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Abstract

We prove that both continuous K-theory and analytic K-theory of rigid ana-
lytic spaces (a la Kerz-Saito-Tamme) satisfiy descent with respect to the Nisnevich
topology. Together with the fact that it is A'-invariant assuming resolutions of sin-
gularities, we deduce that it is representable in the A'-homotopy category of rigid
spaces (a la Dahlhausen—Yaylali). We identifiy the representing object with both
Z x BGL and the analytification of algebraic K-theory. As a consequence, we get
a representability statement for coefficients in light condensed spectra. Moreover,
we show Weibel vanishing and that continuous K-theory is A'l-invariant on local
Tate pairs (without any regularity assumption).
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1 Introduction

Algebraic K-theory is a Nisnevich sheaf on qcqs schemes and it is Al-invariant and
connective on regular schemes. Therefore, for any regular scheme B, it can be seen as
an object K in Morel-Voevodsky’s unstable motivic motivic homotopy category H(B)
where there is an equivalence K ~ Z x BGL [MV99, Prop. 3.10]. This description
was used by Riou to establish the Adams-filtration on the underlying spectrum and

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 19E99, 14F42, 14G22



upgrade the Grothendieck-Riemann—Roch isomorphism motivically. Based on this re-
sult Cisinski-Déglise proposed a category of rational motives (Belinson-motives) ad-
mitting a full six-functor formalism and recovering rational Chow groups as exten-
sion groups, at least for smooth schemes. In the non-smooth case, similar results are
achieved by working with homotopy invariant connective K-theory [Cis13].

The goal of this article is to prove an analogous representability result for continuous
K-Theory
K" AnAdic — Pro(Sp™)

within the the rigid analytic A!-motivic homotopy category RigH(B, Pro(Sp*)) which
has been introduced by the two first named authors [DY24]. We recall that the def-
inition of K®™, but with values in spectra, has been suggested by Morrow [Mor16]
and that its foundations have been extensively studied by Kerz—Saito-Tamme [KST19a,
KST23]. So far, it has already been established that K™ is a sheaf with respect to the
anayltic topology, see [Mor16, Thm. 3.5] and [Dah24, §7], and that it is A'-invariant
assuming locally the existence of reqular models [KST19a, Prop. 5.14]. In this paper, we
establish Nisnevich descent which is a necessary ingredient for representability.

Theorem A (Theorem 4.14). Let B = Spal(k, k°) for a nonarchimedean field k, or B =
Spa(R, RT) with R being a Tate ring that admits a noetherian and finite-dimensional ring of
definition. Then the presheaf

K Adicly® — Pro(Sp™), Spa(A, A) s K©M(A),
is a Nisnevich sheaf.

As a consequence, we can show that KHeot = L, K" is also a Nisnevich sheaf
on quasi-separated spaces of finite dimension (Lemma 4.23). Moreover, KH®™(A) ~
K*(A) for any Tate ring A of topologically finite type over a nonarchimedean field &, or
a Tate ring that admits a noetherian and finite-dimensional ring of definition (Proposi-
tion4.21). For these results, we need that the K-theory spectra are bounded below. This
follows from Weibel vanishing (Proposition 4.17) which we generalise beyond the case
over discretely valued fields shown by Kerz [ Ker18, Thm. 12] and Dahlhausen [ Dah24,
Thm. A].

Consequently, under an appropriate assumtion (#)7' about the existence of regular
models locally in the analytic topology, we establish the following result. Note that the
analogous assumption (#)$! for the étale topology is void (Remark 4.1) so that an étale
version of this holds unconditionally (Remark 5.2).

Theorem B (Representability Theorem 5.1). Let B = Spa(R, R™) be an adic space such
that R admits a noetherian ring of definition and assume (&)%'. Then there is a canonical
equivalence

Q®K® ~ Lyot(Z x BGL)

in the category RigH(B, Pro® (Spc)). In particular, for every X € Adicy" there is a functorial
equivalence
Qoo,ngazno (X) = HOinlCond“ (Spc) (LmO’va LmOt(Z X BGL))
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in the category Cond® (Spc) of light condensed spaces; here v* is defined below and the right-
hand side denotes the enriched Hom-space as a left Cond® (Spc)-module, see Appendix B. As
a consequence of the Bass Fundamental Theorem (Corollary 5.12), we obtain a commutative
algebra object KGL*™" € RigSH(B) representing analytic K-theory (Corollary 5.13).

Let us comment on the role of condensed mathematics in this paper. First, pass-
ing from pro-coefficients to condensed coefficients enables us to deduce the repre-
sentability formula in Theorem B, because with coefficients in Cond“ (Spc) the category
RigH(B, Cond“(Spc)) admits an enrichment. This change of coefficients is harmless,
since the limit-preserving comparison functor

7¥: Pro*(Sp™) — Cond“(Sp)

is conservative (Theorem 3.24). More importatly, due to results of Efimov and Andrey-
chev, for a Tate ring A the underlying spectrum K" (A4) of the pro-spectrum K" (A4)
is equivalent to K(Nuc(A)), i.e. the K-theory of the dualisable category Nuc(A) of nu-
clear modules on the analytic ring (a la Clausen-Scholze) associated with A. Using
that the category AnAdic is tensored over the category of profinite sets (Lemma 2.6),
we lift the functor K(Nuc(—)) to a functor K™ with values in condensed spectra. Sub-
sequently, we prove an enriched equivalence

Khue ~ v Kcont
= - K==

where 7, : Pro¥(Sp*) — Cond,(Sp) is the comparison functor (Proposition 4.11). Us-
ing Andreychev’s result that K(Nuc(—)) satisfies Nisnevich descent [ And23, Satz 5.12],
we deduce Nisnevich descent for its condensed enrichement K™ and Theorem A.

One drawback of Theorem B is its assumption (#)3%' which is only known to be true
in the case where the base Tate ring R admits a quasi-excellent ring of definition of
characteristic zero, see Remark 4.1. It is still an open problem whether for a regular
adic space X the canonical map

Kcont(X) N Kcont(X % Al) (*)

is an equivalence. As a potential first step towards a positive answer, we prove the case
for local Tate pairs(Definition 4.25); observe that there is no regularity assumption on
the ring A, which is quite unexpected.

Theorem C (Theorem 4.27). Let (A, A") be a local Tate pair with pseudo-uniformiser w
such that A™ is bounded (i.e. a ring of definition). Then the canonical map

Kcont(A) N Kcont(A<t>) ~ Kcont(A}L‘)

t—wt

is an equivalence of pro-spectra.

Given an adic space X, one can check whether the map (&) is an equivalence or not
on the stalks of the sheaf K“™: Open(X) — Pro(Sp™). Moreover, with any analytic
point z € X one can associate a local Huber pair (A, A]) satisfying the prerequisites
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of Theorem C and such that its underling pairs of rings equals (Ox 4, O},w)’ the pair
of (completed) stalks of the structure sheaves (Ox, 0% ), see Remark 4.26. Hence it
would be sufficient to know that the stalk (K°™), is indeed equivalent to K*"(A,)
which may be true or may be not. Since categorical K-theory commutes with filtered
colimits, for the analogous question on underlying spectra it would be enough to show
that the canonical map

colim Nuc(U) — Nuc(A;)

xeUCX
is an equivalence in Prt. For the latter, a better understanding of the fully faithful
functor [Sch26a, Prop. 13.16]

Tate — AnRing, (A,AT)— (A, A" )

shall be helpful.
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Assumptions and notations. Throughout, we fix some inaccessible regular cardinal &.
By small, we will mean k-small. A category always means an oo-category, i.e. an (oo, 1)-
category in the sense of Lurie [Lur09], and we identify 1-categories with their image
under the nerve functor. The term essentially unique is short hand for the expression
unique up to contractible choice.

Let us fix some notation for the categories appearing in this article.

e Spc, the category of small spaces, or equivalently small co-groupoids or small
oo-sets, or small anima (depending on your taste).

e Sp, the category of spectra.

e Pr!, the category of presentable categories with colimit preserving functors.

e Prb®, the category Pr" endowed with the Lurie tensor product [Lur17, §4.8.1].
e Tate, the category of affinoid Tate rings (A4, A™).

e PreAdic, the category of pre-adic spaces (whose structure presheaf is not neces-
sarily sheafy, as opposed to adic spaces).



e Adic, the category of adic spaces [Hub96].

e AnAdic, the category of analytic adic spaces, cf. [ Ked17, Def. 1.1.2], [SW20, Def. 4.3.2],
[Hiib24, Def. 6.1]. These are precisely those adic spaces which are locally isomor-
phic to Spa(4, A™) for an affinoid Tate ring (A, A™) [Hiib24, Prop. 6.5].

o Adic'f, the category of adic spaces locally of topologically finite type over an adic
space B. If B is analytic, then Adic is contained in AnAdic.

e Adich", the category of adic spaces that are smooth over an adic space B.

e Cond(C), for a presentable category C, denotes either of the categories Cond”(C)
of light condensed objects or Cond,;(C) of k-condensed objects, see Section 3.

We notice that the existing terminologies for different variants of K-theory are not en-
tirely consistent across the literature. We shall use the following terminology:

e We write K: Catd"? — Sp for the universal localising invariant on dualisable
stable categories, i.e. Efimov’s extension of (an oco-categorial version) of the cat-
egorical K-theory functor a la Blumberg—Gepner-Tabuada [Efi25a].

o K™ denotes Morrow’s continuous K-theory as a spectrum-valued functor [ Mor16,

§3].
e K™ denotes the pro-enrichement of K™ by Kerz-Saito-Tamme [KST19a, §5].
e K" := K o Nuc denotes the K-theory of nuclear modules [ And23, §5].

e K"¢ denotes a condensed enrichement of K™¢ (Definition 4.3).

Rigid spaces vs. adic spaces. In this article, we work with the notion of adic spaces.
On the other hand, in the article [DY24] the two first named authors worked with
the category Rig of rigid spaces a la Raynaud [Ray74], Abbes [Abb10], and Fujiwara—
Kato [FK18]. Recall that there exists a fully faithful functor ¢: Adic"™f < Rig send-
ing Spa(R, RT) to Spf(R1)"8 which is compatible with gluing along open immersions
[AGV22, §1.2]. Moreover, for a nonarchimedean field &, Tate’s classical category of
rigid analytic k-varieties embedds fully faithfully into both Adic and Rig; for uniform
spaces these embeddings are compatible with the functor ¢. In the adic world, a (quasi-
separated) rigid analytic k-variety corresponds to a (quasi-seprated) adic space which
is locally of finite type over Spa(k, k°) [ Hub94, Prop. 4.5]. Hence we can use the results
of [DY24] about the rigid motivic A'-homotopy category RigSH(B, V) (for a stable cat-
egory V). For us, the term rigid analytic space and its abbreviation rigid space refer to the
platonic concept whithout choosing a concrete model category for it.

2 Preliminaries on adic spaces

In this section, we treat some background on adic spaces that is used in the sequel.
Eventually, we may enrich the nuclear K-theory K" := Ko Nuc(—), which is valued in
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spectra, to a condensed K-theory K™ valued in condensed spectra (Definition 4.3). In
order to do that, we need the fact that the category of analytic adic spaces is tensored
over ProFin (Lemma 2.6), which should be known to experts but which we could not
find in the current literature. First, with any profinite set we associate an adic space.

Definition 2.1 ([SW20, §4.1]). For any profinite set S, let us define the pre-adic space
S = Spa(Cont(S,Z)),

where Cont(S, Z) is the discrete ring of continuous (thus locally constant) maps from
S to Z. Moreover, for any pre-adic space X, we set

SX =5 X Spa(Z) X.

Remark 2.2 ([SW20,84.1]). (1) The pre-adicspace S is actually an adic space’ (since
it is associated with a discrete Huber pair), and represents the functor:

Adic®® — Set, X — Cont(|X],S).

(2) The underlying topological space |S]| is identified with S x | Spa(Z)].

(3) The assignment S — S defines a functor ProFin — Adic which is fully faithful;
indeed, we have

Hompgic (T, S) ~ Cont(T" x | Spa(Z)|, S) ~ lim colim Cont(T},, x |Spa(Z)|, Sy).

But there is no nonconstant map to a profinite set from | Spa(Z)| since the latter
space has one single generic point, hence we obtain

lim colim Cont (7, x | Spa(Z)|, Sy) ~ lim colim Cont(7,,, Sy,) ~ Cont (T, S).

Remark 2.3. If S is a finite set, then S is canonically identified with | |¢ Spa(Z). For a
general profinite set with profinite presentation S = lim; S;, we have canonical identi-
fications

S = Spa(Cont(S,Z)) ~ Spa(colim Cont(S;,Z)) ~ lim Spa(Cont(S;,Z)) = lim S;

in the category of (pre-)adic spaces. It follows immediately that S ® X =~ lim;(S; ® X)
as pre-adic spaces.

The space S® X has a convenient description when X is an affinoid (pre-)adic space
(Lemma 2.4).

Let (Ao, I) be a pair of definition of the Huber pair (4, AT); we may assume 4y C
AT, Then Cont(S, A™) becomes naturally a topological ring such that Cont(S, 4) is
an open subring with topology generated by the ideal of definition Cont(S, I'). Hence
the following statement is meaningful.

*Let us stress out that S is really an adic space but not an analytic adic space as it is not locally Tate.



Lemma 2.4. Let S be a profinite set and let X = Spa(A, A") be an affinoid pre-adic space.
We have a canonical isomorphism of pre-adic spaces

S ® X ~ Spa(Cont(S, A), Cont(S, AT)).
The Huber pair (Cont(S, A), Cont(S, AT)) is complete if the pair (A, A™) is complete.

Proof. Replacing (A4, AT) with its completion and by construction of the fibre product
of pre-adic spaces, the left-hand side is given by the pair

(Cont(S,Z) @z A, Cont(S,Z) @z AT) ~ (Cont(S, A%%), Cont(S, AT+discY),

Consider the ring Dy := Cont(S, AJ5¢) =~ Cont (S, Z)® Ap and itsideal .J := Cont (S, Z)®z,
I (recalling that Cont (.S, Z) has discrete topology). Let us show that it defines the same
adic spectrum as in the statement. The subring Cont (S, A*41¢)  Cont(S, A45) is al-
ready integrally closed. Observing that the fundamental neighbourhood of this pair is
given by

J" = I" Cont (S, AJS¢) = Cont (S, I") € Dy = Cont(S, AZ), n eN,

we see immediately that it is a Huber pair whose completion is (Cont (S, A), Cont(S, AT)).
In particular, its adic spectrum represents the desired fibre product of pre-adic spaces.
U

Corollary 2.5. For a complete Huber pair (A, A") and a profinite set S = lim; S; (where all
S; are finite), the canonical morphism

(colim Cont(S;, A), colim Cont(S;, AT)) — (Cont(S, A), Cont(S, A1))

exhibits the completion of the Huber pair in the source.

