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LIFTING G-VALUED GALOIS REPRESENTATIONS WHEN ℓ 6= p

JEREMY BOOHER, SEAN COTNER, AND SHIANG TANG

Abstract. In this paper we study the universal lifting spaces of local Galois representations valued
in arbitrary reductive group schemes when ℓ 6= p. In particular, under certain technical conditions
applicable to any root datum we construct a canonical smooth component in such spaces, gener-
alizing the minimally ramified deformation condition previously studied for classical groups. Our
methods involve extending the notion of isotypic decomposition for a GLn-valued representation
to general reductive group schemes. To deal with certain scheme-theoretic issues coming from this
notion, we are led to a detailed study of certain families of disconnected reductive groups, which
we call weakly reductive group schemes. Our work can be used to produce geometric lifts for global
Galois representations, and we illustrate this for G2-valued representations.

1. Introduction

1.1. Galois Deformations. Fix a local field F with residue characteristic ℓ. Fix a prime p 6= ℓ
and a reductive group scheme G (with connected fibers) over the ring of integers O in a p-adic field.
Let k be the residue field of O and ΓF the absolute Galois group of F .

Given a G-valued representation of ΓF over k, i.e. a continuous homomorphism ρ : ΓF → G(k),
Tillouine [Til96] introduced a Galois lifting ring R�

ρ (building on work of Mazur treating the GLn

case [Maz89,Maz97]). These lifting rings and the associated formal schemes are central in many
modern developments in number theory, and it is important to:

• understand whether ρ lifts to characteristic zero; and
• understand the geometry of Spf(R�

ρ ), especially to find formally smooth components and
understand how they intersect.

(There are similar questions in the complementary situation when ℓ = p, but the analysis is quite
different and is connected with p-adic Hodge theory.) Work on these questions originally focused on
the case that G = GLn (especially GL2), but recent developments in the Langlands program have
made it increasingly important to understand general reductive groups G. For example, progress
on these questions can be used to:

• produce “nice” lifts of global mod-p representations to characteristic zero [Ram02,HR08,
Pat16,Boo19b,Tan19,FKP21,FKP22];
• investigate ℓ 6= p versions of the Breuil-Mézard conjecture [Sho18,Sho22,Sho23];
• establish potential automorphy theorems and automorphy lifting theorems over global func-
tion fields for general G [BHKT19,BFH+22].

Theorem 1.1. (see Theorems 6.1 and 6.20) Let ρ : ΓF → G(k) be a continuous homomorphism.
Suppose p is large enough for the root datum of G. Then there exists a continuous homomorphism
ρ : ΓF → G(O) lifting ρ such that CG(ρ(IF )) is O-smooth. Moreover, there is a canonical O-

formally smooth irreducible component Spf Rm.r.,�
ρ of Spf R�

ρ .

We call Rm.r.,�
ρ the minimally ramified lifting ring and the associated Galois representations

minimally ramified. The lower bound for p can be made effective; see Remark 6.21.
The existence of lifts of ρ also follows from Zp-flatness of R�

ρ , a consequence of results about

moduli of Langlands parameters in [DHKM20], [FS21], and [Zhu20] established using completely
different techniques. In [DHKM20], one ingredient in the proof of Zp-flatness is to find a finite
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extension O′ of O such that ρ lifts to ρ : ΓF → G(O′). The lifts produced in [DHKM20] have finite
image, but we do not expect the centralizers of the inertia to be O-smooth. Previous work about
the smoothness of (components of) R�

ρ has been for classical groups [CHT08,Boo19a] or about the

generic fiber [BP19,BG19].
Our initial motivation for this project was to produce characteristic zero lifts of global ρ : ΓK →

G(k) that are geometric in the sense of the Fontaine-Mazur conjecture when K is a number field,
using variations on a local-to-global lifting result going back to Ramakrishna [Ram02]. As a sample
application of Theorem 1.1, we give a lifting result for the exceptional group of type G2, making use
of [FKP21, Theorem A] (a generalization of the local-to-global lifting result) and [Lin20b, Theorem
C] (giving local lifts at p). For a representation ρ : Γ→ G(k), let ρ(g) denote the Lie algebra of Gk

with Γ acting via the composition of ρ and the adjoint action.

