Grothendieck k-linear
categories A = Sh(a,T,) and B = Sh(b,Ty). Then, the tensor product A Rg B =
Sh(a®b, T,®sTp) € Mod(a®b) is given by the full subcategory of bimodules F : a°®®
b°P — Mod(k) for which F(A,-) € Sh(b,Ty) for all A € a and F(—, B) € Sh(a,T,)
for all B € 0.

Recall that Grothendieck categories are in particular locally presentable cate-
gories [22, Cor 5.2]+[21, Prop 7.5]. The following result was proven in [27, Thm
5.4].

Theorem 4.20. Given two Grothendieck categories A, B, we have that
A Xg B~A X p B.

5. GENERALITIES ON THE 2-FILTERED BICOLIMIT OF CATEGORIES

Given a (pseudo)functor F : A — Cat where A is a category and Cat denotes
the 2-category of small categories, we can consider Grothendieck’s construction of
the weak 2-colimit or bicolimit h_H)lj[(F) from [37, Exposé VI|!. In particular, the
bicolimits of the pseudofunctors for which the indexing category A is filtered, are
called filtered bicolimits. In this section, we will revise the construction of the filtered
bicolimit of a pseudofunctor F : A — Cat as presented in [13, 14]. Actually, [13, 14]
provides a construction of the more general 2-filtered bicolimits, i.e. the bicolimits

Do not confuse this construction with the well-known Grothendieck’s construction [36, Exposé
VI], which given a pseudofunctor F : A°® — Cat computes its oplax colimit [16, Thm 1.1], which
has a different universal property than the bicolimit.
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of pseudofunctors F : A — Cat where A is a 2-filtered 2-category. Because we only
need to compute (1-)filtered bicolimits, we will just revise how this more general
construction applies to this particular case. In addition, we show that in such case,
if the pseudofunctor F factors through the 2-category of k-linear categories Cat(k),
the filtered bicolimit is also k-linear.

We recall some important definitions from the theory of 2-categories. We point
the reader to [19] for an extensive account on 2-categories and bicategories.

Definition 5.1. Let F,G : A — B be two pseudofunctors between 2-categories
A, B.
(1) A pseudonatural transformation ® : F = G is given by a family of 1-
morphisms
(P4 : F(A) = G(A))acobj(aA)
and a family of invertible 2-morphisms

(®f : DUF(f) = G(f)Pa)(f:a-n)en
such that for all A € A one has that
D1, 0 (PaoFy) =G oy,

where F§ : 1p(a) = F(1a) (resp. GY : 1g(a) = G(14)) is the invertible 2-
cell in B providing the lax unity constraint of the pseudofunctor F (resp. G)
at the object A, and for every pair of composable 1-morphisms f: A — A’,
g:A” - A” in A one has that

Do @ (“DA" ° Fif) = (Gi,f ° d)A) *(G(g)o®y) e (DgoF(f)),

where F;’g : F(Q)F(f) = F(gf) (resp. G;f : G()G(f) = G(gf)) is
the invertible 2-cell in B providing the lax functoriality constraint of the
pseudofunctor F (resp. G) at the pair of composable morphisms f, g.

(2) Given two pseudonatural transformations ®,% : F = G, a morphism of
pseudonatural transformations r between ® and ¥ is a modification, that
is a family of 2-morphisms

(ra:®a= Ya)aca
such that
(G(f)ora)e @y =¥y¢ o (raoF(f))
forall f: A — A" in A.

We denote by Psnat(F, G) the category of pseudonatural transformations between
F and G, with morphisms given by the modifications (see [13] or [24]).

The notion of 2-filtered 2-category is introduced in [13, §2] (see the corrected
version of the definition in [14, Def 2.1b|) as a suitable generalisation in the 2-
categorical realm of the classical notion of filtered category. In particular, as it
is already mentioned in the introduction of [13], any (1-)category considered as a
trivial 2-category is 2-filtered if and only if it is filtered as an ordinary category
(and this remains true when using the corrected definition in [14]). Throughout
this paper we will always use an indexing category which is of this latter type,
hence we can safely avoid going through the technicalities of the construction of
2-filtered bicolimit for a general indexing 2-category.

Definition 5.2 ([13, Thm. 1.19]). Given a pseudofunctor F : 7 — Cat, where I
is a 2-filtered 2-category?, the 2-filtered bicolimit of F is a category L(F) together

2The bicolimit and its construction actually work when the indexing category is a pre 2-
filtered 2-category, which is a weaker notion than that of 2-filtered 2-category, as pointed out in
the introduction of [13].
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with a pseudonatural transformation A : F = L(F) from F to the constant 2-
functor 7 — Cat taking the value £(F) such that, for every category C, it induces
via composition an equivalence of categories

(22) Cat(L(F),C) = Psnat(F,C)

between the category of functors L(F) — C and the category of pseudonatural
transformations between the pseudofunctor F and the constant 2-functor taking
the value C.

Remark 5.3. Note that such a category is uniquely determined up to a unique
equivalence.

Remark 5.4. Observe that the original definition (see [13, Thm. 1.19]) only con-
siders 2-filtered bicolimits of F with F a strict 2-functor. For our purposes we need
to consider the more general situation in which F is a pseudofunctor.

The main result of [13] provides, given a 2-functor F : I — Cat, a construction
of the bicolimit L£(F) in an intrinsic way in terms of the 2-functor F, which in
particular makes of the equivalence (22) an isomorphism of categories. One can
observe that, when the indexing category is just an ordinary filtered (1-)category
the construction is greatly simplified. For this choice of indexing category, one can
easily extend the construction from [13] to the case in which F is a pseudofunctor
by means of a slight generalization of the results explained in loc.cit.?

We flesh out below the construction of the bicolimit for our particular situation,
i.e. when

e F: I — Cat is not necessarily a strict 2-functor but a pseudofunctor,
e the indexing category I is a filtered (1-)category.

Description of the objects:

Objects of L(F) are pairs (x, A) where A € I and x € F(A).
Description of the morphisms:

First we describe the class of premorphisms:

e Consider two objects (x,A) and (y,B). A premorphism (x,A) — (y,B)
consists of a triple (u, f,v), whereu: A - C,v: B — Cand f: F(u)(x) —
F(v)(y) in F(C). In order to make the object C explicit in the notation,
we will write (u, f,v)c : (x,A) — (v, B).

e Two pre-morphisms (u1, f,v1)c,, (42, 8,v2)c, : (x,A) — (v, B) are said to
be homotopic if there exists an object C € 7 and morphisms w; : C; — C,
for i = 1,2 such that wy ou; = wg o us, wy o vy = wo o vy and the following
diagram commutes

F(w1) o F(u1)(x) 5 F(wiou1)(x) = F(wg ous)(x) = F(wa) o F(us)(x)
Fom () | rom
F(wy) o F(v1)(y) 3 F(wiovi)(y) = F(wz 0 v2)(y) 5 F(w2) o F(v2)(y).
This relation is an equivalence relation and we denote the equivalence class
of a premorphism (u, f,v)c : (x,A) — (v, B) by [(u, f,v)c].
By means of the homotopy relation, we define the morphisms:

o Morphisms in L(F) between two objects are given by premorphisms be-
tween those two objects modulo homotopy.
e The identity morphism of an object (x, A) in L(F) is given by [(14, 1F(x), L1a)al.

3The general construction for F a pseudofunctor should be possible in full generality, without
restrictions of the indexing category, just by readjusting the notion of homotopy in [13, 1.5(iii)],
as we have done in our particular case.
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e Given two morphisms
[(u1, fi,v1)c, ] :(x, A) = (3, B),
[(“2’ f2av2)C2] (y7B) - (Z$ C)7

the composite [(u2, fo,v2)c,] o [(u1, fi,v1)c,] in L(F) is given by the mor-
phism [(s1 o uy, f,s2 0ve)p] for s; : C; — D for i = 1,2 such that s; ovy =
52 o us and where the morphism f : F(s; ouy)(x) = F(s20v3)(z) is defined
as the following composite:

Fs1u1)(x) = F(s1)(Fu1) () 25 F(s1)(F(r1) (v) = F(s1v1)(y) =

Flsaus)(3) % F(s2) (F(u2)(1)) 2 F(s53) (F(v2)(2)) = F(s292)(2).
One can check that this is well-defined following the same reasoning as in
[13, Prop 1.11] but replacing the homotopies with the new notion of ho-
motopy we have introduced above to address the pseudofunctor case. We
do not write down the details, but the argument carries over almost verba-
tim once one takes into account that the isomorphisms Fg2’ I F(g)F(f) =
F(go f) are natural in both f and g for f and g composable morphisms in
I.