Proof. We compute
Spa(Cont (S, A), Cont(S, AT)) = S® X
~ lim(S; ® X)
= lign(Spa(Cont(Si, A), Cont(S;, A™T))
= Spa(coliim Cont(S;, A), coliim Cont(S;, A™))

where the first isomorphism is Lemma 2.4. O

Lemma 2.6. For any analytic adic space X and any profinite set S, the pre-adic space S @ X
is an analytic adic space. In other words, AnAdic is stable under the action S ® (—) by any
profinite set S, i.e. the category AnAdic is tensored over the category ProFin.

Proof. We have to show that the pre-adic space S ® X is locally Tate and that the struc-
ture presheaf Ogg x is a sheaf.



By a standard argument of Cech cohomology, we may assume X = Spa(A, AT)
with A being a Tate ring. We may assume the Huber pair (A, A*) to be complete. Let
(Ao, I) be a pair of definition of (A4, A™).

First note that the space S ® X is the adic spectrum associated with the complete
Huber pair (Cont(S, A), Cont(S, A™)) by Lemma 2.4. If A is a Tate ring with topolog-
ically nilpotent unit 7, then Cont(S, A) is also a Tate ring with the constant function
7 € Cont(S, A) being a topologically nilpotent unit.

In order to show sheafiness, let us write S = lim;c; .S; as a cofiltered limit of finite
sets S;. We have

S®X = Spa ( Cont(S,Z) ®z A, Cont(S,Z) @z A*)
=~ Spa ( colim Cont(S;, A), colim Cont(S;, A™)),

hence any rational subset of S® X is of the form U = (S ® X) (%) , for some given

locally constant functions f1, ..., f,,g € Cont(S;, A) for some i € I.°
Moreover, we can split U as a disjoint union according to values of these functions
on S;. For a € S; denote by S, C S its preimage. Then we have

U= | (Sawx) (Llokafelel) o | | 5,0 x (Llkeh(), (2.6.1)

g(al g(al
aES; a€eS;

The last isomorphism follows from the fact that both sides are the completion of the

finite product of

(Cont(Sa,Z) @y, A)[é] ~ Cont(Sy, Z) @z A[é], aes;

with ideal of definition C(Sa, Z) ®z (I - Ao [%]) Hence, the global sections of Oggx on
the spaces at the right hand side of (2.6.1) are given by

Cont (S, A(L10keafle)y). (26.2)

Let U be a cover of S ® X. It can be refined by a finite cover by rational subsets.
For any such finite cover, by the decomposition in the previous paragraph, we may
assume that ¢/ comes by base change from a finite rational cover U, of X, i.e. we may
take S; to be the singleton {a} and S, = S in the above. The sheaf condition of Ogg x
for = S @ Uy then follows from the sheaf condition of Ox for Uy. Indeed, as in the
proof of [BV18, Thm. 7], by standard considerations of Laurent covers and induction,
we may reduce to checking the sheaf condition for Uy = {Xi, X»} being a standard

*One may wonder why we may always take locally constant functions. In fact, here we are considering
the adic spectrum of a Huber pair (R, R™) which is not necessarily complete. In the proof we claim that
the structure presheaf of Spa(R, R") is sheafy. As for its associated completed Huber pair (R, R™), we
have a natural isomorphism of pre-adic spaces Spa(R, RT) — Spa(R, RT) by [[Hub93, Proposition 3.9,
Lemma 3.10], the crucial reason being the approximation lemma ([Hub93, Lemma 3.10]) for elements
defining a rational subset.



binary rational cover of X. By the sheaf condition of Ox for Uy, we have a left exact

sequence
0— Ox(X) = Ox(X1) ® Ox(X2) = Ox(X1 N Xy), (2.6.3)

which is then strict by [BV18, Lem. 2] (here we have the hypothesis that A is a Tate
ring). Applying Cont(S, —) to this strictly left exact sequence, we obtain a short left
exact sequence”

0— Osex(S®X) = Osex(S® X1) ® Osgx (S ® X2) = Osex(S®X1NS® Xo).
(2.6.4)
This completes the proof of sheafiness of Ogg x. d

Lemma 2.7. For every Nisnevich square ([J) of analytic adic spaces and every S € ProFin,
the tensored square (S © ) is a Nisnevich square, too. Moreover, for every cover X = J;c; X;
in the analytic topology, get an induced cover S @ X = J;c; S ® X.

Proof. The diagram (S @ [J) is the base change, by definition, of the diagram ([J)
along the map S ® X — X by Definition 2.1, hence it is also a Nisnevich square
since Nisnevich covers are stable under base change of analytic adic spaces by [ And?23,
Lemma A.12]. Similarly, the covers in the analytic topology are also preserved under
base change. O

As an application to the tensor-enrichment, we later shall lift functors on sousper-
fectoid spaces with values in a stable category V to an enriched functor with values in
the condensed category Cond(V), see Section 3.5.

3 Preliminaries on pro-categories and condensed categories

In the main body of this article, we deal with continuous K-theory as defined and stud-
ied by Kerz-Saito-Tamme [KST19a, KST23] which is a functor

K" Rig — Pro(Sp)

with values in the category of pro-spectra. Since pro-categories are not that well-
behaved, e.g. computing colimits in them is not easy, we eventually will postcompose
K with the canonical functor Pro(Sp) — Cond(Sp) to condensed spectra.

3.1 Pro-categories

Analytic K-theory of rigid spaces is naturally a pro-object in the category of spectra.
Let us quickly recall some facts about pro-categories [Lurl8, §A.8.1]. Let C be a pre-
sentable category. Then we can define Pro(C) as those functors in Fun(C, Spc), which
are accessible and preserve finite limits. Equivalently, we have Pro(C) ~ Ind(C°P)°P.
An object X € Pro(C) can be thought of a limit of a filtered diagram {X;}, where each

“The left exact sequence (2.6.4) is even right exact. Indeed, the sequence (2.6.3) is even surjective on
the right by [BV18, Lem. 2]. As A is a Tate ring, it is a surjection of Banach spaces, hence it admits the
lifting property for continuous maps from a compact topological space.



X, is contained in the essential image of the Yoneda embedding C — Pro(C). Follow-
ing [KST19a], we denote these objects as “lim” X;. We have a limit functor Pro(C) — C
that maps an object “lim” X; to lim X; € C.

Let us remark, that finite limits and colimits in Pro(C) can be computed pointwise
in the following sense. Let K be a finite simplicial set. The limit functor Fun(K,C) — C
induces a functor Pro(Fun(K,C)) — Pro(C), which we call level-wise limit (similarly
for colimits). Furthermore, there exists a functor Pro(Fun(K,C)) — Fun(X,Pro(C)).
Using this functor we obtain that the levelwise limit of /' € Pro(Fun(X,C)) is the limit
of the induced diagram K — Pro(C) (similarly for colimits) [KST19a, Lem. 2.1].

Let C = Sp. Then Pro(Sp) is stable (Lemma 3.2) and we can define homotopy
groups on Pro(Sp) pointwise [KST19a]. To be more precise, for any n € Z and any
“lim” X; € Pro(Sp), we set

T (“lim” X;) = “lim” 7, X; € Pro(Ab).

We will see that Pro(Sp) admits a ¢-structure and the pointwise homotopy groups are
precisely the homotopy groups induced by this ¢-structure (Lemma 3.21).

Lastly, let us recall the notion of weak equivalence. In op.cit. it is shown that there is
a functor ¢*: Pro(Sp) — Pro(Sp™), where Sp™ denotes the category of bounded above
spectra. On objects this functor is given by

C(“m” X;) ~ “lim” 1<, X
1 NxI =

A morphism of pro-spectra f: X — Y is a weak equivalence if .* f is an equivalence.
Analogously, a fibre sequence in Pro(Sp) is called a weak fibre sequence if it is a fibre
sequence after applying .*. Note that f is weak equivalence if and only if 7<,, f is an

equivalence for some n € Z and 7, f is an isomorphism for all i € Z [KST19a, Lem.
2.8].

Definition 3.1. For a category C denote by Pro*“(C) the full subcategory of Pro(C) of ob-
jects X that are representable by diagrams X : I — C for a countable cofiltered category
1.

Lemma 3.2. Let C be a stable category. Then the categories Pro(C) and Pro“ (C) both are stable.
In particular, the categories Pro(Sp™) and Pro® (Sp™) are stable.

Proof. Since C is stable, the pro-category Pro(C) is stable as well [KST19a, 2.5]. Since
finite colimits in pro-categories can be computed levelwise, the inclusion Pro“(C) —
Pro(C) creates finite colimits. Hence Pro*(C) has admits finite colimits and the sus-
pension functor is an equivalence. Thus Pro“(C) is stable [Lurl7, 1.4.2.27]. The rest
follows as the category Sp™ is a stable subcategory of Sp [Lurl7, p. 44]. O

In the work of Kerz-Saito-Tamme, the notion of pro-homotopy invariance plays a major
role when working with rings [KST19b], [KST19a, §5.3]. For sheaves, pro-homotopy
invariance is equivalent to Al-invariance.
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Lemma 3.3. A sheaf F: Rig® — Pro(C) is Al-invariant if and only if it is pro-B!-invariant,
i.e. if the canonical map
F(X) — “lim” F(X x B')

is an equivalence in Pro(C).

Proof. Note that a pro-system “lim”; C; is the limit of the constant pro-systems given
by the C; in Pro(C). Hence we compute

1N o : IV A €3y 1
F(X x Al) ~ F(colim(X x BY)) ~ “lm” F(X x BY).

Hence the map F(X) — F(X x A!) is an equivalence if and only if the map F(X) —
“lBm” oy FI(X X IB%l) is an equivalence. ]

3.2 Condensed objects

Notation. For this entire section, we fix an uncountable strong limit cardinal . Given
a category C, we work with the categories Cond®(C) of light condensed objects in C and
Cond,(C) of k-condensed objects in C. One advantage is the following: If the category C
is presentable, then Cond”(C) and Cond,(C) are also presentable (Lemma 3.6). Hence
we can apply Adjoint Functor Theorems, for instance. We also write Cond(C) for either
Cond, (C) or Cond”(C) when there is no need for specification. The material about light
condensed objects is extracted from the lectures by Clausen and Scholze on Analytic
Stacks.”

Definition 3.4 (Condensed objects). (1) A profinite set is called light if it is isomor-
phic to a countable limit of finite sets. Denote by ProFin®” the full subcategory
of ProFin that is spanned by light profinite sets. We equip the category ProFin“
with the topology generated by finite families of jointly surjective maps.

(2) Analogously, let ProFin., be the full subcategory of ProFin that is spanned by
k-small sets, equipped with the topology generated by finite families of jointly
surjective maps.

Let C be a category that admits finite limits.

(3) A light condensed object in C is a hypersheaf X on ProFin” with values in C. We
denote Cond“(C) := Sh”(ProFin“, C) the category of light condensed objects in
C.

(4) A k-small condensed object in C is a hypersheaf on ProFin., with values in C. We
denote Cond, (C) := Sh"(ProFin., C) the category of x-small condensed objects
inC.

Remark 3.5. Explicitly, a presheaf X : (ProFin“)°? — C is a sheaf if and only if it satisfies
(1) X(2) ~ x,

5See https://www.youtube.com/playlist?1ist=PLx5f8IelFRgGmubgmL-Kf_R1_6Mm7juZ0.
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(2) X(SuS) S X(S) x X(5"),and
(3) X(S) = lima X(C(T — S))

for all S, S” and every surjective map 7" — S in ProFin®.
A sheaf X : (ProFin”)°? — C is called a hypersheaf if for all hypercovers S, — S, the
natural map

X(S) — liin X(S.)

is an equivalence.

Lemma 3.6. Let C be a presentable category. Then the categories Cond”(C) and Cond,(C)
are presentable.

Proof. Being a category of sheaves on the small site ProFin®“, the category Cond® (Spc)
is an oo-topos [Lur09, 6.2.2.7]. We can identify Cond“(C) with the hypercomplete ob-
jects inside Sh(Cond“ (Spc),C). The latter category is presentable as C is presentable
[Lurls, 1.3.1.6], hence Cond®(C) is also presentable by [ Lur(9, Propositions 6.5.2.8 and
5.5.4.15]. Same argument for Cond,.(C). O

Lemma 3.7. Let C be a stable category. Then the categories Cond®(C) and Cond,(C) are
stable.

Proof. As C is stable, the functor category Fun(ProFin“»°P, C) is stable [Lur17, 1.1.3.1].
Since the (hyper)sheafification functor Fun(ProFin*°?,C) — Cond"”(C) is left-exact,
the inclusion functor Cond”(C) < Fun(ProFin“°P,C) creates finite limits. Hence, the
category Cond®(C) admits finite limits and the suspension functor is an equivalence,
thus the category is stable [Lurl7, 1.4.2.27]. Same argument for Cond,(C). O

Lemma 3.8. Let C be a category that admits small colimits and finite limits. Then the categories
Cond”(C) and Cond(C) both admit finite limits. In particular, they admit the structure of a
cartesian symmetric monoidal category.

Proof. By assumption on C, the functor category Fun(ProFin“-°?,C) admits small col-
imits and finite limits [Lur09, 5.1.2.3] and this property passes to its full subcategory
Cond”(C) of sheaves. Now the statement about the cartesian symmetric monoidal cat-
egory from the existence of finite products [Lurl?7, 2.4.1.5.(5)]. Same argument for
Cond(C). O

Remark 3.9 (Extremally disconnected sets). A profinite set is called an extremally dis-
connected set if it is a projective object in the category ProFin. Denote by EDS_; the full
subcategory of ProFin., spanned by extremally disconnected sets. By definition of
being projective, every cover of profinite sets S — S with .S extremally disconnected
has a split. In particular, the identity map idg is cofinal among all covers of S. We shall
use this property in the proof of Lemma 3.27 below.