Corollary 1.2. Let G be the exceptional split group G2 over Z. Let p be a sufficiently large prime
and let ρ : ΓQ → G(Fp) be a continuous representation. Assume that

• ρ is odd, i.e. dimH0(ΓR, ρ(g)) = dimFlagG.
• ρ|ΓQ(ζp)

is absolutely irreducible, i.e. its image in G(k̄) is not contained in any proper

parabolic subgroup of G.

Then ρ lifts to a ρ : ΓQ → G(Zp) which is geometric in the sense of the Fontaine–Mazur conjecture.

The proof is given in Appendix C. All that is needed from Theorem 1.1 is the existence of local
lifts at places away from p, which follows as above from [DHKM20,FS21,Zhu20].

Remark 1.3. We remark that O-smoothness of the centralizer of the inertia in Theorem 1.1 is
crucial for establishing the existence of a formally smooth component of the universal lifting ring; see
Theorem 6.16. Besides producing minimally ramified lifts, our method can also produce lifts with
other inertial types and sometimes establish smoothness of the component of the deformation ring
containing the lift. We do not systematically explore this as this is not the focus of this work, but we
do build flexibility into our results in Section 6 and give a simple illustration in Example 6.10. This
is of interest when studying generalizations of the ℓ 6= p version of the Breuil-Mézard conjecture
and the irreducible components of the moduli of Langlands parameters as in [Sho18,Sho22,Sho23].

Remark 1.4. The Galois lifting space for ρ is a formal completion of the moduli spaces of
[DHKM20], [FS21, §VIII], and [Zhu20] at ρ. To make this precise, one can apply [Zhu20, Lemma
2.4.10] to the various moduli spaces of Galois representations and Weil-Deligne representations
studied and compared in [Zhu20, §3.1]. Then the main results in these papers show that the Galois
lifting spaces are flat local complete intersections, and [DHKM20, §5] provides some results on
generic smoothness.

In this language, Theorem 1.1 shows in particular that the underlying reduced subscheme of
the mod-p fiber of the moduli space of Weil-Deligne representations is smooth away from the
intersections of components for large p, and even at a point of intersection there is some smooth
component passing through this point. As our bound on p is independent of the size of the residue
field of F , it applies in situations where the mod-p fibers of the above moduli space are not reduced
(see [DHKM20, Proposition 5.20] and note that the banality of p depends on the size of the residue
field of F by [DHKM20, Lemma 5.22]). See Remark 6.23 for a slight reinterpretation of our main
result in terms of this moduli space.

Remark 1.5. In [BFH+22, Section 4.3], an automorphy lifting theorem for G-valued Galois repre-
sentations over global function fields is established, assuming that the mod-p residual automorphic
Galois representation has suitably large image and that the local deformation problems are balanced
in the sense of [BFH+22, Definition 3.4]. Section 5 of loc. cit. shows that the unrestricted local
condition at a place of ramification is balanced (and hence formally smooth) if p is larger than
an ineffective constant depending on the automorphic representation using global arguments. In
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contrast, Theorem 1.1 produces a natural balanced local deformation condition in the general case
with an effective lower bound on p depending only on the root datum of G (see Remark 6.21 for
this lower bound).

1.2. Weakly Reductive Group Schemes. To prove Theorem 1.1, we will directly adapt the
argument of [CHT08] (which dealt with G = GLn) to a general G. For clarity, we will outline
(a reinterpretation of) the argument from [CHT08] which constructs a canonical lift of ρ : ΓF →
GL(V ⊗O k) up to conjugacy, where V is a finite free O-module of rank n. Let ΛF be the maximal
prime-to-p closed subgroup of the inertia subgroup IF of ΓF .

(1) Lift ρ|ΛF
to a representation ρ0 : ΛF → GL(V ). Let V =

⊕
i Vi ⊗O Wi be the isotypic

decomposition of V .
(2) Show that if p > n, then there is a unique extension of ρ0 to a representation τ = (τi) :

IF →
∏

iGL(Vi) such that det(τi(σ)) is of finite prime-to-p order for all σ ∈ IF and all i.
(3) Choosing an identification IF /ΛF

∼= Zp and a splitting IF/ΛF → IF , show that there is a
unipotent element u0 ∈

∏
iGL(Wi ⊗O k) such that ρ(n) = un0 for all n ∈ Zp. Show that

u0 lifts uniquely up to conjugacy to a section u ∈
∏

iGL(Wi) with the same Jordan block
decomposition on both fibers, and define ρ1 : IF = ΛF ⋊ Zp → GL(V ) by

ρ1(λn) = τ(λn)un.