The category L(F) fulfills the universal property (22) above together with the
pseudonatural transformation A : F = L(F) given by:

e for each A € 7, the functor Aa : F(A) — L(F) sends an object x € F(A) to
(x,A) € L(F) and a morphism f :x — y in F(A) to [(14, F(14)(f),1a)al;

e for each w: A — B in I, the invertible 2-morphism A,, : Ag o F(w) = Ax
is given, for each x € F(A), by the isomorphism

[(1s, [FTy 0], s w)B] : (F(W)(x), B) = (x,A)

where [F123 W] is just the evaluation at x of the natural isomorphism
’ x

F123,w : F(1g)F(w) = F(w) given by the lax functoriality constraint of

the pseudofunctor F.

In particular, given a category C and a pseudonatural transformation Q € Psnat(F,C),
the unique functor H € Cat(L(F),C) such that H o A = Q provided by the isomor-
phism (22) is given by
e on objects: H((x,A)) =Qa(x) € C for all (x,A) € L(F);
e on morphisms: given a morphism [(u, f,v)]c : (x,A) — (y,B), we have
that H([(u, f,v)]c) = [@u]y Qc(f) [(Qu) .

We are interested in k-linear categories and their filtered bicolimits. More ex-
plicitely, we are interested in filtered bicolimits of pseudofunctors F : 7 — Cat that
take values in the 2-category Cat(k) of small k-linear categories with k-linear func-
tors and k-linear natural transformations, that is, in pseudofunctors F : 7 — Cat
that factor through the forgetful 2-functor Cat(k) — Cat. In what follows, we show
that the filtered bicolimit L(F) under these hypothesis will be again a k-linear
category:

Proposition 5.5. Let I be a filtered category. Toke F : I — Cat a pseudofunctor
that factors through the forgetful 2-functor Cat(k) — Cat. Then, L(F) is a k-linear
category. Moreover, the universal pseudonatural tranformation A : F = L(F) is
k-linear, meaning that Aa is a k-linear functor for all A € I and A, is a k-linear
natural isomorphism for all w morphism in I .

Proof. Consider (x,A), (y,B) € L(F). The class L(F)((x,A), (y,B)) has a natural
structure of k-module induced from the k-linear structure of the values of F. Indeed,



FILTERED BICOLIMIT PRESENTATIONS AND TENSOR PRODUCTS 24

given two morphisms

[(ul, fls vl)C1]’ [(MQ, f2, V2)C2] : ()C, A) - (y’B)

and an element A € k, we define
[(u1, fi,vi)e, ] + Al (u2, f2,v2)c,] = [(W1 our, F(wi)(f1) + AF (w2)(f2), w2 0 va)c]

where wy : C; — C, wy : C3 — C and wi ou; = wy ous and wi o vy = wg 0 vo.
Observe that such wi,wy exist because I is a filtered category. An easy check
shows that this is well-defined and does not depend on the choice of w; and ws.
The fact that it provides a k-module structure is directly deduced from the fact
that, by hypothesis, for each object C € I, F(C) is a k-linear category and for each
morphism D — E in I, the functor F(D — E) : F(D) — F(E) is k-linear.

In addition, one can easily show that the composition is k-linear. To show this,
consider morphisms

[(u1, f1,vi)e, ]s [(u2, f2,v2)c,] + (x, A) — (v, B),
[(s1.81.11)p, ], [(s52, 82, 12)p,] : (¥, B) = (2,C)
and elements 4, 4" € k. Without loss of generality we can assume that
D =Cy=Cy=D; =Dy,
u=ui=uyg:A—D,
V=v1=Vvo=8§1=859:B—>D
and
t=t1=ty:C — D.
We have that
[(v,g1,0)plo ([(u, fi,v)p] +A[(u, f2,v)D])
= [(v.g1,0)p] o [(u, f1 + A f2,v)D]
=[(u,g10 (fi+Af2).)p]
= [(u,g10 fi +Ag10 fa,t)p]
=[(v.g1.t)p] o [(u, fi,v)p] + A[(v.g1,1)p] ° [(u, f2,v)D].

Similarly, one proves that

([(v,g1,)p] + A'[(v,82.t]p) o [(u, f1,v)p] = [(v,81,)D].

Hence, the composition is k-linear as desired.

The k-linearity of A follows now by direct inspection. Indeed, the k-linearity of
the functor A4 for all A € 7 is immediate from its definition. Moreover, for any w :
A — Bin I, we have that A,, : Ag o F(w) = A, is a natural isomorphism between
k-linear functors and therefore it is in particular a k-linear natural isomorphism
(see §2). a

Observe that one could define a k-linear version of the 2-filtered bicolimit by
suitably linearizing Definition 5.2 above.

Definition 5.6. Given a pseudofunctor G : I — Cat(k), where I is a 2-filtered
2-category, the k-linear 2-filtered bicolimit of G is a k-linear category Li(G) to-
gether with a k-linear pseudonatural transformation A : G = L;(G) from G to the
constant 2-functor 7 — Cat(k) taking the value £;(G) such that, for every k-linear
category C, it induces via composition an equivalence of categories

(23) Cat(k)(Lk(G),C) = Psnatx (G, C)

between the category of k-linear functors L;(G) — C and the category of k-linear
pseudonatural transformations between the pseudofunctor G and the constant 2-
functor taking the value C.
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We now show that not only L(F) is a k-linear category when F : I — Cat
factors through the forgetful 2-functor Cat(k) — Cat, it actually coincides with the
k-linear filtered bicolimit L (F):

Proposition 5.7. Let I be a filtered category. Take F : I — Cat a pseudofunctor
that factors through the forgetful 2-functor Cat(k) — Cat. Then, A : F = L(F)
satisfies the universal property (23) of the k-linear filtered bicolimit of F.

Proof. By Proposition 5.5 we know that L(F) is a k-linear category and A : F =
L(F) is a k-linear pseudonatural transformation. Therefore, when we restrict the
isomorphism [-oA] : Cat(L(F),C) — Psnat(F, C) from (22) to the full subcategory
Cat(k)(L(F),C) c Cat(L(F),C), to obtain a functor

Cat(k)(L(F),C) — Psnati (F,C).

Moreover, given a k-linear pseudonatural transformation Q : F = C, the unique
functor H : L(F) — C such that H o A = Q can be immediately checked to be
k-linear using our assumption on F and the fact that Q is k-linear. Consequently,
we can conclude that [—o A] : Cat(L(F),C) — Psnat(F,C) from (22) does restrict
to an equivalence (actually an isomorphism)

Cat(k)(L(F),C) = Psnati (F,C),
showing that Ly (F) =~ L(F). O

Remark 5.8. Proposition 5.7 shows that the forgetful 2-functor U : Cat(k) — Cat
preserves and reflects filtered bicolimits, which can be seen as a bicategorical parallel
of the fact that the forgetful functor Mod(k) — Set preserves and reflects filtered
colimits [7, Prop 2.13.5]. For this reason, from this point on, we will use the notation
L(F) to refer to both the k-linear filtered bicolimit and to its non-enriched version.

6. LOCALLY PRESENTABLE LINEAR CATEGORIES AND GROTHENDIECK
CATEGORIES AS FILTERED BICOLIMITS OF SMALL CATEGORIES

In this section we show, based on §5, that every locally presentable k-linear
category can be written as a filtered bicolimit of small categories, and hence in
particular this holds for any Grothendieck k-linear category. Furthermore, we show
that Grothendieck k-linear categories can be written as filtered bicolimits of certain
filtered categories of k-linear sites.

Remark 6.1. From this point on we will need to work with large filtered bicolimits,
i.e. with filtered bicolimits of pseudofunctors F : 7 — CAT, where I is a possibly
large filtered 1-category. In other words, we will use the theory of filtered bicolimits
inside the universe V we fixed in §2 with respect to which our large categories were
small. Observe that even if such a pseudofunctor F : 7 — CAT takes values in the
category of small categories Cat, the resulting filtered bicolimit may still be large
because 7 is itself large.

Theorem 6.2. Let C be a category which is a union of full small subcategories
indezed by a (possibly large) directed poset. Then, C is the filtered bicolimit of that
family of subcategories. More precisely, if C is a category such that C =~ J;¢; Ci,
where C; C C are full small subcategories, I is a (possibly large) directed poset and
Ci CC;ifi<j, then C is a filtered bicolimit of the family (C;)ics -

Proof. Denote by I the filtered category given by the directed poset I, and denote
by ¢;,j : Ci < C; the natural embeddings for i < j. We define the 2-functor

(24) Fc: I — Cat c CAT
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to be given by F¢(i) = C; for every i € I and F¢(i £ j) =1 : C; < C; for every
morphism i < j in 7.
We build a functor
(]3 : .[:(Fc) g C
defined as follows:
e ¢(x,i) =x € C; C C for every (x,i) € L(F¢);
e p([i <k frurx) =), j<k)]) = f € Cllr), k() = Cx,y)
for every morphism [(i < k, f : 4 x(x) = ¢;x(¥),] < k)] : (x,i) = (y,/) in
L(Fc).
One can readily check that this is well-defined and it defines a functor. As C =
Uier Ci, one trivially has that this functor is essentially surjective, and because C;
are full subcategories of C for all i € I, one easily deduces that the functor is fully
faithful. O

Remark 6.3. Assume C is k-linear, and hence C; is k-linear for all i € 7 and so are
the fully faithful functors ¢; ; : C; € C; for i < j in 7. Then we have that both
I and F¢ are in the hypothesis of Proposition 5.5 above, hence L(F¢) is k-linear.
Observe that the functor ¢ defined in the proof above is as well k-linear, and thus
C and L(F¢) are equivalent as k-linear categories.