As a matter of fact, the restriction along the inclusion functor EDS_,, < ProFin.,, in-
duces an equivalence from the category Cond,(C) onto the full subcategory
Fun* (EDSZ,,, C) of Fun(EDSZ,,, C) which is spanned by those objects that preserve fi-
nite products, i.e. sending finite disjoint unions in EDS.,; to products in C.
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Remark 3.10 (light vs. x-small). Let C be a category that admits limits and colimits.
The restriction along the inclusion functor j: ProFin® — ProFin., induces an adjunc-
tion

Fun(ProFin“°P, C) A Fun(ProFinZ,,, C)

\_/

j*

where ji is a left Kan extension and R := j, is a right Kan extension. Hence the functor

J* preserves limits, so that it preserves sheaves and restricts to a functor j*: Cond,(C) —
Cond”(C). Now the localisation functor Fun(ProFinZ,,,C) — Cond,(C) ~ Fun* (EDSZ,.,C)
factors over the restriction functor Fun(ProFinZ,,C) — Fun(EDSZ,,C). Given a light
condensed object X € Cond“(C) and Si, S; € EDS.,;, we have

ProFin“>W —S11LS2
~ im  X(W) x lim  X(W)
ProFin“sW;—51 ProFin“sWsy— S5

Hence the adjunctions above induce adjunctions

LeJi
T
Cond“ (C) «+X— Cond,(C)
\/!
Jx

where j* and j, are just the restricted functors. Via the explicit formula for Kan ex-
tensions we see that the composition j* o R is equivalent to the identity functor, hence
R is fully faithful. Since colimits commute with finite products we get analogously as
above that

HX(S1USy) ~ colim X (W)

S1US2—W €ProFin%
~ colim X (Wp) x colim X (Wh)
S1— W €ProFin% So—WsoeProFin®

Zj!X(Sl) X qu(SQ)

Next, we examine the relation between sheafification and stabilisation of presheaf
categories. This will apply to the passage to condensed objects. First, we start with a
general lemma:

Lemma 3.11. Let (C, 7) and (D, o) be two sites. Then:
(1) Fun(C°P,Sh,(D)) ~ Sh,(D,PSh(C))
(2) Sh;(C,Shy(D)) ~ Sh;«»(C x D)
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(3) Sh2(C,Shy (D)) ~ Shy(D,Sh7(C))

Proof. (1) Both categories are canonically subcategories of Fun(C° x D°P,Spc). Since
equivalences of presheaves can be computed pointwise, the condition for lying in both
sides amounts to the sheaf condition for o, hence the subcategories agree.

(2) This holds since one can check the respective sheaf conditions in each factor inde-
pendently.

(3) This follows from (1) by checking 7-descent on both sides. O

Corollary 3.12. Given a site (C, T), there is a canonical equivalence
Sh(C,Cond®(Spc)) ~ Cond®(Sh,(C))

between the categories of T-sheaves of condensed spaces and condensed T-sheaves. The analo-
gous result for Cond,(—) is true as well.

Lemma 3.13. Let (C, 7) be a site and D be a category. There is a canonical equivalence
Sh-(C,Sp(D)) ~ Sp(Sh-(C,D)) resp. Sh2(C,Sp(D)) ~ Sp(Sh}(C,D))
between T-sheaves (resp. T-hypersheaves) of spectra and spectrum objects in T-sheaves (resp.

in T-hypersheaves).

Proof. This is [Lurl8, 1.3.2.2] applied to the co-topos Sh-(C, D). The argument loc.
cit. deals with Spc-valued sheaves, but the proof remains valid for D-valued sheaves,
in view of the defintion of Sp(D) [Lurl7, Definition 1.4.2.8] as being the category of
the reduced and excisive functors from the category of pointed finite spaces Spcfi™ to
D. Moreover, the claim for hypersheaves holds since the hypercompleteness on both
sides coincides. O

Corollary 3.14. For any category D there is a canonical equivalence
Cond”(Sp(D)) ~ Sp(Cond“(D)).
The analogous result for Cond,,(—) is true as well.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.13. O

In order to render the functor K¥j: Rig, — Pro(Spc) — Cond® (Spc) representable,
we need to have internal condensed mapping spectra in RigH(k, Cond®(Spc)). By
[DY24, Rem. 3.17] it is enough to see that the ®-product in Cond”(Spc) given by
Lemma 3.8 preserves colimits in each variable.

Lemma 3.15. The cartesian symmetric monoidal structure on Cond(Spc) is closed, i.e. for any
objects Y, Z € Cond(Spc) there exists an internal mapping object Map(Y, Z) € Cond(Spc)
such that for any X € Cond(Spc) there is a canonical equivalence

Map g (spe) (X> Map(Y, Z)) >~ Mapc,qgpe) (X X Y, Z).
Setting X = y(S) for S € EDS we get that

4I2Ma (Y7 Z)(S) = MapCond(Spc) (y(S)7 —pMa (Y7 Z)) = MapCond(SpC) (y(S) XY, Z)

Moreover, for any V € CAlg(Pr®), we have Cond“ (V) admits a closed monoidal structure.
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Proof. This follows immediately from the definition, since Cond® (Spc) as an co-topos
and thus colimits are universal. If V is a symmetric monoidal presentable category,
then we have Cond”(Spc) ® V ~ Cond“ (V) [Drel8, Prop. 2.4]. O

3.3 t-structures

In this subsection, we examine a t-structures on condensed spectra which is induced
by the canonical t-structure on spectra.

Lemma 3.16. There exists a t-structure on Cond,(Sp) with connective part Cond(Sp)>o
Cond(Spx) and coconnective part Cond(Sp)<o = Cond(Sp)

Proof. Since Sp-, is presentable, this inherits to the presheaf category Fun(EDSZ},, Sp~)
[Lur09,5.5.3.6] and its Bousfield localisation Cond,.(Spsq) [[.ur09, 5.5.4.15]. The cate-

gory Sp- is closed under small colimits in Sp since the inclusion functor is left-adjoint.

Since colimits in presheaf categories can be computed pointwise, Fun(EDS2,, Sp-.) is

closed under small colimits in Fun(EDS2,, Sp~.). Since a colimit of sheaves is given by

the sheafification of the colimits of the underlying presheaves, Cond,(Sps,) is closed

under small colimits in Cond,,(Sp). From the long exact sequences of homotopy groups

one sees that Cond,(Sp~) is closed under extension in Cond, (Sp). These three clo-

sure properties imply the existence of a t-structure on Cond,(Sp) whose connective

part is Cond, (Sp~) [Lurl7, 1.4.4.11].

The category Cond,, (Sp)>o should be the same as the full subcategory of 0-connective
objects in the sense of [Lurl8, 1.3.2.5]. According to [Lurl8, 1.3.2.7], the coconnective
part of the t-structure is given by the full subcategory of O-truncated objects; these are
precisely those sheaves that take value in O-truncated spectra [ Lur18,1.3.2.6] (since the
inclusion functor Sp., < Sp preserves limits. O

If we consider countable products in Cond(Sp), then we can prove that these are
t-exact. This will be crucial for Theorem 3.24.

Lemma 3.17. Countable products in Cond® (Sp) are t-exact.

Proof. Let (X;)icr be a countable family of condensed spectra. Let n € Z. The funda-
mental group 7, (] [;c; Xi) can be computed as the sheafification of the presheaf

([ Xi): ProFin® — Ab, S~ m, ([ Xi(S)) = [[mn(Xi(S)) = [[ =2 (X3)(S),

el icl i€l il

where the second to last equivalence is due to the t-exactness of products on Sp. That
is 7,(I1;c; X;) is identified with the sheafification of [[,c; 75 (X;). The presheaves
' (X;) are multiplicative (see [ MR25, Proposition 3.21]). Since the 1-topos Cond,. (Set)
(resp. Cond®(Set)) is replete [Sch26b, Theorem 2.2] (resp. [Cam26, Remark 2.2.2]),
sheafification commutes with countable products of multiplicative presheaves [ MR25,
Proposition 2.14]. (Beware that sheafification does not necessarily commute with count-
able products of arbitrary presheaves.) ]
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3.4 From pro-objects to condensed objects

Notation. In this subsection, let C be a category that is accessible, admits colimits and
admits finite limits. Denote by Pro(C) the associated category of pro-objects C, cf. the
beginning of subsection 3.1. We have adjunctions

const: C = Pro(C): lim const: C = Cond“(C): can
where the left-adjoints are the respective constant functors which are fully faithful.

Lemma 3.18. Assume additionally that C admits small cofiltered limits.® Then there is a canon-
ical comparison functor
vk : Pro(C) — Cond(C)

commuting with small limits and fitting into a commutative diagram

C

const l const
const
*

Pro(C) —“> Cond,(C) " Cond” (®)

can
lim can

C
Explicitly, the functor -y, sends the pro-object “lim” ;1 X; to the limit lim;cr X;.

Proof. The commutativity of the lower right triangle follows since can is given by eval-
uating at a single point. For showing the commutativity of the upper right triangle
consider the following square of left adjoint functors

Fun(ProFinZ,, C) AN Fun(ProFin“, C)

L,fi l o

Sk

Cond,(C) —L—— Cond“°P(C).

This square commutes because the associated square of right adjoint functors com-
mutes. Since C admits small filtered limits, the category Cond,(C) admits small fil-
tered limits as well. Hence restriction along the constant functor C — Pro(C) induces
an equivalence

Fun'™ (Pro(C), Cond,(C)) — Fun(C, Cond,(C))

where the source denotes the full subcategory of all functors spanned by those which
preserve small filtered limits [ Lur18, A.8.1.6]. Thus the constant functor C — Cond,.(C)
yields the functor v, and the upper left commutative triangle. Analogously, we get get
a functor v*: Pro(C) — Cond®(C) restricting to the constant functor C — Cond®(C).

®In particular, C admits all limits since it has pullbacks and products (which are cofiltered limits of
finite products) [Lur09, Prop. 4.4.2.6].
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Since both +* and j* o ~, restrict along to the constant functor, we see that they are
equivalent.

The commutativity of the lower left triangle follows if v := ., preserves all limits,
as both compositions lim oconst are equivalent to the identity functor.

We are left to show that v preserves finite pullbacks, as then v preserves all limits by
[Lur09, Prop. 4.4.2.7]. For this, we remark that finite limits in Pro(C) can be computed
pointwise in the sense of [K5T19a, §2.1]. Thus, any diagram

X

|

Y — 7

in Pro(C) can be lifted to an element F' € Pro(Fun(K, C)), where K is the set represent-
ing the diagram above, such that its image under

Pro(lim): Pro(Fun(K,C)) — Pro(C)
is equivalent to X x 7 Y. We also have a functor
Cond(lim): Cond (Fun(K,C)) — Cond,(C)
that is induced by the following construction. We have a limit preserving functor
~% . Cond, (Fun(K,C)) < Fun(ProFin.,, Fun(K,C)) ~ Fun(K, Fun(ProFin.,, C)).

Then Cond(lim) is the composition of the above functor with the limit functor and
sheafification. Now we obtain an essentially commutative square

Pro(Fun(X,C)) L Cond, (Fun(K,C))
Pro(lim)l lCond(lim) (*)

Pro(C) ——— Cond,(C).

Note that limits and colimits in functor categories can be computed pointwise, thus we
have an equivalence Cond,, (Fun(K,C)) ~ Fun(K,Cond,(C)). Under this equivalence
Cond(lim) corresponds to the limit functor Fun(X, Cond,(C)) — Cond,(C). Therefore,
commutativity of (&) shows that v preserves K-indexed limits, i.e. pullbacks. d

Remark 3.19. An informal argument for the comparison functor v to commute with
cofiltered limits goes as follows: Let A — Pro(Sp),a — X, be a cofiltered diagram
of pro-spectra X, = “lim”;c;, X ;. We may assume that A is cofinite and that the
diagram A — Pro(Sp) is given in level-representation with cofiltered index set I (= I,
for all « € A) so that A x I is cofiltered again and “lim” gx; Xq,; =~ lim4 X, is the limit
[[sa02, §4]. Then

lim X,) ~ v(“lim” X, ;) = lim X, ; ~ lim lim X, ; = lim~v(X,,).
7(lim Xq) = 7 Liny i) lim X, = lim lim Xo,; imy(Xa)
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Corollary 3.20. The comparison functor y preserves cofibre sequences and pushouts.
Proof. This follows since both Pro(Sp) and Cond(Sp) are stable categories. O

Before we continue, let us note in the following that we also have a caonical -
structure on Pro(Sp) obtained from the ¢-structure on Sp. Moreover, the comparison
functor + is left t-exact with respect to the ¢-structures on both sides.

Lemma 3.21. There exists a t-structure on Pro(Sp) with Pro(Sp)>o given by the essential
image of the functor Pro(Sp~() — Pro(Sp) and with Pro(Sp)<¢ given by the full subcategory
Pro(Sp<) < Pro(Sp).

For X = “lim” X; € Pro(Sp) and n € Z we can compute the n-truncation pointwise, i.e.
X ~ “lim” 7, X;.

Proof. First let us remark that Pro(Sp) is a stable category [KST19a, Lem. 2.5]. The
inclusion :: Sp.y C Sp induces an adjunction

v*: Pro(Sp) —— Pro(Sp<g): Pro(z)

[Lurl8, Ex. A.8.1.8]. The functor Pro(:) is fully faithful [Lurl8, Prop. A.8.1.9].
We can apply the same argument to the truncation 7>9: Sp — Sps and get an
adjunction

701 Pro(Sp>g) ¢ > Pro(Sp): Pro(7>0).
Let us now define Pro(Sp)> as the essential image of 7%,. We claim that the tuple

(Pro(Sp) >0, Pro(Sp<o))

defines a t-structure on Pro(Sp).

Indeed, finite limits and colimit can be computed levelwise in Pro(Sp) [KST19a, lem.
2.1]. So, checking the axioms of a t-structure reduces to the axioms for (Sp~, Sp<g),
which holds by design. - -

For the homotopy groups note that 7<,, can be computed pointwise by construction.
For 7>, we note that for any X € Pro(Sp), we have a fibre sequence

TZnX — X — Tgn_lX

by the proof of [Lurl?7, Prop. 1.2.1.5]. As finite limits in Pro(Sp) can be computed
pointwise, we see that also 7>, can be computed pointwise. O

Proposition 3.22. The canonical functor ~y: Pro(Sp) — Cond(Sp) is left t-exact.

Proof. Since the inclusion functor Cond(Sp<,) < Cond(Sp) preserves limits, the com-

position Pro(Sp<() — Pro(Sp) ~, Cond(Sp) factors over the inclusion of Cond(Sp<() —
Cond(Sp). Thus 7 is left t-exact. O

Next we want to show that the comparison functor is conservative. For this purpose,
we start with some preparations.
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Lemma 3.23. Let (( Xi)i, (pi: Xi = Xiz1)i ) be a tower of condensed spectra and n € Z.
Then there is an exact sequence

0 — lim*7m, 11 (X;) — 7, (lim X;) — lim 7, (X;) — 0
7 7 (2

of condensed abelian groups, the so-called Milnor sequence.