Remark 6.4. Theorem 6.2 is just a bicategorical parallel to the easy (1-categorical)
statement that says that every object in a category that can be written as a union
of a filtered system of subobjects is in particular the filtered colimit of these system
of subobjects.

Corollary 6.5. Let C be a locally presentable k-linear category. Then C is the
k-linear filtered bicolimit of its family of subcategories of locally presentable objects
(C?Y) ¢, where @ varies in Reg.

Proof. As C = Jgereg C* (see Remark 3.7), the result follows from Theorem 6.2
and Remark 6.3, together with the fact that Reg is directed (because it is a totally
ordered class). m]

Remark 6.6. Because Grothendieck k-linear categories are in particular locally pre-
sentable k-linear categories, we can apply Corollary 6.5 to any Grothendieck k-linear
category. More concretely, every Grothendieck k-linear category C can be recovered
as the k-linear filtered bicolimit of its family of subcategories of locally presentable
objects (C%)y, where @ varies in Reg.

We now introduce another presentation of a Grothendieck k-linear category as
a filtered bicolimit, where the indexing filtered category will be a certain category
of k-linear sites.

Let C be a Grothendieck k-linear category. Consider the category J¢ defined as
follows:

e Objects of J¢ are given by
{uq : (a,Ty) = C | (a,T,) small k-linear site, u, € LC}

where C is endowed with the canonical topology (see Remark 4.8). For
readibility, we will frequently omit the topology from our notation and
write uq : a — C.
e Morphisms between two objects uy : @ = C and up : b — C are given by the
k-linear functors f : @ — b which belong to LC and such that up o f = u,.
We write f : uq — up.
One can readily check this is a well-defined category as a direct consequence of
Remark 4.13.
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Proposition 6.7. Given a Grothendieck category C, the category Je constructed
above is filtered.

Proof. Observe that the category J¢ is not empty. Given two objects uq : a = C
and up : b > C, we want to find a third object u. : ¢ — C and morphisms
f i ug > ucand g : up — u.. Let ¢ be the full subcategory of C with objects
{uq(A)} aca U {up(B)}Bep and endow it with the topology induced by the canonical
topology in C. We hence have that the embedding u. : ¢ = C is an LC morphism.
Now consider the corestrictions uq : @ — ¢ and up : b — ¢. We trivially have that
these define morphisms u, — u, and up — u..

Consider now two morphisms f, g : uy — up. We want to find an object u, : ¢ —
C and a morphism % : up — u. equalizing f and g. Take ¢ to be the full subcategory
of C with objects up(b) and endow it with the (restriction of the) canonical topology.
Take u, : ¢ = C to be the embedding (which is LC) and & : b — ¢ the corestriction
of up : b — C to ¢. Then, by definition, one has that hu. = uy. Furthermore, we
have that hf = hg as a direct consequence of the fact that upf = uq = upg.

We can thus conclude that J¢ is a filtered category. O

We now consider the functor G¢ : Jo — Cat(k) c CAT(k) given by forgetting
the “slice structure”, i.e. defined by sending each object uy : a — C to the small
k-linear category a and each morphism f : u, — up to itself seen as a k-linear
morphism f:a—b.

We proceed to describe L(G¢) using the construction from §5 above. Observe
that in this case the description of the homotopies between premorphisms is that of
[13, Def 1.5(iii)] because G¢ is a strict functor, and it is therefore slightly simpler
than in the pseudofunctor case:

e Objects are {(x,uq:a—C) | (ug:a—C) € Je,x € a}

e Morphisms (x,uq : a = C) — (y,up : b — C) are given by homotopy classes
of triples (u, f,v) where u : uqg — uc, v : up — u, are morphisms in Je and
f iu(x) = v(y) is amorphism in ¢. As before, we use the notation (u, f,v),,
to make explicit the codomain of u and v. Two morphisms (u1, f, V1),
and (uo, g, 112),4(2 are homotopic if there exist morphisms wy : u., — u, and
Wo : ue, — uc such that wiug = wauo, wivy = wave and w1 (f) = wa(g). As
in §5, we denote the homotopy class of (u1, f,v1)u, by [(u1, f,v1)u, |-

Theorem 6.8. Given a Grothendieck category C, we have that C is the k-linear
filtered bicolimit of G¢.

Proof. Observe that G¢ factors through Cat(k) and hence, by Proposition 5.7,
we have that L£(G¢) is the k-linear filtered bicolimit, so in particular a k-linear
category. To conclude, it suffices to construct a k-linear equivalence ¥¢ : L(G¢) —
C. With the notation introduced in §5 for the objects and morphisms of L(G¢),
we consider the following assignations:

o To every object (x,uq : @ = C) € Jeo we assign the object
Velx,uqg :a— C) = uq(x) €C.
e To every morphism [(u, f,v),] : (x,uq : @ > C) = (y,up : b = C) we
assign the morphism
Ve[, fiv)ud) = (ue(f) 2 ua(x) = ueu(x) = ucv(y) = up(y)) .
We have the following:

(1) The assignation on morphisms is well-defined. Consider two homotopic
morphisms (ul,fl,vl)uq, (MQ,fQ,VQ)urz : (x,a > C) - (y,b > C), that
is, there exist morphisms wy : u,, — u. and wg : u,, — u, such that
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Wil = walla, wivy = wove and wi(f1) = wa(f2). We want to show that
uc, (f1) = ue,(f2). Observe that uc, (f1) = ucwi1(f1) = uw2(f2) = ue, (f2), as
desired.

The assignations define a functor y¢ : L(G¢g) — C. First observe that
it preserves identities. Indeed, the identity morphism [(14, 1y, 1a)u,] of the
object (x,uq : @ — C) gets sent to ua(1y) = 1,,(x). We now check that it pre-
serves compositions. Consider two composable morphisms [(u1, f1,v1)u,, ] :
(a,uq) — (b,up) and [(uz, f2,v2)u,,] : (b,up) — (¢,uc) in L(Gc). Because
Je is filtered, we can assume that uy = u¢, = u,, i.e. that the morphisms
ui,vi, Uz, vo in Jo have the same codomain uy : d — C, and that vy = us.
Their composite in L(G¢) is given by [(u1, f2 © f1,v2)u,] and gets sent to
uy(f2f1). On the other hand, we have that [(u1, fi,V1)4,] and [(u2, f2, V2)u, ]
get sent to uy(f1) and uy(f2) respectively, whose composite is uy (f2)uy(f1)-
As uy : ® —> C is a functor, we have that uy(fz o f1) = up(fo)us(f1) as
desired.

The functor y¢ is k-linear. Let [(u1, f1,v1)u, 1. [(U2, f2,v2)u,, ] : (a,uq) —
(b, up) be two morphisms in £(G¢). Because J¢ is filtered, we may assume
that uc = u., = u., and that u = u; = us, v=v; =vy. Then, given A € k, we
have that

l/jC([(ua fl’v)un] +A[(u, f2aV)M5]) = WC([Ma fl +/lf2,v]un) = ub(fl +/lf2)'

On the other hand, we have that

Yo ([, f1.V)i]) + We ([, f2,V)u,]) = un(f1) + Aun (f2).

As uy is a k-linear functor, we have that uy(fi + Af2) = up(f1) + Aup(f2) as
desired.

The functor ¥ ¢ is essentially surjective. Let y be an object in C. Consider
the small full subcategory a of C with objects {y} U {g}geG, where G is a
small set of generators of C. We endow a with the topology induced by the
canonical topology in C. Then the embedding ¢ : @ — C is trivially an LC
morphism and hence we have that Y¢(y,t: a — C) =(y) =y, as desired.
The functor Y is faithful. Let [(u1, fi,v1)u, ], [(u2, f2,v2)u, ]t (x,ua) —
(y,up) be two morphisms, such that u., (fi) = uc,(f2). Consider the full
subcategory d of C with objects {u¢, (¢1)} U {uc,(c2)} endowed with the
topology induced by the canonical topology in C and the associated em-
bedding ¢ : » — C. Then we have that u., and u, factor through ¢

(4] Yo
7
L
»——C
715
C2 Ucy

Observe that, because u¢, (f1) = u,(f2) and ¢ is fully faithful and injective
on objects, we have that i, u; = lic,u2, e, v1 = lic,v2 and d¢, (f1) = de, (f2).
This implies that (u1, fi,v1)u, and (u2, f2,v2)y,, are homotopic, and hence
[Cu1s frvDu, ] = [(u2, f2,v2)u,, |-

The functor ¥¢ is full. Consider (x,uq : @ = C),(y,up : b —> C) € J¢
and a morphism f : ug(x) — up(y) in C. As previously, consider the full
subcategory ¢ of C with objects {u,(a)}U{up(b)} endowed with the topology
induced by the canonical topology in C and the embedding ¢ : ¢ — C, which
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is an LC morphism. Then, we have that u, and up factor through ¢ as above:

a Ua
ilg
«c—=C
iy
b wy

We can hence consider f : iiq(x) — is(y) the image of f via the isomor-
phism C (uiq(x), tiip(y)) = c(iq(x), p(y)) induced by ¢. Take the morphism
[(ﬁa,f, ip)i=u ] : (Xx,uq : @ = C) = (y,up : b = C). By construction we
have that ¢ sends this morphism to «(f) = f, proving fulness.