Proof. This is a standard proof.” The sequential limit lim; X; fits into a fibre sequence

lim X; — H X, 1% H X;

where p, is the map induced by the maps (p;: X; — X;_1);. Consider the associated
long exact sequence of homotopy groups

1d p* ld—p*
. —>H7Tn+1( i Hﬂ'n-f—l —>7Tn th Hﬂ'n z Hﬂ'n(X
% 7

where we have used the fact that countable products are t-exact in Cond® (Sp) by Lemma
3.17. We have that

= ker(H 7 (X5) ld;p>* Wn(XZ)) = lim 7, (X;)

and
ker(ar) = coker (] mus1(X:) "% [ (39) = tim' i (X0)

which shows the claim. O

The following result and its proof was communicated to us by Peter Scholze and we
do not claim originality.

Theorem 3.24 (Clausen—Scholze). The comparison functor
¥ = j* o, : Pro¥(Spt) — Cond,(Sp)

is conservative on bounded below objects. In particular, also the comparison functor ~y,, is con-
servative on bounded below objects.

Proof. Since the categories in question are stable (Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.7), it suf-
fices to check that the functor v reflects zero objects. Let ... = Xy — X; — Xy be a
system of spectra such that lim; X; = 0 as condensed spectra (where each X is consid-
ered as a discrete/constant condensed spectrum, and the limit is taken in condensed
spectra). We have to see that the pro-spectrum “lim”; X; is zero. Since our spectra are
bounded below by assumption, we can show this on homotopy pro-groups lim; m;(X;)
forall j € Z [KST19a, 2.8]. We may assume j = 0 by shifting. The Milnor sequences
(Lemma 3.23) forn € {—1,0}

0 — lim'7m, 11 (X;) — 7, (lim X;) — lim 7, (X;) — 0
(3 (2 (2

in Cond(Ab) yield that lim; o X; = limi1 moX; = 0 in this category. Thus, the claim
follows from the Lemma 3.27 below. O

Cf. https://ncatlab.org/nlab/show/lim~1+and+Milnor+sequences.
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Remark 3.25. The comparison functor v: Pro“(Ab) — Cond,(Ab) is not conservative.
Consider the tower (p'Z); whose structure maps are the inclusions (for a prime number
p). Then “lim”; p'Z is not zero in Pro(Ab) as for every j > i the map p/Z — p'Z is not
zero. But y(“lim”; p'Z) = lim; p'Z = lim; p'Z = 0 (Remark 3.26).

Remark 3.26. The faithful functor TopAb — Cond(Ab), M +— M = C(—, M), com-
mutes with limits and hence admits a left adjoint L: Cond,(Ab) — TopAb. Thus for
a tower (M;); of topological abelian groups with limit M = lim; M; in TopAb, the
canonical morphism M — lim; M; of associated condensed abelian groups is an iso-
morphism. In Cond,,(Ab) we have an exact sequence

0 — lim M; — []M; % J] M; — lim'M; — 0 (&)
K3 P p K3
where § is the difference of the identity and the structure map of the tower. As the
canonical morphism [[, M; — []; M; is an isomorphism and since for every N €
TopAb the counit L(/N) — N is an isomorphism, the sequence L(é&) identifies with the
exact sequence

. 5 .
O—>hzmMi —>HMi —>HMZ- —>thlMi —0
KA T

of topological abelian groups, hence L(lim} M;) = lim} M,;.
Lemma 3.27. For a tower (M;); of abelian groups the following are equivalent:
(1) The tower is Mittag-Leffler and lim; M; = 0.
(2) The tower is pro-zero, i.e. “lim”; M; = 0 in Pro(Ab).
(3) It holds lim; M; = 0 = lim; M, in Cond,,(Ab).
(4) It holds lim; M; = 0 = lim] M, in Cond®(Ab).

Proof. First we show (1)=(2). The tower ();); being Mittag-Leffler means that for
every i > 0 the tower (im(M; — M;));>; stabilises. Let B; C M; be this stable image, i.e.
B; = ﬂj>i im(M; — M;). Then (B;); is a subtower of (M;);, hence lim; B; C lim; M; =
0. Thus for every i there exists a j > i such that the map M; — M; is zero, hence the
pro-system “lim”; M; is zero. The direction (2)=-(1) works analogously.
Now we assume (3). For any profinite set S we have that Cont(S, M;) = Cont (S, Z)®z,

M; and Cont (S, Z) is some large free abelian group [Sch26b, Thm. 5.4], and so has
Z as a direct factor if S is large enough. Thus there exists an extremally disconnected
set S such that

lim" @) M; ¢ lim" Cont(S, M;) = lim' My(S) 2 (1im M,) ($) = 0
K2 N 7 7 7 -
where (&) holds as id gy is cofinal among all covers of S (Remark 3.9). The condition that
limz1 @Dy M; = 01in Ab is equivalent to the tower (1/;); being Mittag-Leffler [Emm96,

Cor. 6], hence we have (1).
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Assuming (1), for any extremally disconnected set .S we have

(lim" M;)(S) = lim' M;(S) = lim" Cont (S, M;) = lim' 5 M;

for some set J and the last term vanishes as the tower is Mittag-Leffler. Hence lim} 1;
in Cond,;(Ab).

The implication (3)=-(4) follows since j* preserves limits and colimits.

It remains to show (4)=-(1). For this let S := NU {oo} € ProFin®. Then Z[S] is a
projective object in Cond“ (Ab)°® so that the equality (&) above holds for this particular
S in Cond”(Ab). O

Example 3.28. If a tower (1;); of abelian groups satisfies lim; M; = 0 = liml1 M;, then
it needs not to be pro-zero. For instance, consider the tower (p'Z,); for some prime
number p.

3.5 Lifting functors to condensed coefficients

We end this section by lifting functors to enriched functors with condensed coeffiecients
by using that the category of analytic adic spaces is tensored over the category of profi-
nite sets (Lemma 2.6).

Construction 3.29. Consider the following containments of categories inside ProFin:

ProFin® <i> ProFin.,, & EDS_..

The cardinality restriction < x may be removed for the construction below.
Let C be an essentially small category which admits an action by ProFin.,, and let
V be a category. There are natural restriction functors

PSh(ProFin®, V) ¢ PSh(ProFin<,, V) ‘“ PSh(EDS_,, V).

Both functors preserve sheaves and hypersheaves by Remark 3.10. The functor ¢} in-
duces an equivalence Sh” (ProFin.,, V) ~ Sh"(EDS., V) ~ Fun*(EDSZ,,V) by Re-
mark 3.9, whose quasi-inverse is given by unfolding the hypersheaves. The action func-
tor ProFin.,, x C — C induces functors

PSh(C, V)
PSh(ProFin® x C,V) «—— PSh(ProFin., x C,V) —"—s PSh(EDS_,. x C, V)
R 2 R
PSh(C, PSh(ProFin®,V)) & PSh(C, PSh(ProFin.,., V)) i> PSh(C,PSh(EDS., V))
R R 2
PSh(ProFin®, PSh(C,))) <. PSh(ProFin.., PSh(C,V)) ~» PSh(EDS.,,PSh(C,V)),

8See Lecture 3 by Scholze in the lectures on Analytic Stacks, https://youtu.be/melKNo3WIHE?si=
iSCbOCAYyCRvIn1R&t=2595.
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where F' € PSh(C, V) is sent to F°"d ¢ PSh(C, PSh(ProFin., V)) in the middle, whose
value at X € C is given by

Ford(X): §— F(S® X). (3.29.1)

We will also consider its restriction j*F°°d to light profinite sets and its restriction
15, Feond to k-extremally totally disconnected sets. Both will be simply denoted by Feond
whenever it is clear from the context.

Now, let 7 be a Grothendieck topology on C which is stable under S ® (—) for S €
ProFin.,. Assume also that the natural morphism (51 ® —) U(S2® —) — (S1US2) ® —
is an equivalence for any 51, 52 € ProFin.,. Then, by imposing 7-descent, the above
(commutative) diagram restricts to the following:

Sh, (C, Fun* (ProFin® P, V)) <. Sh,(C, Fun* (ProFin®, V)) ~% Sh.(C, Fun* (EDS., 1))
U U 2
Sh, (C,Cond“ (V)) +—2— Sh,(C,Cond,.(V)) ——=— Sh,(C,Cond,.(V)).

In general, we have ("¢ ¢ Sh,(C,Cond,(V)) lying in the bottom right; however,
Feond does not necessarily satisfy (hyper)descent for S € ProFin“. For example, if
C = AnAdic and 7 = ét, for general map S’ — S in ProFin®, the natural map F (S ®
X) — lim F(S"”*/%) ® X is in general not an isomorphism as ' ® X — S ® X isa
pro-finite étale cover which is not necessarily an étale cover.

The following proposition is a consequence of the above construction.

Proposition 3.30. Let C C AnAdic be a full subcategory which is closed under the operation
S ® (—) on PreAdic for every S € ProFin. Let F': C° — V be a sheaf with values in a stable
category V. Then there exists an essentially unique sheaf

Feond. cop s Cond(V)
such that for every X € C and every S € EDS we have an equivalence
Feord(X)(S) ~ F(S ® X)
functorial in X and S.

Proof. The desired functor <" is essentially uniquely determined by the requested
property. The construction of F°°" follows from immediately from Construction 3.29,
applied to any Grothendieck topology 7 on C (whose covers are preserved by S @ (—)
since the latter operation amounts to the base change by 5). O
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4 K-theory of adic spaces

In this section we recall the definitions and basic properties of the different K-theories
for rigid spaces. These theories have been developped by Morrow [Morl6], Kerz—
Saito-Tamme [KST19a, KST23], Efimov [Efi25a, Efi25b], and Andreychev [And23].
Moreover, we establish the new result that the continuous K-theory Kt satisfies Nis-
nevich descent (Theorem 4.14).

Notation. In this entire section, let (R, R") be a Tate pair. We set B = Spa(R, R") and
choose a pseudo-uniformiser @ € R so that R = Ry[w!]. Recall, that given a category
V, we write Cond()) for either of the categories Cond“()) and Cond, (V).

Some of the results crucially use the following assumption, cf. [KST19a, §3.2].

(t)a There exists a ring of definition Ay C A which is noetherian and there exists a
proper morphism p: X — Spec(Ayp) such that X is regular and such that p is an
isomorphism over Spec(A).

Note that the noetherian assumption can be relaxed in some statements, see Section 4.2
below. In our setting, we have to make the following assumption for a Grothendieck
topology 7 on Adick", mainly for 7 being the analytic topology or the étale topology.

(#)7 Every object of AdicRk" is 7-locally of the form Spa(A, AT), where A satisfies ()4
(over some choice of Ry).

Remark 4.1. (1) The assumption (#)7' is satisfied if R admits a quasi-excellent ring
of definition Ry of characterisitc zero [Tem08]. For instance, any discrete val-
uation ring Ry containing Q meets this assumption [Sta, 07QW]; in this case
R = Frac(Ry) and one can take RT = R,.

(2) Let Agbe aregular k°-algebra of finite type over a discrete valuation ring k°. Then
its m-adic completion Ay is a regular ring. Indeed, since k is discretely valued and
complete, the ring k° is (a complete noethering local ring, hence) a G-ring; as a
finite type algebra over it, Ay is also a G-ring [Mat80, §33, Thm. 77]; as a result,
passing to its m-adic completion preserves the regularity [Mat80, §33, Thm. 79].
Since Ay is regular by assumption, so is Ay.

(3) Let k be a discretely valued nonarchimedean field. Temkin’s altered local uni-
formisation result [Tem17] and the last remark (2) imply that the assumption
(#)¢" always holds. Indeed, one can achieve even that A has a model Ay which is
the m-adic completion of a semistable k°-algebra.

4.1 Continuous K-theory

The definition of continuous K-theory is due to Morrow [Mor16] and the theory has
been elaborated by Kerz-Saito-Tamme [KST19a]. The first named author made some
contributions about negative continuous K-groups [[Dah24].
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Definition 4.2. Let Ay be m-adic ring for some m € Ay. Then we set Ke(Ag) =
“lim” K(Ap/7"™) which is an object in Pro”(Sp). For a Tate ring A with ring of definition
Ay, we can define K°"(A) as the pushout of the diagram , up to weak equivalence

K(A°) —— K(A)

| |

Kcont ( AO ) Kcont ( A) .

within the category Pro”(Sp). When passing to the localisation Pro“(Sp™), the object
K®™(4) does not depend on the choice of Ay [KST19a, Prop. 5.4].

Let B = Spa(k, k°) for a nonarchimedean field k, or B = Spa(R, R*) with R being
a Tate ring that admits a noetherian and finite-dimensional ring of definition. Contin-
uous K-theory K on affinoids of finite type over B satisfies descent for the analytic
topology by the same arguments as in [Dah24, §7]; but in the case B = Spa(k, k°), we
use the generalised pro-cdh descent [KST26, Thm. A] instead of pro-cdh descent for
noetherian schemes; see also Section 4.2. Therefore, it extends uniquely to a sheaf on
Adic'f! for the analytic topology, which is still denoted by K™,

This definition of continous K-theory seems to be ad-hoc, but it shall be equivalent to
the more conceptual approach via applying Efimov’s extension of categorical K-theory
[Efi25a] to the dualisable category of nuclear modules a la Clausen—Scholze [Sch26a,
Def. 13.10]. For the spectrum-valued functors, this has been explored in Andreychev’s
thesis [And23]. Let us introduce the following notion.

Definition 4.3 (Nuclear K-theory). Let K™¢: AnAdic®® — Cond,(Sp) be the sheaf
associated with the sheaf K™ := K o Nuc: AnAdic®® — Sp as in Proposition 3.30.

Remark 4.4. This nuclear K-theory is more generally defined for any analytic animated
ring. In particular, for any condensed animated ring R, we may impose the induced
analytic ring structure by considering the (derived) category Nuc(R) of nuclear mod-
ules over the analytic animated ring (R, Z), which is a dualisable category, and define
K™¢(R) = K(Nuc(R,Z)). This construction will be applied mainly for an adically
complete animated ring R. This is consistent with Nuc(A) := Nuc(4, A™); indeed, the
latter category is independent of the choice of AT [ And23, Korollar 3.18].

Recall that given a (commutative, unital) ring A, an ideal I C A is called weakly
proregular if for some (resp. for any) finite set of generators ay,...,a, € I, the pro-
system

(Hi(KOS(A; arllv s aa?n))nEN

of abelian groups is essentially zero for any ¢ > 0 [ Yek21, §3].

Example 4.5 ([ Yek21, Prop. 5.6]). In the case of m = 1, the weak proregularity of a
principal ideal (a) C A is equivalent to the boundedness of the a*-torsion of A.
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Theorem 4.6 (Efimov Contunity Theorem [Efi25b, Cor. 7.10]). Let Abearingand I C A
be a weakly proreqular ideal. Let A} denote the derived I-adic completion of A. Then the
canonical map

K™C(AD) —= limK(A/I™) (4.6.1)
is an equivalence of spectra.