We hence have proven that ¢ ¢ : £L(G¢) — C is a k-linear equivalence of categories
as desired. o

Remark 6.9. Observe that, in order to recover any locally presentable category C
as a filtered bicolimit using the construction from Corollary 6.5, we can always
use the same filtered category, namely the category Reg associated to the totally
ordered class of small regular cardinals. Notice that this is not the case for this last
presentation of Grothendieck categories provided by Theorem 6.8, as the filtered
category J¢ depends on the Grothendieck category C we want to recover.

7. THE TENSOR PRODUCT OF LOCALLY PRESENTABLE LINEAR CATEGORIES AS A
FILTERED BICOLIMIT

In this section we analyse the tensor product of locally presentable k-linear cate-
gories in terms of the realization of locally presentable categories as filtered bicolim-
its provided in §6. In particular, this applies to the tensor product of Grothendieck
k-linear categories.

Let A, B be locally presentable k-linear categories and let x € Reg the smallest
regular cardinal such that both A and B are locally x-presentable. First observe
that, as a direct consequence of Theorem 6.2, we have that A& p B is the k-linear
filtered bicolimit of the family ((A ®ip B)¥)acreg and that from @ > « we have
that (ARLp B)Y ~ AY®, B?. However, it is not directly obvious whether the fully
faithful functors A? ®, BY — AP ®p BB with B > a > « provided by the inclusion
(ArLp B)Y C (ARLp B)P coincide with the canonical functors fo g from (17), and
hence whether the filtered bicolimit is compatible with the a-cocomplete tensor
products for a varying in Reg. This is precisely the content of the next theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let A, B be two locally presentable k-linear categories and choose
the smallest regular cardinal k such that both A and B are locally k-presentable.
Then, for all @, B € Reg such that B > a > k the canonical functor

fap: AT ®y B — AP @5 BF

defined in (17) is fully faithful. In particular, the functor fop coincides up to
isomorphism, modulo the equivalences (ABp B)Y ~ A ®, BY and (AR p B)S ~

AP ®g BB, with the canonical inclusion sz}"s c(Arp B)Y C (Arp B)P.
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Proof. Let Lsﬁ =" ® Lf as in Proposition 3.28. First consider the diagram

a.B B

AY @ BY Lf’;ﬁ > AB @ BP
\“7{“‘,8" Uzp gB -
3
Rn,aya,rz ﬂ(l ®FI B(l — f(l.ﬂ % nﬂﬁ ®B BB R'B"BY'B"B
s -]
@ ﬁ
1/ ~
LeXg.o (A, BY) (& ) > Lexg (AP, BF).

By Proposition 3.28, there exists an isomorphism
(25) Aa’ﬁ : Rﬁ’ﬁYﬁ’ﬁLg’ﬁ = (Lg’ﬁ)sRa’(,Ya,,a

witnessing the fact that (:& B)S = Lan(r, Vo) (Rp.gYpplasp), and providing the
commutativity up to isomorphism of the outer square. Moreover, by (19) there
exists an isomorphism

(26) H(l,ﬁ : MﬂB’BﬂLg’ﬁ = fa’ﬁuﬂa,Ba

witnessing the fact that fo g = Lan, o get a8 gstaeps and providing the commuta-
tivity up to isomorphism of the upper square. In addition, we have by Remark 3.21
that the left and right triangles are strictly commutative. Therefore, we obtain an
isomorphism

(27) 6“»,3 = [Aa,ﬁ] [ ] [kB [e] (HQ’B)_I] : kﬁfa’ﬁuﬂa,ga = (Lgﬁ)skauﬂa’ga.

As kg, fog kas (Lg’ ﬁ)s all preserve a-small colimits, by applying Remark 3.18, we
conclude that the lower square of the diagram also commutes up to an isomorphism

(28) Bap i kpfop = (Lgng)ska,

such that 2, gouge ge = 04 . Thus, because kg, kg and (Lg,ﬁ)s are fully faithful,
we can conclude that f, g is also fully faithful as desired.

Now, for each @ > « we consider the equivalence H, : AR pB — Lexy o (A, BY)
from Proposition 3.25. Recall from Proposition 3.28 that there is an isomorphism

(29) €a,B * (La®,B)SHa = (tg’,;)s(tgﬁ)sHﬁ = Hﬁa

where €4, : (L? ﬂ)s(t(,@ﬁ)s = Liexs 5(78,86) 18 the unit of the adjunction (teep)* A
(Lf B)s. Observe now that, because the a-presentable (resp. S-presentable) objects

of Lexq,o (A, B) (resp. of Lexg g(AP, BF)) are given by the essential image of
ko (resp. of kg), we have that there exists an equivalence H), : (A ®p B)* —
A @y B (resp. Hp o (A B — AP @ BF) such that k,H,, = Ho (w8
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(resp. Hpkg = Hﬁ(LZ(ELPB)). Consider now the diagram

AY®y B ¢ fop > AP @ BF
/ ko Bapd kg \
H., H},
Lexg, o (A%, BY) (& ) — Lexg g (AP, BF)
~ A
O Hq Nees  H O
~ ~ ? o
(Amp B) JEef 5 ARp B — " ———— (AR B)P.
O
Consequently, the composite |€q g © LfELPB] . [Ea,ﬁ oH ;] provides an isomorphism

~ A p B
kﬁfa’ﬁH; = kﬁHllgLa’ﬁLP s
and as kg is injective on objects and fully faithful, we can conclude that there is an
isomorphism
'~ gy ARPB
SfapH, = ﬁLa’?;LP ,
and in particular we have that
7 AR pB 7 \N—
fa,,B = H[;L(,;LP (Ha) 1,
as desired. O

Let A, B be two locally presentable k-linear categories and let k be the smallest
regular cardinal such that A and B are locally k-presentable. Let Reg., be the
category provided by the totally ordered class of regular cardinals that are bigger
or equal than k. We can now define

(30) Fa.5 : Regs, — Cat(k) c CAT (k)

the pseudofunctor given by
o Fg g(a)=Fa(a)®, Fg(a) =AY ®, B® for every a € Reg.,;
o Faq g(a <p) = fop for every morphism @ < 8 in Regs,;

with the notation from §6 above.

Remark 7.2. The fact that F g is a pseudofunctor follows easily from the fact that
fap = Lany o go (U g5, g8 (Li"ﬁ ® Lf’ﬁ)) using the universal property of the left Kan
extension.

Theorem 7.3. Let A, B be two locally presentable k-linear categories and let « be
the smallest regular cardinal such that A and B are locally k-presentable. Then,
ARp B is the k-linear filtered bicolimit of Fan g : Reg,, — Cat(k).

Proof. First, consider an equivalence adjoint H,' 4 H, for every a € Regs, with
unit 74 : 1 = HoH,' and counit p, : H,'H, = 1. We build a k-linear pseudonat-
ural transformation

(31) Q8 Fap= Arp B

as follows. Given @ € Reg.,, we take Qf’g : Fa g(a) > AR B to be given by
the k-linear functor:

(32) QA8 = H'ky : AT ®4 BY - ARp B.
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Given @ < B in Reg,,, we take QZ{’BB : Q?’BFﬂ’B(a <p) = Q78 o be given by
the k-linear natural isomorphism

(33) QL2 = [Sap o kal o [Hs' 0 Zap|  Hy'kp fup = Hy'kas

as<p

where X, g is obtained as the composite
(34)

o -1 -1 -1 ~1.,® s L g-10,® s -1
Sap = [Ha o H' | o [H o oo G| o [(HF 02 0)%) omal  HF (0" = Ha
and Eq g, €0, are as in the proof Theorem 7.1 above. One now needs to check

that Q8 so defined satisfies the coherence constraints from Definition 5.1. We do
not spell out the argument in full detail, but the proof boils down to the fact that,

by definition, Eq5 0 uge ge = [Aqp] ® [kﬁ o H:ﬁ] where A, g and I, g are both
witnesses of left Kan extensions, together with the fact that Zq.5 = [ua o Hy'| ®
[ngl 0 €q,p O H;l] . [(HEI(LSB)S) o r]a] where 4, €q.p. 1o are respectively a counit
and two units of equivalence adjunctions.

Now, by the universal property of the k-filtered bicolimit (23), there is a unique
k-linear functor w : £L(F#.g) — AR p B such that Q™8 = wo A, which is given by

o Given (x,a) € L(Fa,8), we have
w(x, @) = QM8 (x) = H ko (x) € ARLp B;
e Given [(a@ <y, f.B8<v)]: (x,a) = (y,8), we have

wl(@s<y.f.B <D =|Qf7] o) |@l™],

(see §5). To conclude, it is enough to show that w is an equivalence:

(1) w is essentially surjective. Given x € AR p B, we know there exits a regular
cardinal @ > « such that x € (A ®p B)?. Therefore,

x = Hy'koHy(x) = w((Hy (x), @)
as desired;
(2) w is faithful. Let [(e <y, f,B<y)],[(@ <6,8,8<0)]: (x,@) — (y,B) be
two morphisms in L(F 4 g) such that

w(l[(e <y, f.B<Y)]) =w((@<6,8,8<0)]).
Without loss of generality, we may assume that § = y. We thus have that

R ARl (G B [ ROl (G

Because [Q‘;‘S’f ]y and [(Qf’fﬁ )—1]x are isomorphisms, we can conclude that

QP (f) =P (g).

Now, because Q?’B = H;lky is fully faithful, we can conclude that f =g
which shows that

[((@<y.f.B<y)]=[(@<y.8B8<7)]
as desired.
(3) wisfull. Let s: w(x,a) = QA8 (x) - Q?’B(y) = w(y, B) be a morphism in
AR p B. Consider the composite

[Qﬂ,ﬁ]x [(Q?:?)fl]

as<y

QP fay () —— QP (x) ——— QP (0) ——— P £, ().
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Then, because Qf{’g is fully faithful, there exists a (unique) f : fo,4(x) —

f5.y(y) such that Qyﬂ’B(f) = [(Q;i’f)_l] s [Qfﬁ] , from which we can
< y |,

readily conclude that s = w([(@ <y, f,B8 <7¥)]), as desired.
m|

Remark 7.4. One may wonder if an analogous approach would allow to obtain a
realization of the tensor product of Grothendieck categories as a filtered bicolimit
by using, instead of the a-Kelly tensor product, the tensor product s of linear
sites and LC morphisms from §4 and, instead of the realization of Grothendieck
categories as filtered bicolimits of a-presentable objects from Corollary 6.5, the
realization of Grothendieck categories as filtered bicolimits of linear sites from The-
orem 6.8. We will explain why this is not the case. Roughly, the argument goes as
follows:

Let A, 8 be Grothendieck k-linear categories. We use the notation introduced in
86 for the rest of the remark. Consider the filtered categories Jz (resp. Jg) with
objects the LC morphisms u¢ : (¢, T) = (A, TA.can), (resp. the LC morphisms
Ve 1 (0,Tp) = (B,T8.can)). Denote by Ja g the category with objects given by
tensor products uc @ vy : (¢® d,T Bs Ty) = (A ® B, T A,can Bs Tg can) Of Objects
in Ja with objects of Jg, and with morphisms f ® g : u,, ® vy, — r¢, ® sp, the
LC morphisms given by the tensor product f ® g of LC morphisms in J# with
morphisms in Jg. In particular, we have that J# g is filtered and we can define
a functor Ga.s : Ja.g — CAT(k) consisting on forgetting the slice structure,
parallelly to the definition of G¢ in §6. Moreover, as LC is closed under composition
(see Remark 4.13) and tensor products (see Proposition 4.18), composition with the
LC morphism

SA,8 ¢ (A8, Tﬂ,can DI TB,can) - (ARrg B, (‘Tﬂlng,can)
permits us to define a pseudonatural transformation T : Gg4,8 = A Rg B with
components LC morphisms. More concretely,
e Given u, ® vp : a® b —» A @ B, we define

Tu®v = S}I,B(ua ® Vb) :a®b > A Xg B,
e Given a morphism (f® g) : uqg ® vy = roy ® sy in Ja, 8, we define
Treg:sas(re ®sy)(f ®8) = sas(ua®vp)

to be equal to the identity sa,s8(re¢ ® sy)(f ® g) = sa.8(1q ® Vo).
As in Theorem 7.3, we can consider the unique k-linear functor

7: L(Gag) > Arc B

such that 7 o A = T, provided by the universal property of the k-linear filtered
bicolimit (23). However, in this case, contrary to the case above, 7 is not an
equivalence. More concretely, 7 fails to be essentially surjective in general. Indeed,
it is straightforward to check that 7 factors as 7 = s 4 go7’ for some v’ : L(G 4,8) —
A @ B, and the functor sg4.8 : A B — A Rg B is not essentially surjective in
general, thus 7 also fails to be essentially surjective. Let us provide an example® to
illustrate the failure to be essentially surjective of s.#, 8. Assume that our base ring
k is a field and consider

k 0
A =
k k
4The example we describe belongs to the family of examples provided in the
following  entry of MathOverflow: https://mathoverflow.net/questions/354306/

tensor-indecomposable-modules


https://mathoverflow.net/questions/354306/tensor-indecomposable-modules
https://mathoverflow.net/questions/354306/tensor-indecomposable-modules
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the lower triangular matrix k-algebra. In particular, we know (see, for example, [4,
Ex I1.1.3(c)]) that A is the path algebra of the Ay quiver

]- % 23
where

® ¢

(1 8) corresponds to the trivial path from 1 to 1;
0
ce=l; corresponds to the path a;

® ¢3= (8 (1)) corresponds to the trivial path from 2 to 2.

Consider the Grothendieck k-linear categories A := Mod(A°P) of left A-modules and
B = Mod(A) of right A-modules and their tensor product Mod(A°P) R Mod(A) =~
Mod(A°P®; A). Recall that Mod(A°P) is equivalent to the category of representations
of the quiver Ay, while Mod(A) is equivalent to the category of representations of
the quiver A” = Ay |4, Thm II1.1.6]. Moreover, the k-algebra A ® A°P is the path
algebra of the quiver As X Ao

(1,a)

(a,l)l l(aﬁ)

2.1 2% (2,2
with relation o = (@, 2)(1, @)= (2, @)(a, 1) [18, Prop 3|. Therefore, Mod(A°P®; A) is
equivalent to the category of representations of the quiver with relations (AsXAs, o)
[4, Thm II1.1.6]. Let us now consider the universal functor

SMod(A%P),Mod(4) : Mod(A°P) ® Mod(A) — Mod(A°P @ A),

which in particular sends a pair (M, N) of a left A-module M and a right A-module
N to the right A°® ®; A-module M ®; N. We claim that A itself, when considered
as a right A°P ®; A-module in the standard way, is not in the essential image of this
functor. The representation associated to A is given by

e1Aeq i} e1Aes k #) 0

62'(—)\L \Lffz-(—) =~ Lk 0

63A€1 i} €3A€3 k —0> k.

On the other hand, given M € Mod(A°P) with associated representation
ElM LH) 63M = ke ;) k™2

and N € Mod(A) with associated representation

Nej i} Nes ~ km L} k"2,

the associated presentation of M ®; N is of the form

K@y k™M &) k™ @ k"2

f®1l lf ®1

kM2 @ k™ & kM2 @ kM2,
Therefore, for A to be of the form M®; N, we would need that m; =ny =mg =ns =1
but at the same time that either m; = 0 or ns = 0, which cannot happen. We can
thus conclude that A does not belong to the essential image of Smod(acr),Mod(4): @S
desired.
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8. THE FUNCTORIALITY, ASSOCIATIVITY AND SYMMETRY OF THE TENSOR
PRODUCT OF LOCALLY PRESENTABLE LINEAR CATEGORIES IN TERMS OF
FILTERED BICOLIMITS

The tensor product of locally presentable linear categories endows the 2-category
of locally presentable linear categories with a symmetric monoidal closed structure
[11, Cor 2.2.5]. In this section we describe the functoriality with respect to cocon-
tinuous k-linear functors, the associativity and the symmetry of the tensor product
of locally presentable linear categories (and thus in particular that of Grothendieck
categories) in terms of the functoriality, associativity and symmetry of the a-Kelly
tensor products, making use of Theorem 7.3 above. In particular, this provides an
advantage when computing the tensor product of cocontinuous functors when we
have control of the subcategories of presentable objects, as illustrated by Exam-
ple 8.9 below.

Definition 8.1. Consider locally presentable k-linear categories A, B,C and D
and cocontinuous k-linear functors F : A — C and F’ : B8 —» D. We define

FripF :ArpB - CRp D
to be the cocontinuous k-linear functor obtained from applying the universal prop-
erty of ® ¢ from (16) to the (cococontinuous in each variable) k-linear functor

A8 L cop 2 Crip D.

More concretely, we have that F Ric F’' = Lan(y, ) (sc,o(F ® F')).