Proof. In the statement of [Efi25b, Cor. 7.10] the ring is assumed to be noetherian,
whereas in [ And23, Satz 5.8] the wording is the same as here, but without proof. For
the convenience of the reader, we briefly give an argument.

Let ay, ..., an be a finite collection of generators of the ideal I C A. By [Efi25b,
Cor. 7.10], the canonical map

K™ (A7) = limK(Kos(A; a?, ..., a")
n

is an equivalence of spectra. It has been shown also in op. cit., Lemma 5.26, that if A is
a noetherian ring, then the natural map

e: (Kos(A;af, ... — A/I"

n
’ am))neN
of pro-systems of connective E;-algebras in D(A) is an equivalence; in particular, we
obtain a canonical equivalence

lim K(Kos(A; al}, ..., a%) — limK(A/I™). (4.6.2)

More generally, in the case where A is not necessarily noetherian and where the ideal
I = (a1,...,anm) is weakly proregular in A, the above natural map ¢ is still an equiva-
lence in Pro(Algy (D(A))). Indeed, the forgetful functor

Pro(Algg (D(A)) — Pro(D(A))

is conservative on bounded objects by [L119, Lem. 2.28], and for the (weak) equiv-
alence in the latter between bounded objects, it suffices to verify on homotopy pro-
groups. Now, Kos(A;af, ..., ay,) is connective and also bounded above by m. For any
i € N, the map m;(e): (H'(Kos(A;af,...,a))), oy — (H'(A/I"0])), .y is an equiva-
lence in Pro(Mod, ) by the weak proregularity hypothesis. Therefore, we deduce that
€ is an equivalence in Pro(D(A)), whence also in Pro(Algy (D(A))); in particular, the

equivalence (4.6.2) still holds. O]

The following Lemma 4.7 and its Corollary 4.8 are results from Andreychev’s the-
sis. Since the reasoning in loc. cit. is quite terse, we present here extended arguments
for the convenience of the reader. Recall that Catd"® is the category of dualisable sta-
ble categories and strongly continuous functors. A localisation sequence in Catd™ is a
cofibre sequence A — B — C with A — B being fully faithful (see Corollary A.2 for
equivalent characterisations).
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Lemma 4.7 ([And23, p. 28]). Let A be a Tate ring and let Ay C A be a ring of definition
containing a pseudo-uniformiser w. There is a commutative diagram in Cat3®! with rows
being localisation sequences and fibre-cofibre sequences:

Tor 4, (@™) —— D(Ag) —=— D(A)

l: l l (4.7.1)

Tor'}*(w>) —— Nuc(Ag) —=— Nuc(A).

Proof. All the categories involved are stable.

All the arrows in the right square are strongly continuous. First, observe that L and
L’ are the base change functors along A9 — A and Ay — A respectively, hence they
preserve colimits. Since A = Ap[ww~!] is an idempotent Ag-algebra, the right adjoints
of L and L' are fully faithful forgetful functors which preserve colimits. Then, let us
explain the vertical arrows. They are induced by the (fully faithful) condensification
functor [And21, Def. 5.8, Thm. 5.9], which are right adjoint to the evaluation functor
M +— M (%), which in turn preserves colimits.’

Consider the kernels Tor 4, (™) =~ ker(L) and Tor})*(w*>) =~ ker(L’), which are

taken in the category Cato, of all oo-categories. They are also the kernels taken in
the category Prl; of presentable stable categories with continuous functors, since the
inclusions Pry; ¢ Prt C Cato, create limits (see [Lurl7, Prop. 4.8.2.18] and [Lur09,
Prop. 5.5.3.13]). The map between the kernels Tor 4, (@>) — Tor}’*(w™) is an equiv-
alence by [And?23, Satz 4.11].

Since all the categories involved in the diagram are stable, and L, L' have fully faith-
ful right adjoints which preserve colimits, the condition (ii) in Corollary A.2 is satisfied
in Pril, 10 hence it is also satisfied in Cat3"® by Remark A.3 (since D(Ap) and Nuc(A)
are dualisable). Hence, the rows are localisation sequences and fibre-cofibre sequences
in Pril and in Catdval, O

Corollary 4.8 ([And23, p. 28]). Let A be a Tate ring. Then there is a canonical equivalence
KnuC(A) i> Kcont(A)
of spectra where K™ (A) := K(Nuc(A)).

Proof. Let (A, I) be an ideal of definition of A; we may assume I = wA, with w € A
being a topologically unipotent of A. Then I C Ay is weakly proregular by Example 4.5.
Taking the continuous K-theory of the diagram (4.7.1) of dualisable categories, which

The full subcategory D(A, M) C D(A) is stable under colimits for any analytic ring (A, M), and
colimits in D(.A) commutes with evaluating at any extremally disconnected set S.

%One can check explicitly that the inclusion functors of both kernels are strongly continuous. For
the upper row, the right adjoint of the (colimit-preserving) inclusion Tora, (™) C D(Ao) is given
by fib(4o — A) ®%, (—) [Sta, Section 0952], which clearly commutes with colimits. For the bottom

row, since we already know that Tor, () — Tor’{(w™), the inclusion Tor’}(w>) C Nuc(Ao) is

strongly continuous by composition with the left vertical arrow.
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is valued in the stable category Sp, and using that K(—) is a localising invariant, we
obtain a (co)cartesian diagram of spectra

K(Ag) —— K(4)

l l (4.8.1)

KnuC(AO) - KHUC(A)’

which maps compatibly to the pushout diagram defining the continuous K-theory of
A:
K(4p) —— K(4)

l l (4.8.2)

Kcont ( AO ) Kcont ( A) .

The corollary follows since we know by Theorem 4.6 that the natural map K™¢(4y) —
lim,, K(Ap/I™) = K©(Ap) is an equivalence of spectra. O

This equivalence can be lifted to the associated functors valued in condensed spec-
tra. For that purpose, let us start with the following observation, which should already
be known to experts, justifying the fact that one can endow a spectrum with discrete
topology to obtain a condensed spectrum satisfying hyperdescent on ProFin,, not only
on EDS,..

Lemma 4.9. Let X be a spectrum. Consider the following functor
X : ProFinf® — Sp, S =1lmS; — ColimHX.
(3 K3 SZ
Then X satisfies hyperdescent on ProFin,.

Proof. Let S¢ — S be a hypercover in ProFin,. As in [Sch26b, Proof of Thm. 3.3] (see
[Man22, Lem. 2.1.7] for a proof), one can write the hypercover S, — S as the cofiltered
limit of hypercovers S, ; — S; (indexed by j € J) of finite sets by finite sets; in partic-
ular, the latter hypercovers all split. By definition and t-exactness of filtered colimits
for spectra, we have identifications of (cosimplicial) abelian groups:

™ (X(8)) = colimm, (X(S))). (4.9.1)

Tn (X (Se)) =~ Cogim (X(S.j)) - (49.2)

Let us now compute the homotopy groups of lima X (S,) via the Bousfield-Kan homo-
topy spectral sequence [BK72, Ch. X, §5], whose dual version can be found in [Lurl7,
§1.2.4].!! The spectral sequence specialised to our case is the following:

Byt =7 (X(Ss) = mos <1an<53)> :

"'When we study the homotopy spectral sequence of a cosimplicial spectra, switching to the dual ver-
sion requires working with Sp°?, but then the results in [Lurl7, §1.2.2, §1.2.4] do not apply naively. In
fact, the reasons are twofold. On the one hand, in the opposite category Sp°?, taking filtered colimits does
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where we have reindexed the degrees so that the differential d, on the E,-page has
degree (r, —r + 1). We claim that:

(i) The complex (E}*, d) is isomorphic to the normalised chain complex associated
with the cosimplicial abelian group 7_; (X (S,)).

(ii) The E»-page collapses to the degree s = 0.

The claim (i) follows from [Lurl7, Rem. 1.2.4.4] by passing to the opposite category.
Let us now deduce (ii) from (i). Consider a similar homotopy spectral sequence for
the cosimplicial spectrum X (S, ;):

Ei’z(tj) = T_¢ (K(SSJ)) = M_g—¢t (han(S.ﬂ) .
Again, as in (i), the complex (E} ’fj), dy) is isomorphic to the normalised chain complex
associated with the cosimplicial abelian group m_; (X (S, ;)); the latter splits as all the
S,,j are finite sets, hence E; 77(fj) collapses to the degree s = 0 where Eg ’fj) ~ 4 (X(S))).
Since filtered colimits is exact on abelian groups, so is the construction of normalised
chain complexes and passage from FEi-page to Ez-page. Therefore, the natural map
colim; Effj) — E}'isanisomorphism by (4.9.2) and thus colim; E;EJ) =5 Ey', which
collapses to the degree s = 0 where

Ey* ~ colim7_; (X(S})) .
J

This proves (ii). In particular, we have lim! "' = 0 for any s, € Z, hence the spectral
sequence E;" converges by the complete convergence lemma [BK72, Ch. IX, 5.3 and
5.4], so that

Eot ~ <li£1 X(S.)) :

In conclusion, using (4.9.1), we obtain
¢ (X(S)) — 74 <li£nX(S.)> , Vtez,

where the arrow is induced by the canonical morphism X (5) — lima X (S.). O

Lemma 4.10. Let R be an ordinary ring. Let K(R) € Cond(Sp) be the associated discrete
condensed K-theory spectrum via Lemma 4.9. Then K(R)(S) ~ K(Cont(S, R)) for any
S € ProFin.

not commute with the “dual homotopy group” functors as the “dual ¢-structure” is not compatible with
sequential limits; thus [Lurl7, Prop. 1.2.2.14] is not applicable. On the other hand, our objects may not
lie in Sp., = (Sp°?)>0 (nor up to shift), but rather have many nontrivial deep homotopy groups, hence
the simplified version [Lur17, Prop. 1.2.4.5] is not applicable, either. Nevertheless, one can still resort to
the complete convergence lemma [BK72, Ch. IX, 5.4], which imposes a condition on vanishing of limy,.
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Proof. We have

K(R)(S) = colim [TK(R)
Si
~ coliim K(Map(S;, R))

~ K(colim Map(S;, R))
~ K(Cont (S, R)),

where the second to last equivalence is due to algebraic K-theory commuting with
filtered colimits of rings. ]

Proposition 4.11. There exists an equivalence
Knuc ~ ,YKKcont
in Shan (AnAdic, Cond,(Sp)).

Proof. For a (complete) Tate ring A and S € EDS,, the topological ring Cont(S, A) is
still a (complete) Tate ring. Let Ay C A be a ring of definition. We have

(7K™ (A40))(S) ~ (1131 K(Ao /w”)) (S) (Lemma 3.18)
~ Jim (K(AO /w")(S))
~ liTan K(Cont (S, Ag/w")) (Lemma 4.10)

~ K™ (Cont (9, A4)).
Hence we get that
(7K™ (A))(S) =~ K (Cont (S, A)) ~ K(Nuc(Cont (S, A))) ~ K™(A)(S),

where the middle equivalence is Corollary 4.8 and the right equivalence follows from
combining Lemma 2.4 with Proposition 3.30. Now the claim follows since both are
sheaves for the analytic topology. O

One can in fact prove a stronger descent property with respect to S € ProFin,,
beyond extremally disconnected sets.

Lemma 4.12. Let R be a discrete ring. Let F' be a Sp-valued functor on commutative R-
algebras which commutes with filtered colimits. For any hypercover Sq — S in ProFin,, the
natural morphism

F(Cont(S,R)) — liin F(Cont(S,., R)) (4.12.1)

of spectra is an equivalence.
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Proof. By assumption, for any 7" = lim; 7; € ProFin,, we have
F(Cont(T, R)) ~ F(colim Cont(T;, R)) ~ colim F'(Cont(T;, R)) ~ col'imH F(R).
Hence, the functor

ProFin? — Sp, T — F(Cont(T, R))

is identified with the functor F'(R) associated with the spectra F'(R) as in Lemma 4.9.
Then we conclude by this lemma. O

Proposition 4.13. For any Tate ring A and any hypercover So — S in ProFin, the natural
map
K™¢(Cont(S, A)) — hin K™¢(Cont(S,, A))

is an equivalence of spectra.

Proof. Choose a pseudo-uniformiser @ € Aj. From the cartesian diagram (4.8.1) and
Efimov’s equivalence (4.6.1), we obtain a fibre sequence

F(Cont(T, Ag)) — lim K(Cont(T, 4) /w") — K™*(Cont(T, ) (4.13.1)

for any profinite set T, where F(B) = fib(K(B) — K(B[w!])) for any (ordinary) Ao-
algebra B. The descent for K™¢(Cont(—, Ayp)) is then reduced to that for F'(Cont(—, Ayp))
and for K(Cont(—, Ag/w™)).

On the one hand, applying Lemma 4.12 to the algebraic K-theory functor and R =
Ap/w", one obtains the equivalences (for n € N).

K(Cont(S, Ag/w™)) — lim K(Cont(Ss, Ao/w"))- (4.13.2)

On the one hand, applying Lemma 4.12 to F'(—) and R = A$*¢ (the ring Ay equipped
with the discrete topology), we see that there is a natural equivalence

F(Cont(S, AZs¢)) =5 F(Cont(S,, AJ€)) (4.13.3)

for any hypercover S, — S. Let us get rid of the discrete topology by considering the
localisation sequence Torg(w™) — D(B) — D(B[w™!]). Using the fact that K(—) is
a localising invariant, we see that F'(B) ~ K(Torg(ws)), which is insensitive to the
w-adic completion. We deduce that for any profinite set T', the natural map

F(Cont(T, AJ%)) — F(Cont(T, Ap)) (4.13.4)
of spectra is an equivalence, hence (4.13.3) becomes
F(Cont(S, Ag)) — F(Cont(S,, Ap)), (4.13.5)

which shows the desired hyperdescent for F. O
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Theorem 4.14 (Nisnevich descent for continuous K-theory). Let B = Spa(k, k°) for a
nonarchimedean field k, or B = Spa(R, R™) with R being a Tate ring that admits a noetherian
and finite-dimensional ring of definition. The presheaf

K : AdicP — Pro(Sp*), Spa(A4, A1) s KOM(A)
satisfies Nisnevich descent.

Proof. The Nisnevich topology is generated by the analytic topology and Nisnevich
squares. Recall that K®™ is defined as the unique extension for the analytic topology
from affinoids (Definition 4.2), hence it remains to show that K™ sends any Nisnevich
square to a pullback square.