In what follows, we are going to provide a description of the tensor product & p
of cocontinuous linear functors making use of the filtered bicolimit presentation of
R p from Theorem 7.3. In particular, we will use the functoriality of the a-Kelly
tensor product:

Definition 8.2. Consider @-cocomplete k-linear categories a,b,¢ and d and a-
cocontinuous k-linear functors f: a — ¢ and f': b — d. We define

f®af :a®;Db > c®,Dd

to be the a-cocontinuous k-linear functor obtained from applying the universal
property of ®, from (12) to the (@-cococontinuous in each variable) functor

f’ ul,
a@b 25 cob —2 c@, 0.

More concretely,
f ®q f’ = Lan(u:b) (Mgb(f ® f’)) .

Consider A, B two locally presentable k-linear categories and a regular cardinal
a. Recall that a k-linear functor F : A — B is said to have rank « if it preserves
a-filtered colimits [8, §5.5]. It is trivial to see that if a k-linear functor F has rank
@, then it has rank B for every g > a. We say a k-linear functor has rank if there
exists a regular cardinal @ such that it has rank a. We have the following useful
proposition.
Proposition 8.3 ([8, Prop. 5.5.6]). Let G : A — B a k-linear functor between
locally presentable k-linear categories. If G has a left adjoint, then G has rank.

The following is easy to show, but we provide a proof for the convenience of the
reader.

Proposition 8.4. Let F : A — B a cocontinuous k-linear functor between locally
presentable k-linear categories. Then, there exists a regular cardinal a such that
F(AP) C BB for every B > a.
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Proof. By the dual of the Special Adjoint Functor Theorem [7, Thm. 3.3.4], we
have that F has a right adjoint G. In particular, by Proposition 8.3, G has rank.
Fix the smallest @ such that G has rank a. Then, given an element C € A, where
B > @, we have that

B(F(C), colim; D;) = A(C, G(colim; D;))
= A(C, colim;G(D;))
= colim; A(C, G(Dy))
= colim; (F(C), D;)
where colim;D; is any p-filtered colimit in 8. Hence F(C) € B8 as desired. O

Remark 8.5. Given F : A — B as in the proposition, note that the restriction-
corestriction Fg : AP — BF of F is B-cocontinuous for all B > «.

We first show that the functoriality of the tensor product ® p and that of the
tensor products ®, are nicely compatible in the following sense:

Proposition 8.6. Consider locally presentable k-linear categories A,B,C and D
and cocontinuous k-linear functors F : A — C and F' : B — D. Let k be the
smallest reqular cardinal for which both F and F’ preserve a-presentable objects for
every a > k and let k be the smallest reqular cardinal such that A, B,C and D are
locally k-presentable and k > k. For every vy > B > K, the diagram

AP @p BP — Fepky - CP @5 BF

(35) f/ﬁ’ﬂ/l lf/m

AY ®y BY —F,@,F, = CY ®y DY
is commutative up to isomorphism, while for every a > k, the diagram

ﬂa ®Q/ Ba Fll®(lF(lyH C(l ®Q D(l

a0 I I

ARpB FrpF' —— C R p D

is commutative up to isomorphism.

Proof. Consider the diagram

AP @ B Fp®Fg s CP @ DF
~ -
Uap, 58 7 Mg Hch of
N
AB ®p BE FpepFy — ch ®p DB
Grod, W7 | s w6 e,
AY ®y BY Fy®yF, —— CY ®y DY
ugy gy M, 7 ucy . py
~ s ~ ~
AY @ BY Fy®F), > CY ® DY,

where:
e The natural isomorphisms Mg and M, witness the fact that
Fg ®g F'é = Lan(uﬂﬁ’sﬁ) (Mcﬁ’BB(Fﬁ ® Fﬁ;))
and
F, ®, F)’, = Lan<um,8,/) (ucy,gy (Fy ® F)',)) s
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providing the commutativity up to isomorphism of the upper and lower
squares;
e The natural isomorphisms H?’f and Hg’yD witness the fact that

A, B B
fﬁ’7 = Lan(uﬂﬁ’gﬁ) (ucy,gy(tgfy ® Lﬁ’y))
and
C,D D
fﬁ,‘}’ = Lan(ucﬁ’z)ﬁ) (lztcy,g"y(Lg’y ® Lﬁ,y ) s

providing the commutativity up to isomorphism of the left and right squares;
e The outer square is strictly commutative by definition.

Therefore, the composite
(37) [fﬁC:’yDoMlg]o[Hg”yDo(Fﬁ ® Fé)]o[M;lo(Lgfy ® Lg,y)]o[(Fy ®p F})o(IT1-5)!

provides an isomorphism (F, ®g F)/,)f/‘;ﬂ)’/guﬂa’zga = fﬁc’yD(Fﬁ ®p F['),)uﬂa,ga. Now,
A8 C,D .

because (F, ®p Fy’.),fﬁ,y ,fﬁ,y and (Fg ®p Flé).are all {[i—coc.ontlnuou.s, we can

conclude, by applying Remark 3.18, that there exists a unique isomorphism

’ ,B s ’
(38) Ng,y i (Fy @ F)) f557 = [P (Fg @ Fp)

such that Ng you z5 gs equals the composite from (37). In particular, Ng , provides
the desired commutativity up to isomorphism of (35).

Let us now proceed to prove the commutativity up to isomorphism of (36). First,
consider the following diagram

AYQ B uga go > AY Q, B*
% N
Wla®ily NI 15
B B \ N - K,
A @ BX uzx gk —» A @, B

Ao O / |'~

Tl 7T« ki ko

/ i

AQB —sas—y ARB <—H' — Lex, (AL, BY)

A,B
NQKS(Y

v

Bt Lexq, o (A%, BY),

L ———

where

. Hfff is the isomorphism witnessing the fact that
B _ B .
FE = Lan . g0) (Mca,sw(tf,[a ® LK,a)) ;

. Qf‘s’f is the isomorphism provided by the evaluation at @ < 8 of the pseudo-

natural transformation Q8 from the proof of Theorem 7.3;
e I', is the isomorphism from Remark 3.27.

Therefore, there is an isomorphism
A o By, A 8 -1 A B
(39) s«ﬂ,B(La ® La)(tk,a/ ® LK,(X) = H(x kaf”»ﬂ“,ﬂ‘l (LK,O.’ ® I’K,(]/)'
Because H,'kquge go is a-cocontinuous in each variable, as so is 57,5t ® (2),

and because A, B are both locally «x-presentable, we can conclude that there exists
a unique isomorphism

A,B . A B -1
W= i sag(ty ®t,) = Hy kot g0 ge
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h that W% o (7, ® 2 39). T letely anal
suc at Wy (t7 0 ® e o) Tecovers (39). In a completely analogous way, we
build an isomorphism
WSP 54808 ®0) = kauca pa

for the case of C, D, satisfying the same parallel properties.
Let’s now consider the diagram

A B* Fo®F, > CYQ D*
~ —
Ugpa ga N\ Ma Uca pa
ﬂ(l ®(l Ba Frx@nF(;H Cd ®Q Z)(I
ged pwie [ [ weos go
ARp B FapF'—— C R p D
-1 ~
sA.8 \R sc.p
~ ~ ~ ~
AB FQF’ > C®D.
where

. Wf’g , Wg D are the isomorphisms we just introduced witnessing the com-
mutativity up to isomorphism of the left and right squares;
e M,, as above, is the isomorphism witnessing the fact that

Fo ®a F; = Lan(uﬂﬂf’jBQ’) (uC",B"(Fa/ ® F(,z)) >

providing the commutativity up to isomorphism of the upper square;
e R is the isomorphism witnessing that
FrpF = Lan(m,B) (SC’Z)(F ® F’)) ,
providing the commutativity up to isomorphism of the lower square;
e The outer square is strictly commutative.
Therefore, the composite
-1
(40) |(HS2) kg’DoMa]o

-1
F ELPF/)O(W(‘Z{’B)

WS (F, ® F(/,)] . [RIO(Lf ® L{f)

is an isomorphism
-1,A,¢2 -1
(Frip FY(HP) 'k Puge e = (HGP) 'GP (Fo ®a Fl)uge seo.

Now, because (F R p F’)(Hf,l’gg)‘lkif{’29 and (Hg’D)‘lkg’D(F(, ®q F}) are a-co-
complete, we know by Remark 3.18 that there exists a unique isomorphism

(41) Zo (Frip F)YHE) K = (HSP) kS P (Fo ®a Fl)

such that Z, o uge ge coincides with the isomorphism (40). In particular, Z,
provides the desired commutativity up to isomorphism of (36), which concludes
the proof. O

Remark 8.7. The reader may wonder why we have introduced the isomorphisms
w8 (resp. Wg’D) to witness the commutativity of the left (resp. right) square,
when one could just have used the isomorphism I', from Remark 3.27 which was
already given to us. The reason behind this choice is to guarantee a good behaviour
when we raise the cardinality. In particular, this choice will allow us to show in
Proposition 8.8 below that the family (Z,)qeRreg., amounts to a modification.

Let F: A — C and F’ : 8 —> D be as in Proposition 8.6. We define a k-linear
pseudonatural transformation

o Fﬂ’g = FC,Z)’
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where Fg, 8, Fc,p are defined as in (30), as follows. For each @ € Reg.,, we set
D, =Fy®y F,: AT ®q BT > C¥ ®4 D
For each morphism @ < 8 in Reg.,, we set
@, = Nog : ®yFas(a < f) = Fepla < B)P,

where Ng g is the isomorphism from (38). We do not provide the details here,
but the fact that these data amount to a pseudonatural transformation is a direct
consequence of the fact that N, g is defined in terms of left Kan extensions (see the
proof of Proposition 8.6).

Let’s now denote by

(42) O:Fag=>CrRpD

the k-linear pseudonatural transformation given by postcomposing ®’ with the
pseudonatural transformation Q€% : Fc.p — C® D as defined in the proof of
Theorem 7.3. More concretely,

®(a) = (HG ) kg P (Fo ®a Fp)
for every @ € Reg., and
O(a < B) = [Q4P(a < p) o (Fa®q Fy)] o [(HSP)kG? 0 Nag]

for every @ < B in Reg,,.
This construction provides a way to recover the tensor product F ® p F’ up to
isomorphism. Indeed, we have the following:

Proposition 8.8. Let A, B,C and D be locally presentable k-linear categories and
F:A—>CandF : B — D cocontinuous k-linear functors. Let k be the smallest
reqular cardinal such that A, B,C and D are locally k-presentable and F, F’ preserve
k-presentable objects. The functor associated to the pseudonatural transformation
D: Fqag = CRBpD above via the universal property of L(Fa, g) (23) is isomorphic
to F R p F’.

Proof. By virtue of (22), in order to conclude it is enough to show that the pseudo-
natural transformation @ : Fg g = C R p D is isomorphic to the pseudonatural
transformation

QA8 FrpF’
(43) (Frp F’)Qﬂ’g Fag —— ARP B — CrpD
where Q7% is the k-linear pseudonatural transformation introduced in the proof

of theorem 7.3 giving rise to the equivalence L(F 4 g) ~ AR p B from Theorem 7.3
and where we are considering the categories A R p B and C R p D as constant
2-functors from Reg,, to CAT(k) and F ® p F’ as the corresponding constant k-
linear pseudonatural transformation. We proceed to build a modification Z : (F R p
F)Q™8 = @ as follows. For a € Reg.,, we set

Zo : (FRLp F)Q™E = ®(a)
to be given precisely by the natural isomorphism

Fo®qF),

AY Ry BY ————— > CY®, D”

kﬁ"ﬂl lkgﬂ

Lexg, o (A%, BY) Zo P Lexq, o (C¥, DY)

(H;Z"Brll l(HS'Drl

FrpF’
ARp B o > CrRpD




FILTERED BICOLIMIT PRESENTATIONS AND TENSOR PRODUCTS 40

from Proposition 8.6 above. To show that Z is a modification, we need to prove
that for every @ < 8 in Reg., we have that

Zoo [(F qip F') o Qfﬁ] =®aep [Zgo Fanla<p),

that is, we need to show the following equality of pasting diagrams:

F(z aF(/z
A Qu Ba ®+> ce Ru Do
f(Z{[iB N(Z,ﬁ/ \Lftfﬁo
B B B B
A ®p B —>F/;®3F[; C ®p D
kgusl lkg,o Q2 p =
Lexg g (AP, BP) 257 Lexg 5 (CP, DP) Lexq. o (C%, D)
AR B FrpF’ s Crp D (HED)1
Fo®uF)
AT ®q B d Yy CT @, DY
TN
AB ®p BE ke Zo P KC-D
k;gl QS \
Lexﬁ,ﬁ(ﬂB,Bﬁ) Lexq, o (AY, BY) Lexg. o (C%, D¥)
(H’;]LB)_IL (Hi"g)*/ l(HS’D)_l
ARp B — Pl > CRp D.

We do not reproduce the proof of this equality in full detail here, but we sketch the
argument. First, one observes that proving this equality is equivalent to proving
the equality of the pasting diagrams when precomposed with

uﬂ(z’Bde’a : ﬂk (2] BK g ﬂ(l ®Q BO

because all the morphisms involved are @-cocontinuous, and @ > «. Then, using the
explicit definitions of Z, and N, g from Proposition 8.6 above, together with the
fact that Q78 and Q€ 2 are pseudonatural transformations, allows us to conclude.

Therefore, we have find a modification Z : (F 8 p F)Q?8 = @ such that Z, is
invertible for every @ € Reg. .. Therefore, Z is an invertible modification and thus
defines an isomorphism between (F = p F')Q7% and ® (see [19, Lem 4.4.9]), which
concludes the proof. O

The description of the tensor product of cocontinuous k-linear functors in terms
of the Kelly tensor product of presentable objects provides a useful tool in order
to perform computations when one has control of the presentable objects. Let us
illustrate this with the following geometrical example.

Ezample 8.9. Let f : (X1,0x,) — (Y1, Oy,) be a morphism of k-schemes where X;
and Y; are quasi-compact and quasi-separated. In particular, we know that:
e Qcoh(X7) and Qcoh(Y7) are Grothendieck k-linear categories [34, Tag 077P];
e Qcoh(X7) and Qcoh(Y;) are locally finitely presentable k-linear categories
[17, Chap I, Cor 6.9.12];
e the pullback functor f;" : Qcoh(Y;) — Qcoh(X;), which is cocontinuous,
preserves finitely presentable objects [17, Chap 0, §5.2.5].
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Let fo : (X2,0x,) — (Y2,0y,) be another morphism between quasi-compact quasi-
separated k-schemes and consider the external tensor product ® of quasi-coherent
sheaves [17, Chap I, Def 3.3.1], which is given by

X : Qcoh(X;) ® Qcoh(X3) — Qcoh(X7 Xi X2)
(F,G) » FRG = py, (F) ®0y,, x, Px,(G)s

where pyx, : X1 Xx X2 — X; denote the corresponding projections for i = 1,2. From
[10, Thm 6.1] we have that the external tensor product ® exhibits the Grothendieck
category Qcoh(X; Xi X2) as the tensor product of Grothendieck k-linear categories
Qcoh(X;) ®g Qcoh(Xs). In particular, by virtue of Remark 3.27, we have that the
restriction-corestriction of the exterior tensor product

® : Qecoh(X1)™ ® Qeoh(X2)™ — Qeoh(X; Xk Xo)™

also exhibits the finitely cocomplete linear category Qcoh(X; xx X2)X0 as the No-
Kelly tensor product Qcoh(X;)™ ®x, Qcoh(X5)™.

As a consequence of Proposition 8.6, we have the following diagram that com-
mutes up to isomorphism:

Qcoh(¥1)X ® Qeoh(Y2)N0 — (95, ®(f)x0 = Qcoh(X1)N0 @ Qcoh(X,)No
@ @
+ +

2| Qcoh(Y; xx Yo)No (£, )50 @0 (o g —> Qeoh(X7 i Xo)No |m

[ [

QCOh(Y1 Xk Yg) [Re > QCOh(Xl Xk Xg)

and thus, for any F € Qcoh(¥1)X° and G € Qcoh(Y,)N0, we have that
(fi ®c [3)(FRG) = f{(F) & f5(G).

Moreover, notice that this fully determines the cocontinuous functor f;' ®¢ f; up to
isomorphism. Indeed, every sheaf in Qcoh(Y; X, Y5) is written as a filtered colimit
of sheaves in Qcoh(Y; Xx ¥2)N0 and furthermore, every sheaf in Qcoh(¥Y; xx Y2)™0 is a
finite colimit of sheaves of the form FRG where F € Qcoh(Y;)™ and G € Qcoh(Y,)™.

This example is particularly interesting in the case in which ¥; and Y, are locally
noetherian, as in that case, for i = 1,2 we have that Qcoh(¥;)N° is precisely Coh(Y;),
the full subcategory of coherent sheaves [34, Tag 01XZ].

Now, we show how one can recover the associativity and the symmetry of the
tensor product of locally presentable linear categories from the same properties of
the a-Kelly tensor products.