First, recall that K™"¢ is a Nisnevich sheaf [ And23, Satz 5.12]. Next, we shall lift this
to condensed spectra. Given a Nisnevich square

V — Y

| ©

U— X

of qcgs adic spaces locally of finite type over B, for every extremally disconnected set
S € EDS the tensored square

SV —— S®Y
l l (S ®0)
SQU —— S® X

is a Nisnevich square by Lemma 2.7. Since limits of condensed spectra are computed
pointwise on ProFin,, the square

Knuc(v) SN Knuc(y)

| |

Knuc(U) SN Knuc(X)

is cartesian.

The equivalence yYK® ~ K" (Proposition 4.11) yields that the square yK“™((0J))
is cartesian for qcgs spaces in Adicff. The comparison functor v: Pro*(Sp™) — Cond“(Sp)
preserving limits and being conservative on bounded below objects (Theorem 3.24),
we deduce the cartesianness of K*™((0)) as a result of the following bounded-below
properties: K©M(U7), K™ (V), K©"(X),K©"(Y) € Pro“(Sp") by Weibel vanishing
(Proposition 4.17). O

Proposition 4.15. If X is reqular and assuming (#)%, then K™ is Al-invariant, i.e. the
canonical map KO(X) = KX x Al) is an equivalence in Pro(Sp*). Moreover, the
connective cover of K™(X) agrees with k™ (X).

Proof. The claims can be checked locally. In this case, K®™(X) ~ K™ (X) [KST19a,
Thm. 6.19] and K" is pro—Bl—invariant by design, hence Al-invariant by Lemma 3.3,
since it is a sheaf [KST23, §4.1]. O
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4.2 The non-noetherian case

In the work of Kerz-Saito-Tamme often there appears the condition on a Tate ring A
that it admits a noetherian ring of definition. The main necessity of this assumption
lies in the use of pro-cdh descent — which back then has been established only for
noetherian schemes by Kerz-Strunk-Tamme [KST18, Thm. A]. Thanks to a generali-
sation to arbitrary qcqs (derived) schemes by Kelly-Saito-Tamme [KST26, Thm. A],
those results about continuous K-theory which rely on pro-cdh descent generalise im-
mediately.

Proposition 4.16. Let A be a Tate ring with ring of definition Ag so that A = Ao[r—}] for
some topologically nilpotent m € Ag. Then for every proper morphism X — Spec(Ay) of finite
presentation there is a fibre sequence

K(X on7) — KOM(X) — K©M(A)

in Pro(Sp™).
Proof. The same proof as for [ KST19a, Prop. 5.8] goes through by using [ KST26, Thm. A]
instead of [KST18, Thm. A]. O

Proposition 4.17 (Weibel vanishing). Let B = Spa(k, k°) for a nonarchimedean field k, or
B = Spa(R, RT) with R being a Tate ring'? that admits a noetherian and finite-dimensional
ring of definition. Let X be a qcqs adic space of locally finite type over B and of finite dimension
d. Then there exists an integer N such that:

(1) KM(X)=0forn > N.

(2) The canonical morphism K(X) — KX x BY") is an isomorhism for m > 0 and
n > N.

Furthermore, one can take N = d if B = Spa(k, k°) or if B = Spa(R, R") and the ring of
definition is moreover excellent.

Proof. Let us first consider the case of B = Spa(k,k°). Let m C k° be the maximal
ideal and w € k° a pseudo-uniformiser, so that m = /(w). Any qcgs X € Adich
admits a cofiltered system of noetherian admissible formal models X" (see for example
[Bosl4,§8.4, Lemma 4 (e)] and [FK18, Ch. II, Thm. A.5.2]). For any admissible formal
model X of X, define K®™(X onm) to be the fibre of the map K™ (x) — K“™(X) as
in [Dah24, Def. 8.2] and consider the induced exact sequence

KX onm) — KS™M(X) — KEM(X) — KSM (X onm)

T

of pro-abelian groups. Recall that we have that dim(X'/m) = dim(X) = d [FK18, Ch.1I,
Cor. 10.1.11]."® Hence, for n < —d, we have

K™ (X) = “lim” Kn (¥ /w") = Ko (X /w) = Kn (X /m)

12 As follows from the proof, by patching arguments, one could relax the condition of R being “Tate”
to being “analytic”. We do not pursue this direction of generality here.

3For the covenience of the reader, we make a transcription of the conditions in the statement [FK18,
Ch. II, Cor. 10.1.11]: the adjective “coherent” means gcgs as in the topos theory; the condition “of type
(Vk)” means being locally of finite type over a rank-one nonarchimedean field; the adjective “distin-
guished” for formal models amounts to admissibility.
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by definition, by nil-invariance in low degrees [[Dah24, Lem. 6.3], and since algebraic
K-theory commutes with filtered colimits. Using algebraic Weibel vanishing [KST18,
Thm. B] we deduce, for n < —d, a monomorphism K" (X) — K™ (X onm). The
proof of [Dah24, Lem. 8.6] shows that colim y K™ (X onm) = 0 for n < —2, provided
that this holds for X being affinoid and n < —1; the latter follows as in the proof of
[Ker18, Prop. 7] thanks to Proposition 4.16.'* This shows (1). The same argument for
applied to the cofibre of the map K®™(X) — K™(X x B}) instead of K™(X) yields
(2) since the induced morphism on pro-homotopy groups are split monomorphisms.

In the case of B = Spa(R, R") (with a pseudo-uniformiser w), the arguments are
similar, but with the following modifications. For any affinoid open Spa(A4, A™) C X,
the complete ring A is also Tate and admits a noetherian and finite-dimensional ring
of definition as well (see the general discussion above [KST23, Lem. 4.2]); hence we no
longer need the radical m = vVwR* to pass to X'/m, since X' /w is already noetherian.
Any geqs X € Adicf still admits a cofiltered system of noetherian admissible formal
models X but by applying [FK18, Ch. II, Thm. A.5.3] this time. The main difference
now is that the dimension formula dim(&'/m) = dim(X) in the previous case may no
longer hold in general. Nevertheless, dim(&X'/w) is uniformly bounded above when X’
runs through all admissible formal models of a given qcqs X (since admissible formal
blow-ups do not change the dimension of the underlying space). Then, the same ar-
guments as above show that (1) and (2) hold for qcgs X € Adicf with (finite) lower
bound — dim (X /w) for one, hence for all, X

Finally, assume that R admits an excellent ring of definition. Then for any affine
open Spf(Ag) C X (where Ay is w-adically complete and X is not necessarily qcgs),
Ay is also excellent (see for example [Mat80, §33]). Let us prove the dimension iden-
tity dim(X /w) = dim(X). It suffices to treat the affine case. On the one hand, we
have dim(Spf(A4g)/w) = dim(Ap/w). On the other hand, we have dim(Spf(Ay),) =
dim(A[ew™1]) by [FK18, Ch. II, Cor. 10.1.10]. Observe that any maximal ideal of Ay
contains w by w-adic completeness, and that A is w-torsion-free by admissibility. The
desired dimension equality now follows from Lemma 4.18 below, as Ay is noetherian
and catenary. O

Lemma 4.18. Let Ay be a commutative algebra and let ww be an element of the Jacobson ideal
of Ay (i.e. it belongs to all maximal ideals).

(1) We have dim(Ag[ww~!]) < dim(A4g) — 1.

Assume moreover that Ay is w-torsion-free.
(2) If Ay is noetherian and catenary, then we have dim(Ap[ew™1]) > dim((Ag)m) — 1.
(3) We have dim(Ay/w) = dim(Ap) — 1.

“More precisely, Kerz shows that for n < 0 and any element o € K<™ ( A4y onm) = K, (Ag onm), where
X = Spf(Ao), there exists an admissble blow-up p: X’ — Spec(Ao) such that p*(a) = 0in K®" (X’ onm).
The morphism p, which is provided by Raynaud-Gruson'’s platification par éclatement [RG71, Thm. 5.2.2],
is a U-admissible blow-up in the sense of loc. cit. (for U = Spec(Ao) x e k = Spec(A)) and hence of finite
presentation [RG71, Def. 5.1.3]. Thus we are allowed to use Propositon 4.16 for the model X'. Recall that,
since X is affine, every admissible formal blow-up is algebraic[Dah24, Lem. 5.5].
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Proof. (1) This is because no maximal ideal of Ag survives in Ag[cw 1]
that @ belongs to all maximal ideals.

(2) It suffices to show that for any maximal ideal m C Ag, we have dim(A4[ew}]) >
dim((Ap)m) — 1. Observe that as Ay is w-torsion-free, w is in particular non-nilpotent.

Let p C Ap be maximal among the prime ideals contained in m but not containing
w; by abuse of notation, we denote by p the corresponding prime ideal of (A4¢)n. Such p
exists since @ is not nilpotent, and p # m because w € m by hypothesis. Then (Ag)m/p
is an integral ring of positive dimension where every non-zero prime ideal q C (Ag)m /¥
contains the image @w(# 0) of w. Since (Ap)m/p is integral, every non-zero element of
q is contained in some prime ideal of height one of (Ag)w/p by Krull’s Hauptidealsatz.
These prime ideals are all minimal prime ideals over @ by maximality of p. However,
there are only finitely many minimal prime ideals over @ by noetherianity. So q is
contained in the finite union of these prime ideals of height one of (Ap)m/p, hence g
is contained in one of them by prime avoidance lemma. This implies that ht(gq) = 1.
Therefore we obtain dim((Ag)m/p) = 1, thus by catenarity, dim((Ag)m) = ht(p) + 1 <
dim(Ao[ew™Y]) + 1.

(3) For any maximal ideal m of Ay, which always contains w by hypothesis, we have
dim((Ag)m/w) = dim((Ao)m) — 1 by Krull’s Hauptidealsatz and w-torsion-freeness.
Taking supremum over m, the left hand side becomes dim(Ay/w@), and the right hand
side becomes dim(Ag) — 1. O

, by hypothesis

4.3 Analytic K-theory

In this subsection, we want to recall the definition of analytic K-theory as a pro-object.
Afterwards, we will see that under finiteness assumptions, analytic K-theory agrees
with the A!-localisation of continuous K-theory. Consequently, we will only work with
continuous K-theory and keep the comparison in mind.

The idea of (connective) analytic K-theory is to define an analogue of topological
K-theory for rigid spaces. The new idea in [KST19a] is to view analytic K-theory as
an Al-invariant object, similarly as Weibel’s definition of homotopy invariant K-theory
KH.

Let us be more precise: Let A be a Tate ring with uniformiser 7. Then for n,j > 0
define the Tate ring

A(A™)Y = Alto, ... tn)/(to + ...+t — 7).

For every j, this yields a simplicial Tate ring A(A ;) via the standard structure maps.
Via geometric realisation of the simplicial spectrum [n] — K>1(A(A”;)) we get a con-
nected spectrum
K>1(A(Ar)) == colim K1 (A(AZ;)).
[n]eAop

The structure morphisms A(A_j+1) — A(A,;) defined by ¢; — 7t; induce an inverse
system of connected pro-spectra so that we can define the connected analytic K-theory of
A to be the pro-spectrum

K2} (4) = “lim” Ko (4(A).
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Non-connective analytic K-theory is defined by delooping connected analytic K-theory
via the analytic Bass construction (—)B [KST19a, §6.3]; for details consider Section 5.2
below.

Definition 4.19 ([KST19a, Def. 6.15]). For a Tate ring A, its non-connective analytic K-
theory is defined to be the pro-spectrum

K™(A4) = (K¥)P(A).

Before applying Bass delooping, one could do the same construction starting with
connective algebraic K-theory obtaining a connective pro-spectrum k™' (A). For any A4,
we have at least a fibre sequence

KT (A) — k™(A) = Ko(4) (4.19.1)

in Pro(Sp™) [KST19a, Proof of Lem. 6.13]. If A is regular and satisfies (1) 4, then the
canonical map K*(A) — (k™)B(A) is an equivalence [KST19a, Rem. 6.15, Lem. 6.18].
In particular, the canonical map K¥,(A) — k™(A) is an equivalence for such A. The
reason for starting with connected algebraic K-theory is that this construction has better
formal properties:

Theorem 4.20 (Kerz-Saito-Tamme). Let B = Spa(R, RT) where R is a Tate ring that
admits a noetherian and finite-dimensional ring of definition. Then the presheaf

K™ : Adici P, Pro(Sp*), Spa(A, AT) — K™ (A)

is an Al-invariant sheaf for the analytic topology. In particular, it extends to a sheaf on the
category Adic'f!.
Proof. By [KST23, Thm. 4.1], it is a sheaf. By [KST23, Cor. 2.7], it is pro-homotopy

invariant, hence A'-invariant by Lemma 3.3. O

The next proposition shows that homotopy invariant continuous K-theory is equiv-
alent to analytic K-theory for certain adic spaces. Note that if B = Spa(R, R") with
(R, R*) as above, then for any X € Adic} and any open affinoid U = Spa(4, AT) C X,
the Tate ring A admits a finite-dimensional, noetherian ring of definition.
Proposition 4.21 (A'-localisation). Let A be a Tate ring of topologically finite type over k or
a Tate ring that admits a noetherian and finite-dimensional ring of definition. Then there exists
a canonical weak equivalence

(L KM)(A) ~ K™ (A).

Proof. We have the following chain of equivalences:

(Lyr KOM)(A) ~ COlAin’pl Kent(AT™) [DY24, Lem. 3.6]

neA°

~ colim “lim” K*"(A(A";)) (sheaf condition)
neAor )

~ W] : cont n.

~ “tim” colim K<™ (A(AT) *

~ “lim” K©"(A(A,;)) (definition)

j
~ K(A) [KST23, Cor. 2.9]
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Note that the cited result for the last equivalence assumes that A admits a noetherian
and finite-dimensional ring of definition. This assumption is not necessary any more
if A is of topologically finite type over k, thanks to pro-cdh-descent for arbitrary qcqs
schemes [ KST26, Thm. A] and generalised Weibel vanishing Proposition 4.17. For the
equivalence (&) we use that the geometric realisation commutes with the pro-limit
[KST23, Lem. 2.8] since the spectra in question are uniformly bounded below accord-
ing to Proposition 4.17, by our assumption on A. O

Definition 4.22. We define continuous homotopy K-theory to be the Al-localisation of
continuous K-theory, i.e. KH®™ := L, K" € PShA’ (Rig, Pro(Sp™)).

Lemma 4.23 (Nisnevich descent for KH®™). Let B = Spa(k, k°) for a nonarchimedean
field k, or B = Spa(R, R") with R being a Tate ring that admits a noetherian and finite-
dimensional ring of definition. Then the presheaf

KH™ . Adic!™P — Pro(Sp*), Spa(4, A) — KHO™(A)

is a Nisnevich sheaf on quasi-separated spaces of finite dimension (e.g. qcqs spaces). In partic-
ular, K*" is a Nisnevich sheaf.