Consider locally presentable k-linear categories A, B and C. Define

Fa.),c : Reg — Cat
by Fia,8),c(@) = (AY ®y BY) ®, C* with the natural transition functors
Fiag.cla<p): (A ®, BY) ®, C* — (AP 9z BF) @ CP
induced by the universal property of ®,. Analogously, we put
Fa,(8,c) : Reg — Cat
with Fz,(8,¢)(@) = AY ®¢ (B ®, C¥) with the natural transition functors
Fa .0/ (@<B): AT @ (B @, C*) — AP &5 (BF &5 CF).
In a similar fashion to Theorem 7.3, one can show that

L(Fa,s),c) = (ARp B)RpC,
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and analogously

L(Fa,s.c) = AR (BRp C).
We know that, for any regular cardinal a, the category Caty(k) of a-cocomplete
small categories endowed with ®, is a closed monoidal symmetric bicategory. In
particular, for all a, b, ¢ € Cat,(k), we have an equivalence

(a®y D) @y c=~a®, (bQy ¢)

natural in all three components. Moreover, these equivalences are inherited from
the associativity of the monoidal structure ® in Cat(k) [20, Eq (6.25)], namely, they
make the diagram

(a®b)®¢ =—— a® (b
(44) (ua,mqlc)(um,c)l l(laeaaub,c)(ua.b@c)
(A®a0)®; ¢ —=—— a®, (b®, ¢)

commutative for all a,b, ¢ € Cat, (k).

Consequently, there is a canonical equivalence F(g g) c(a) = Fa (s,c)(a) for
each @, and (44) guarantees that it behaves naturally on @ € Reg. In other words,
we have built a pseudonatural equivalence

(45) Fias).c=Fa(sc)>

i.e. a pseudonatural transformation that is point-wise an equivalence.

Proposition 8.10. Let A, B and C be locally presentable k-linear categories, then,
there exists an equivalence

(Arp B)RpC=ARP (BRpC).

Proof. Applying [19, Prop 6.2.3 + Prop 6.2.4] to (45), we obtain a pseudonatural
equivalence
Psnat(F(a, 8),c.—) = Psnat(Fa,(3,c), —)
and thus, by the universal property of the filtered bicolimit, a pseudonatural equiv-
alence
Cat((Axmp B) ®p C, —) =~ Cat(ﬂ X p (3 R pC),—).
We conclude by applying the bicategorical Yoneda lemma [19, Lem 8.3.12]. O

The argument to deduce the symmetry of the tensor product of locally pre-
sentable linear categories from the Kelly tensor products is analogous. Consider
two locally presentable k-linear categories A and B. As the monoidal bicategory
(Caty(k), ®q) is symmetric, we have

a®,b=b®,a

for all a,b € Cat,(k), naturally in both components. Moreover, these equivalences
are inherited from the symmetry of the monoidal structure ® in Cat(k) [20, Eq
(6.26)], namely, they make the diagram

a®b —=——>b®a
AQ®yb —=—— b®,a

commutative for all a,b € Caty (k).
Thus, reasoning as above, we have a canonical pseudonatural equivalence

(46) Fag=~Fga,
where Fq g and Fg, 4 are defined as in (30).
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Proposition 8.11. Let A, B be locally presentable k-linear categories. Then, there
exrists an equivalence
ﬂIZILpB:BIZILPﬂ.

Proof. Tt follows by applying the same argument of the proof of Proposition 8.10
to the pseudonatural equivalence (46). O
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NOTATION INDEX

Symbol Description Page
Ab category of abelian groups 2
®g tensor product of Grothendieck linear categories 2
Qcoh(X) category of quasi-coherent sheaves over a scheme X 2
03 tensor product of linear Grothendieck sites 2
Sh(a,T,) category of linear sheaves over the linear site Sh(a, T,) 2
LP tensor product of locally presentable linear categories 3
Ind, free completion under a-filtered colimits 3
®a Kelly tensor product of a-cocomplete linear categories 3
ce the full subcategory of a-presentable objects in a category C 4
Cat 2-category of small categories 4
Reg totally ordered class of small regular cardinals 5
Mod(k) category of small right k-modules 5
Set category of small sets 5
Ok tensor product of k-modules 5
Cat(k) 2-category of small k-linear categories 6
® tensor product of linear categories 6
a°P opposite category of the category a 6
Mod(a) category of right a-modules, i.e. Cat(k)(a°?, Mod(k)) 6
Y, k-linear Yoneda embedding Y, : a < Mod(a) for the small 6
k-linear category a
fr restriction of scalars 6
N extension of scalars 6
fe coextension of scalars 6
Lanyg the k-linear left Kan extension of the k-linear functor g along 6
the k-linear functor f
Catqy (k) 2-category of a-cocomplete small k-linear categories 7
Rexq (-, —) k-linear category of a-cocontinuous k-linear functors between 7
k-linear categories
Lexq(a) k-linear category of @-continuous a-modules 7
CAT the (very large) 2-category of large categories 7
CAT (k) the (very large) 2-category of large k-linear categories 7
C(—,-) right k-module of morphisms between objects of the k-linear 7
category C
~ equivalence of categories 7
= isomorphism 7
. vertical composition of 2-morphisms in a bicategory 7
o horizontal composition of 2-morphisms in a bicategory 7
tartS the natural embedding ($: C? — C 8
LaBs Lgﬁ natural embedding Lg’ﬁl C% — CP when @ < B8 8
LP, (k) 2-category of locally a-presentable k-linear categories 8
LP(k) 2-category of locally presentable k-linear categories 8
Coconty (-, -) k-linear category of cocontinuous k-linear functors between 9
cocomplete k-linear categories
Y, corestriction Y/, : a < Lexy(a) of the k-linear Yoneda em- 9
bedding for a small @-cocomplete k-linear category a
Ja natural embedding j, : Lexq(a) < Mod(a) for a small a- 9
cocomplete k-linear category a
Eo ES canonical equivalence of categories EC: C — Lex,(C?) for a 9

k-linear locally a-presentable category C
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Symbol Description Page

R, k-linear right adjoint of j, 9

(ta,p)s (Lg,p,)x restriction-corestriction (Lg’ﬁ)s . Lexg(CP) — Lexo(CY) of 10
the k-linear functor (Lg,ﬁ)*Z Mod(C#) — Mod(C?) for @ < S8

(tap)’, (Lgﬁ)s k-linear left adjoint of (Lgﬁ)s 10

u;”b universal k-linear functor a ® b — a ®, b for a,b a- 12
cocontinuous small k-linear categories

Rexq g(—® —,—) k-linear category of k-linear functors that are a-cocontinuous 12
in the first variable and S-cocontinuous in the second variable

Lexq g(a,b) k-linear subcategory of Mod(a ® b) consisting of the right 12
a ® b-modules that are a-continuous in the first variable and
B-continuous on the second variable

Ro.o k-linear right adjont of ju. o 12

Ja.a natural embedding j,. o : Lexq, o(a,b) — Mod(a ® b) 12

ka, kf[ B the natural embedding A% ®, B — Lexq, o (AY, BY) 12

Ey.o equivalence Eq o @ Lexq o (A%, BY) — Lexq(A* @, BY) for 13
A, B locally a-presentable k-linear categories

Rip, tensor product of locally a-presentable linear categories 13

D,z k-linear functor Lexq (A, BF) — Lexo ((AY)°P, Lexg(BP)) 13
obtained as restriction-corestriction of the tensor-hom ad-
junction

Yoz k-linear inverse functor of @, g 13

Ha,Hf’B the equivalence Hg{’g : Conty (AP, B) — Lexg, o (A, BY) 14

Contg (-, -) k-linear category of continuous k-linear functors between 14
complete k-linear categories

SA.B universal k-linear functor AQ® B —» AR p B for A, B locally 14
presentable k-linear categories

'y the isomorphism Ty, : s 4.8(t2 ® (5) = H 'kt 7o ga 14

fap ff’éﬂ the a-cocontinuous functor A¥ ®, BY — AP ®p B induced 15
via the universal property of ®, by MﬂB’Bﬂ(Lg’ﬁ ® Lf’ﬁ), for
A, B locally presentable k-linear categories and @ < 8

g 'R pullback of a sieve R along a morphism g 18

JT¢ can canonical topology on a k-linear Grothendieck category C 18

7% the cover system induced on a small category a through a 19
functor f : a — b by a cover system Tp on a small category b

LC the class of LC morphisms between k-linear sites 19

F the lax unity constraint F§ : 154y = F(14) of a pseudofunc- 21
tor F : A — B between bicategories on the object A € A

F? I the lax functoriality constraint F?,g :F(9)F(f) = F(gf) of 21
a pseudofunctor F : A — B between bicategories on the pair
of composable arrows f, g in A

Psnat(-,-) category of pseudonatural transformations between pseudo- 21
functors

L(F) 2-filtered bicolimit of the pseudofunctor F 21

AN:F= L(F) universal pseudonatural transformation of the 2-filtered bi- 23
colimit of a pseudofunctor F

Lr(G) k-linear filtered bicolimit of a pseudofunctor G 24

Je category of LC morphisms into the Grothendieck k-linear 26
category C

Ge functor G¢ : Je — Cat(k) forgetting the “slice structure” 27
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Yo.a Yoneda embedding Yy o 1 AY @ BY — Mod(A* @ BY) for 30
A, B locally presentable k-linear categories

Fag pseudofunctor Fg g : Reg., — Cat sending @ to A® ®, B¢ 31
with A, B locally k-presentable k-linear categories

4 external tensor product of quasi-coherent sheaves 41
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