Proof. For any elementary Nisnevich square ([]), the square K« ((L))(A”;)) is carte-
sian by Theorem 4.14, since the square ([J)(A”;), being the base change of an elemen-
tary Nisnevich square, is still an elementary Nisnevich square.'

For X € Adicl{, we have the following chain of equivalences in Pro®”(Sp™):

KH®O™(X) ~ ColAing KOM(X x AM™™) [DY24, Lem. 3.6]
neA°
o~ COlAin’pl “Um” KOM(X (A7) (analytic descent for K«™)
neA° J
~ “lim” COlAiIIpl KOM(X(A™)) if X is qcgs, by ()
7 neA°

For the equivalence (&) we use that the geometric realisation commutes with the pro-
limit [KST23, Lem. 2.8] since the spectra in question are uniformly bounded below by
Weibel vanishing (Proposition 4.17). Since Pro®(Sp™) is stable by Lemma 3.2, carte-
sian squares commute with colimits, hence any elementary Nisnevich square ([J) of
qcgs objects becomes cartesian after applying KH®™(—). Such squares generate the
Nisnevich topology [And23, Korollar A.28] for qcqs spaces. Therefore, KH®™ is a
Nisnevich sheaf on qcgs spaces.

For any quasi-separated X € Adict}, one can write it as a filtered union of geqs
opens X = colim;c; U; (so the index set [ is filterd). If dim(X) < oo, then dim(U;) are

It is clear that étaleness is preserved, and the property of being degree one over the non-isomophic
locus is also preserved by [ And23, Lemma A.19].
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all bounded by dim(X). We have equivalences in Pro“(Sp™):
KH"(X) ~ “lim” colAirr}} KX (A7) (see above)
7 neA°

~ “lim” colim lim K®"(U;
j nEAoP jcop
U,

(A)) (analytic descent for K)
~ 41 18 : cont . n.
~ “lim” lim colim K™ (Us{A7,)) (%)
~ 1 73 el : cont . n.
= e BTG AL )
~ lim KH®™(U;) (see above).
ielop
The equivalence (&) is again an application of [KST23, Lem. 2.8]; here we use that I°P
is cofiltered and that K«™(U;(A”;)) are uniformly bounded below (Proposition 4.17).
O

4.4 A'-invariance for local Tate pairs

The assumption (#)7' on the base ring R in the Representability Theorem 5.1 that we
shall prove could be dropped if the following holds true.

Conjecture 4.24. Let X be a regular analytic adic space. Then the canonical map
Kcont(X) N Kcont(X % Al)
is an equivalence in Pro(Sp™).

Since K« is a sheaf with respect to the analytic topology, the question is of local
nature. Hence we may assume that X = Spa(A) = Spa(4, A") for a Tate ring A =
Aplw™!] (with integrally closed subring A™ which does not matter here). Using the
cover Ay = peR-o SPa(A(t),) = colimy ¢ Spa(A(t)) and the sheaf condition we see
that Conjecture 4.24 is equivalent to showing that the canonical map

Kcont(A) N :grg: Kcont(A<t>)

is an equivalence of pro-spectra, i.e. that continuous K-theory is pro-homotopy invari-
ant on regular Tate rings. This has been proven by Kerz-Saito-Tamme under the as-
sumption (1) 4 [KST19a, Prop. 5.14]. Providing further evidence for the conjecture, we
establish the case of local Huber pairs, without even assuming regularity.

Definition 4.25 ([Hiib24, §5]). A Huber pair (A, A") is called local, if A is a local ring
with residue field x and if AT is the preimage of a valuation ring kT C k such that

the valuation on A defined by <™ is continuous. A local Tate pair is a local Huber pair
(A, AT) such that A is a Tate ring.

Remark 4.26. Given z € X, the Huber pair (Ox ., (’)}J), equipped with the colimit
topology, is local, but not uniform. This can be modified as follows. Let (A, A})
be the Huber pair whose underling pair of rings is the same as for (Ox ,, (’)}’x), but
with a different topology: A is equipped with the I A}-adic topology for some (or
equivalently, any) ideal of definition I C Ox (U) for any open neighbourhood =z € U C
X and A, carries the induced topology.
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Theorem 4.27. Let (A, A™) be a local Tate pair with pseudo-uniformiser @ such that A" is
bounded (i.e. a ring of definition). Then the canonical map

Kcont(A) — s “lim” Kcont(A<t>)

t—wt

is an equivalence of pro-spectra.

Proof. Let k = A/m be the residue field with valuation ring k™ = A" /m C k. We may
assume that w € A™T.

For R being any of the rings in question and any functor F' (appropriatley defined),
let NF(R) := cofib(F(R) — F(RJ[t])) and NF(R) = cofib(F(R) — F(R(t))). We use
that finite limits and finite colimits in pro-categories can be computed levelwise. Hence
the desired assertion is equivalent to “lim” ;¢ NKC"‘“(A) ~ 0.

It follows from [Dah25, Thm. 21] that the induced diagram of spectra

NK(A+) —— NK(A)
NK(kt) —— NK(k)

is cartesian, hence also in Pro(Sp™). Since both k™ and & are regular coherent rings,
both horizontal maps are equivalences so that NK(A* onw) ~ 0. By Weibel’s analytic
isomorphism theorem [ Wei80, Thm. 1.3] the canonical map

NK(A" onw) — NK(AT onw)

is an equivalence. In particular, “lim” , s NK(A* on @) ~ 0in Pro(Sp™). By Lemma 4.28
below and the fibre sequence

“lim” NK(A+ OHYD) — “lm” NKCOHt(A+) — s “lm” NKCont(A)’
t—wot t—wot t—wot

we conclude the desired assertion. O

Lemma 4.28. Let R be an w-adically complete ring (for some w € R) and let X be an R-
scheme. Then the canonical map

Kcont(X) — “im” Kcont(X<t>)

t—wt
is an equivalence in Pro(Sp) where X (t) == X Xgpec(r) Spec(L(t)).
Proof. Recall that K™ (X) = “lim”,>1 K(X/w™) where X/@" = X Xgpec(r)Spec(R/@™).

The composition

CanTim? n p n 0w, 1in n
(;Cﬂ}lgl X/w"(t) — X/w" — thil)lgl X/w"(t)

given by the levelwise projections p and zero-sections ¢ is an isomorphism in the cat-
egory Ind(Schp); indeed, this morphism is levelwise given by ¢ — w"t and hence
equivalent to the identity. As always p o o = idx, we are done. ]
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5 Representability for analytic K-theory

5.1 Unstable case

In this subsection, we want to prove Theorem B. Specifically, we want to prove that
KH®"™ is representable in RigSH(B). Crucially, we will use the identification with
analytic K-theory K*" (Proposition 4.21). This identification allows us to use results of
Kerz-Saito-Tamme, which we will make apparent.

Let B = Spa(R, R") be an adic space such that R admits a noetherian ring of defini-
tion. Under the assumption (#)3}, the analytic K-theory K*": Adiclg’Op — Pro“(Sp™)
is an Al-invariant Nisnevich sheaf, see the preceding section. Since both 7>; and Q>
are right adjoint functors, the induced functor

Adiclg’op — Pro“(Sp*) —» Pro¥(Sp) =5 Pro”(Sps) o Pro“(Spc)

is again an A!-invariant Nisnevich sheaf, hence an object in RigH(B, Pro“(Spc)) which
we denote by Q>°KZj,. We would like to identify this object with more concrete objects.
Unfortunately, we only can do this under the assumption (#)3' in the beginning of
Section 4. In this case we have for any R-algebra A of topologically finite type that
[KST19a, Lem. 7.5]
0751 KM (A) ~ “lillgn” BGL(A(A),).

This equivalence enables us to identify analytic K-theory similarly as the classical iden-
tification of algebraic K-theory with Z x BGL in the Morel-Voevodsky category [ MV 99,
Prop. 3.10].

Theorem 5.1 (Representability). We assume (#)%'. Then there is a canonical equivalence
Q°KTh =~ Linot(Z x BGL)

in the category RigH(B, Pro® (Spc)). In particular, for every X € Adicy" there is a functorial
equivalence

Qm7w@g)€t(X) = Qooﬁwaazno (X) = HO7H1C0r1d“’(5pc) (LmOtX7 LmOt(Z X BGL))

in the category Cond® (Spc); here the right-hand side denotes the enriched Hom-space as a left
Cond”(Spc)-module, see Appendix B.

Proof. First, we construct a map. For every affinoid algebra A we have a map

Z(A) x BGL(A) — Q™Ks0(A) — QK% (A)

which is functorial in A, hence inducing a map Z x BGL — Q*KZ|, on the category

of presheaves on affinoid spaces. Thus we obtain an induced map Lmot(Z x BGL) —
Q°°KZ} in RigH(B).

Using the fibre sequence (4.19.1) we can separately investigate the induced maps
Lmot BGL — Q°°KZ%} on 1-connective covers and LyotZ — K" in degree zero. On
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1-connective covers, we compute for every affinoid algebra A as follows.!

(Lyr BGL)(Spa(A)) ~ Colim BGL(A(A™))
o~ Cohm Hom(cohm Spa(A(A™),), BGL)

neA°p

~ colim lim Hom(Spa(A(A™),), BGL).
o

neA°P

(%) ~ lim ~colim Hom(Spa(A(A"),), BGL)

~ lim BGL(A(A),)

~ QOOT21Kan(A),

where the equivalence (&) follows from [KST23, Lem. 2.8], and the last equivalence
is a consequence of (#)7;' as explained above the statement of the theorem. In degree
zero we have that K3"(A4) = K§™(A) = Ky(A) = Z for local rings A which shows the
tirst claim.

It remains to show that

QOO’}/WK&ZHO(X) ~ HomcondW(spC) (LmOth Lmot(Z X BGL))

For this let us note that by construction, we have that Ly, as a localisation from
Fun((Adic3")°P, Cond”(Spc)) — RigH(B, Cond”(Spc)), is equivalently given by base
change of the motivic localisation functor PSh(Adic") — RigH(B). In particular, it is
compatible with the Cond” (Spc)-module structure. Thus, we have

HOimC0nd‘“(Spc) (LmotXa Lmot(Z x BGL)) = HOJCOﬁd“’(SpC) (Xa LmOt(Z x BGL))a

where we view X as a functor in Fun(Adics", Cond® (Spc)) via the composition of the
Yoneda functor and the constant functor Spc — Cond”(Spc). Our results above to-
gether with the enriched Yoneda lemma finish the proof (cf. Lemma B.3). O

Remark 5.2 (Etale case). When R is a nonarchimedean field %, the étale analogue of
Theorem 5.1 holds and is unconditional. Indeed, the assumption (#)$' always holds
by Remark 4.1 (3), and similar arguments as above work (see [Zho25, Thm. B.3.3] for
details). Furthermore, since K" (A) ~ K*"(A) for all smooth affinoid algebras A over
k satisfying (1) [KST19a, Thm. 1.3], we obtain a representability result for the étale
sheafification of K,

Definition 5.3. For n > d > 1 € Z denote by Grassy, be the Grassmannian R-
scheme representing submodules £ C O" such that the quotient sheaf O" /€ is locally
free of rank n — d [GW10, (8.4)]. We write Grass, := colim,, Grassg, and Grass =
colim, Grassg. Denote by Grassgnn, Grass]", and Grass®" the respective analytiﬁcations

Note that Grass3, coincides with the representable functor Grass,,> 4., Tepresenting
d-dimensional subspaces of k()" on points Spa(k(z)) — S.

®Note that BGL arises from sheafifying the composition of the presheaf Ad1clft P — Spc, X —
ymg p |2 p
BGL(Ox (X)), with the inclusion Spc < Pro(Spc).
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Proposition 5.4 (Arndt, Sigloch [Sig16, Prop. 5.34]). For every n > 1, there is an equiva-
lence BGL,, ~ Grassy" in RigH(B). Consequently, there is an equivalence BGL ~ Grass™.

Remark 5.5. Let us consider the constant functor const: Spc — Cond“(Spc). This
is a map of presentable categories by Lemma 3.6. As colimits in Cond®(Spc) can be
computed pointwise, we see that const is colimit preserving. Moreover, Cond“ (Spc) is
the sheaf category associated to a Grothendieck topology. In particular, the localisation
functor PSh(ProFin®) — Cond® (Spc) is left exact. Therefore, const also preserves finite
products and in particular is symmetric monoidal. Thus, the constant functor const is
a map in CAlg(Pr™®). The analytification functor [DY24, §3.3] yields a symmetric
monoidal colimit preserving functor!”

H(B, Spc) 2% RigH(B™) 253" RigH(B™, Cond® (Spc)).

Corollary 5.6. We assume (#)%'. Then the image of connective algebraic K-theory under
the analytification functor o: H(Spec(R),Spc) — RigH(B,Cond"” (Spc)) identifies with
connective analytic K-theory.

Proof. In H(Spec(R), Spc), algebraic K-theory coincides with Liet(Z x BGL) [MV99,
Thm. 3.13]. In RigH(B,Cond“(Spc)), connective analytic K-theory coincides with
Lmot(Z x BGL) (Theorem 5.1). The identification «(Z) ~ Z is clear. The identifica-
tion o(BGL) ~ BGL follows since BGL ~ Grass on both sides by [MV99, Prop. 3.7]
and Proposition 5.4. O

5.2 Analytic Bass delooping

Nonconnective algebraic K-theory is obtained from connective algebraic K-theory by
Bass delooping within the category of spectra [1190, §6]. The construction of the de-
looping uses the cover of P! by two copies of A! whose intersection is Gy,. Such a
delooping construction can also be done globally within the category of presheaves
of spectra [Cis13, §2]. For analytic K-theory of rigid spaces, an analytic analogue of
the Bass construction is performed by Kerz-Saito-Tamme within the category of pro-
spectra and using the cover of P! by two copies of B! whose intersection we denote
by H,,. Putting 1-connective analytic K-theory into this machine, one obtains, by def-
inition, nonconnective analytic K-theory, see subsection 4.3. In this subsection, we ex-
amine such an analytic Bass delooping within the category PSh(Rig 5, Pro(Sp™)) using
the alternative cover of P! by two copies of A! whose intersection is Gy, the analyti-
fication of Spec(R][t,t1]). It turns out that the A'-delooping is equivalent to the B!-
delooping so that analytic K-theory also satisfies the Bass Fundamental Theorem for
A (Corollary 5.12). Our exposition follows closely the description of the B!-analytic
Bass delooping by Kerz-Saito-Tamme [KST19a, §4.4].

7We suspect that the functor RigH(B*) — RigH(B™, Cond®(Spc)) induced via base change with
const is equivalent to the functor const. constructed in [DY24, Rem. 3.14]. However, we did not find a
reference.
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Notation. We fix an embedding A' < P! and write P!\ A! =: {cc} and A~! := P}\ {O}
where O € Al denotes the origin. Thus G, = A! N A~! as subspaces of P!. Analo-
gously, we write B! := Spa(R(t), RT(t)) — P! and B! = Spa(R(t!), RT(t 1)), so
that B! N\B~! = Spa(R(t,t~!), RT(t,t~!)) =: Hy,. Finally, let D be a stable presentable
category; thus it carries an essentially unique structure of a module over the category
of spectra [Lurl7, 4.8.2.18].

Definition 5.7. Let E € PSh(AdicY, D) be a presheaf. We define a presheaf I'y1 E via
IyB(X) = E(X x A" Ugx) E(X x A7),
The commutativity of the square

Gy — Al

|

Al ——= 9
yields a map I'y1 E(X) — E(X x Gy,) so that we can define a presheaf A1 E via
Ap BE(X) = fib(T 41 E(X) = E(X X Gy)).

Replacing A!, A=1, and G, with B!, B~!, and Hyy,, respectively, we get the presheaves
I'g:1 £ and Ap: E as defined in the affinoid setting by Kerz-Saito-Tamme [KST19a, §4.4].

Lemma 5.8. Given a presheaf E € PSh(Adic'\, D), there are equivalences
Ay E(X) ~ Sfib(E(X x P') - E(X)) ~ A1 E(X)
which are functorial in X € Adic'¥.

Proof. We have a map of cartesian squares

BE(X) —— E(X x A!) E(X xPY) —— E(X x Al)

E(X x A7) —— Ty B(X) E(X x A7) —— E(X x Gy).

Denoting ®E(X) := fib(E(X) — E(X x P')), the fibre of the map « is the cartesian
square

DE(X) x

]

A E(X).

This shows the first asserted equivalence. The same argument with I'g1 F and Ap1 E
yields the second asserted equivalence. ]
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Definition 5.9. Let £ € PSh(Adic, D) carrying a K-module structure. We fix a map
t: S — QK(Z[t,t~1]) representing the class t € K;(Z[t,t!]). Then we get an induced
map

A B(X) =4 QB(X x Gp) -2 Ay B(X)

where the first map comes from the cup product on K-theory and the second map is
from the shifted fibre sequence defining A 1 E above.

Definition 5.10. Let E € PSh(Adic, D) carrying a K-module structure. We write
AE = Ay E ~ A E and define the analytic analytic Bass construction of E as the
colimit

EP = colim(E 25 AE A A’E 25 )

within the category PSh(Adic', D).
As a formal consequence from our construction we get the following.

Proposition 5.11. Let D € {Sp, Pro(Sp), Cond*(Sp)}. Let E € PSh(Adic'l{, D) carrying
a K-module structure and assume that the map \: E — AE is an equivalence. Then for every
n € Zand every X € Rig, we have an exact sequence

0 — Bp(X) — (X x AY) @ By (X x A7) 5 (X % G) -2 Ep1(X) — 0
in the category D . Furthermore, the map 0 is split by the map
—Ut: By q1(X) — Ep(X x Gp)
induced by the cup product with t from Definition 5.9.

Proof. We follow verbatimly the proof for the B!-Bass Fundamental Theorem [KST19a,
Prop. 4.13]. By defintion of I'y1 and since the projection X x A! — X admits a split,
we have short exact sequences

0— E (X)) — E, (X xAY®E (X xA™) —TuEL(X) —0
and by defintion of A,: we have a long exact sequence
i At En(X) — Tpi Bp(X) — En(X X G) —2 Api Ep_1(X) —> ...

Since we have assumed the map A\: £ — A,1E to be an equivalence, the boundary
morphisms 0 are surjective so that we obtain short exact sequences

0 — Ty En(X) — Ep(X X Gm) —2 A1 Eypoq (X) — 0.
Now the claim follows by splicing together these two short exact sequences. O

Corollary 5.12. For every n € Z and every X € Adic' there is an exact sequence

0 — K™(X) — KX x A @ K™(X x A™Y) -5 KX x Gp) -2 K™ (X) = 0

=n—1

of pro-abelian groups where the map O has a split.
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Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.11 since the map A: K* — AK?®" is an equiva-
lence [KST23, Cor. 2.6]. O

Corollary 5.13. There exists a P1-action on Z x BGL such that the induced P'-spectrum
KGL™ := (Z x BGL,Z x BGL, .. .) € RigSH(B)

is a commutative algebra object in RigSH(B). Furthermore, under assumption (#)% the P'-
spectrum KGL" represents (non-connective) analytic K-theory.

Proof. Classically, it is known that Z x BGL € H(B), admits a P!-action [Voe98, §6.2],
[PPRO9], [DLO'07, §3.2]. This action yields a P!-spectrum KGL := (Z x BGL,Z x
BGL, . ..) representing homotopy invariant K-theory. According to the discussion in
[DY?24, §4.4], we see that the analytification of KGL yields a P!-spectrum KGL™ inside
RigSH(B, Cond”(Sp™)). Furthermore, by Lemma 5.8 and the construction of homo-
topy invariant K-theory ring spectrum via the Bass-construction [Weil3], we see that
KGL®" represents (non-connective) analytic K-theory under assumption (#)7' using
Theorem 5.1. O

A Localisation sequences of dualisable categories

This appendix contains preliminaries on localisation sequences, and will be used in
Lemma 4.7. We wanted to apply [ And23, Lem. 2.5], but its statement is false: for ex-
ample, the condition (ii) in loc. cit. is insensitive to replacing G: D — £ by (G,0): D —
£ x &' for any &' in Prl. Besides, the notion of localisation sequences depends on the
ambient category (e.g. Prk, Pril, etc.), but this was often not spelled out clearly in
[And23]. We give a more detailed account of this below.

Recall that a localisation sequence in Pr* (resp. Prtt, Prl, Pril, Catd"@l) is a cofibre
sequence A — B — C with the functor A — B being fully faithful.

It turns out that in PrL, a localisation sequence is also a fibre sequence according

to the following criteria:

Lemma A.1. Consider the following sequence in Pr:
A5 BS (A1)

whose right adjoint is denoted by C B I AL Consider the following statements:
(i) The sequence (A.1.1) is a cofibre sequence and F is fully faithful.
(ii) The sequence (A.1.1) is a fibre sequence and G* is fully faithful.

(iii) The sequence (A.1.1) is a fibre-cofibre sequence.

(iv) The natural sequence FF® — idg — GTG gives rise to a fibre-cofibre sequence in B
when applied to any b € B.

We have the following implications:
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(1) The (iii) implies (i) and (if).
(2) If B is stable and F® preserves cofibre sequences, then (i) implies (ii), (iii) and (iv).
(3) If B is stable and G preserves fibre sequences, then (ii) implies (i), (iii) and (iv).

(4) Ifall the categories A, B and C are stable, then the (i), (ii) and (iii) are equivalent to each
other, and they imply (iv).

(5) Assume that (A.1.1) is a cofibre sequence. If F® preserves colimits, then GT preserves
colimits.

(6) Assume that A and B are stable and that (i) holds. If G¥ preserves colimits, then FF
preserves colimits.

Proof. (1) Itis clear.
(2) Given b € B, consider the cofibre sequence

FFR(b) —b— V. (A.1.2)
Apply Ff to (A.1.2), which preserves cofibre sequences, one obtains a cofibre sequence
FEFFE(b) — FE(b) — FE®).

By full faithfulness of F', we have id 4 —=s FEF, hence its cofibre FR(b’ ) ~ 0. The
cofibre sequence hypothesis says that

¢ %, er(FR),

and in particular G¥ is fully faithful (hence GG —= id¢) and GF ~ 0. One sees that
v ~ G%(c) for some ¢ € C. Apply now G to (A.1.2), one obtains a cofibre sequence

0 — G(b) — GG%(c), so that G(b) — ¢ by full faithfulness of G*. In particular, there
is a (natural) cofibre sequence

FFE(b) = b — GRG(b), (A.1.3)

which is also a fibre sequence by stability of B.

It remains to check that A ©> ker(G) is an equivalence. Since F is fully faithful, it
suffices to prove that for any b € B such that G(b) ~ 0, there exists a € A such that b ~
F(a). Ttis clear since the fibre sequence (A.1.3) becomes F F(b) — fib(b — 0) = b.

(3) Similar proof as (2).

(4) It follows formally from (2) and (3).

(5) By assumption, G¥ exhibits the fibre of a continuous morphism, hence it is also

continuous, since the inclusion Pr* ¢ @cw creates limits [ Lur(09, Proposition 5.5.3.13].
(6) The assumptions imply that (i)—(iv) hold. Assume that G preserves colimits.
Using the cofibre sequence from (iv):

FFR (b)) — b; — GEG(by)
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in B, and the property that ', G and G* all preserve colimits, one obtains a cofibre
sequence
F(colim FE(b;)) — colim b; — GEG(colim b;).

This sequence maps naturally to another cofibre sequence:
FF®(colimb;) — colim b; — GTG(colim b;).
K3 K3 (2
Since it is also a fibre sequence in B, one obtains

F(colim FE(b;)) — FF®(colimb;).

Since F is fully faithful, We conclude that colim; F%(b;) —» FF(colim; b;). O

Corollary A.2 ([And23, Lemma 2.5]). In Prk (resp. in Pril, resp. in Catl"al), consider
the following sequence

AL B Y (A2.1)
The following assertions are equivalent:
(i) The sequence (A.2.1) is a cofibre sequence and F is fully faithful.

(i) The sequence (A.2.1) is a fibre sequence and G* is fully faithful.
(iii) The sequence (A.2.1) is a fibre-cofibre sequence.

Moreover, in this case, the natural sequence FFT — idg — GEG gives rise to a fibre-cofibre
sequence in B when applied to any b € B.

Proof. According to Lemma A.1 (4), the equivalences hold in Pr* for A, B,C that are
stable. Since the inclusion Prl; C Prl creates limits [L.url7, Proposition 4.8.2.18], and
that colimits in Prl; are computed as the stabilisation of corresponding colimits in Prl,
the equivalences hold true also in Prk.

Let us then consider the case of Pril. Since the functor Prit — Prl commutes with
colimits [Efi25a, Proposition 1.7], the sequence (A.2.1) in Prit is a cofibre sequence
(resp. alocalisation sequence) in PrLl if and only if it becomes so in PrL;. Also, the fibre
of the morphism G': B — C in PrLl is the largest full stable subcategory of the fibre in
Prl such that its inclusion into B is strongly continuous. Therefore, the equivalences
hold true in Pril as per Lemma A.1 (5)—(6).

Finally, the statement for Catd"®. Given a sequence (A.2.1) with B dualisable. If
F is fully faithful (resp. G is fully faithful), then A (resp. C) is dualisable, being
retract of B in Pr}; [Efi25a, Proposition 1.16]. We know how to compute cofibre and
fibre in Catd": recall that Catd"a ¢ PrLl is a full subcategory stable under colimits
[Efi25a, Proposition 1.65], and that the kernel in Cat3"?! of a strongly continuous func-
tor G: B — C is the largest dualisable full subcategory of its kernel ker(G) in PrL; such
that the inclusion map A — B is strongly continuous [Efi25a, Proposition 1.84]. It
follows that the equivalences hold true in Catd"® by Lemma A.1 (5)—(6). O

Remark A.3. The last paragraph of the proof shows that if (A.2.1) satisfies one of the
conditions (i)-(iii) in Prit and if B is dualisable, then (A.2.1) satisfies the conditions
(i)—(iii) also in Catd"! (by the argument of retract).

46



B Enriched Yoneda

In this section, we want to recall the enriched Yoneda lemma in the case that is of
interest for us, following Hinich [Hin20]. We will give a short summary of the con-
structions.

In the following, we will fix a category C and a symmetric monoidal presentable
category £. Note that the work of Hinich works in greater generality but we restrict to
this case.

Notation B.1. We denote by Y: C°? x C — Spc the functor (z,y) — Hom(z,y). We

denote the composition of this functor with the unit Spc - £ by Y.

In [Hin20, §3.1.3] Hinich defines a category of quivers Quivi™ (&) as an co-operad'®
fibred over the co-operad of bimodules BM (the co-operad with colours {a,m,a_}).
The colours of QuivEM(&) can be described as

e Quive(€) = Quive(&)a, ~ Fun(C? x C,¢E),
e Quivy (&), ~ Fun(C, &), and
o Quive(E), ~€&.

Let us remark that since £ is symmetric monoidal, we have an equivalence cate-
gories

Quive(€) ~ Quiveos (£).

In particular, the functor Y defines an associative algebra object Y P inside Quivop (€)
via the above equivalence in the sense of [Hin20]. Thus, Y°P acts on Fun(C°P, £) from
the left.

Definition B.2 ([Hin20, §6.2.2]). We define the category of £-presheaves on C as
Pe(Y) == LMod ., (Fun(CP, £)).

There is a lot to digest in this definition of £-presheaves. But in our context we can
greatly simplify the definition.

First note Quiveop (£) ~ Quive (&)Y, where the superscript rev denotes the reversed
monoidal category in the sense of [Lurl7, Rem. 4.1.1.7] (this follows from the con-
struction [Hin20, §6.2.1]). Further, by [[in20, §4.7.3], we have that Y is the unit object
inside Quiv (&) and thus Y°P is the unit object in Quiv,(€)™Y. In particular, we obtain

LModyep (Fun(C°?, £)) ~ Fun(C°, &) (%)

under the above identifications [L.ur17, Prop. 4.2.4.9]. By design of QuivEht (£), we get
an induced right £™ action on Fun(C°P, £), which is the same as a left £-action. This
action is induced by the pointwise monoidal structure.

"8n loc. cit. Hinich uses a different notion of operads, based on strong approximations of co-operads.
We will ignore this detail as this section stays valid, having [Hin20, §2.7] in mind.
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The left £&-module structure on Fun(C°P, £) induces an enrichment as the ®-product
of £ commutes with arbitrary colimits, i.e. we obtain an internal mapping object
Hom(F,G) € & for all F,G € Fun(C°?,€). By [Hin20, §6.2.4], we obtain a map
Y’: C — LModyop (Fun(C°P, £)) with a compatible system of maps

Y(z,y) @Y'(z) = Y'(y)

for all z,y € C. Under the equivalence (&), we have Y’ ~ Y [Hin20, §4.7.4] (see
also the proof of [Hin20, 6.2.6 Cor.]). This allows us to formulate an enriched Yoneda
lemma.

Lemma B.3 (Enriched Yoneda [Hin20, §6.2.7]). Let F' € Fun(C°P, E) be an E-presheaf on
C. Then, we have an equivalence

F(z) ~ Homg (¥ (), F)

for all = € C. Moreover, the induced functor Y : C — Fun(CP, £) is fully faithful.
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