(4) Using the uniqueness assertions of (2) and (3), finally extend ρ1 to ρ : ΓF → GL(V ).

To adapt this argument for general G in place of GLn, one first needs to interpret the objects
appearing. For instance, in steps 2 and 3, we need analogues of

∏
iGL(Vi) and

∏
iGL(Wi). The

main observation is that when G = GL(V ), the centralizer C = CG(ΛF ) is equal to
∏

iGL(Wi),
while the double centralizer ∆ = CG(CG(ΛF )) is equal to

∏
iGL(Vi). The determinant is equal to

the abelianization morphism ∆ → ∆ab. It is also necessary to understand the center Z(∆) (the
analogue of the group of scalar matrices). We must, therefore, understand representability and
smoothness properties of the O-group schemes C, ∆, ∆ab, and Z(∆).

Remark 1.6. In step 3, it is also necessary to find a suitable meaning of “the same Jordan block
decomposition on both fibers” for a unipotent section of a general G, and to show a suitable
conjugacy result for these. This has been handled in [Cot22a]; see also [Har18] for similar results.

Unlike the case G = GLn, it is not evident that ∆ is smooth (or even representable), and it is
usually not true that C and ∆ are reductive group schemes; they often have disconnected fibers.
This causes serious difficulties when working integrally, and the theory developed in [SGA3] is not
sufficient to handle this situation. These difficulties are well-known to experts, and we describe
some pathologies in Examples 2.16, 2.20, and 2.28.

In order to handle the families of disconnected reductive groups that are relevant to us, we
introduce the notion of weak reductivity. Recall [Con14, Proposition 3.1.3] that if S is a scheme and
G is a smooth affine S-group scheme with (possibly disconnected) reductive fibers, then the relative
identity component G0 is a reductive group scheme, and G/G0 is an étale separated S-group scheme
of finite presentation.

Definition 1.7. Over a scheme S, a weakly reductive group scheme is a smooth affine S-group
scheme G such that G0 is reductive and the component group G/G0 is finite étale over S with order
invertible on S.

Theorem 1.8. (Corollary 3.5, Corollary 3.7, Proposition 2.19, Proposition 2.27) Let S be a scheme
and let G be a weakly reductive S-group scheme.
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(1) If Λ is a finite étale group scheme acting on G whose order is invertible on S, then the
fixed point scheme C = CG(Λ) is weakly reductive. If char k(s) is pretty good1 for Gs for all
s ∈ S, then the centralizer ∆ = CG(C) is weakly reductive.

(2) If H is a simple reductive group scheme acting on G and (dimG/ rankH)! is invertible on
S, then the fixed point scheme CG(H) is weakly reductive.

(3) The center Z(G) is a group scheme of multiplicative type, and it is smooth if Z(G0) is
smooth.

(4) The derived group D(G) (in the sense of fppf group sheaves) is represented by a weakly
reductive S-group scheme, and the abelianization Gab = G/D(G) of G is a smooth group
scheme of multiplicative type.

The main new input in the proof of Theorem 1.8 is an analysis of schemes of homomorphisms
between weakly reductive group schemes. If S is a scheme and G and H are S-group schemes, we
let HomS-gp(H,G) denote the functor which sends an S-scheme S′ to the set of S′-homomorphism
HS′ → GS′ . In [SGA3, Exp. XXIV, Corollaire 7.2.3], it is proved that if H is a reductive S-group
scheme and G is a smooth affine S-group scheme, then HomS-gp(H,G) is representable by a sepa-
rated S-scheme locally of finite presentation. Usually HomS-gp(H,G) is usually not quasi-compact
or flat over S (see Example 2.4). However, we will show in Theorem 2.2 that HomS-gp(H,G) is
always a disjoint union of finitely presented S-affine S-schemes. Proving this involves revisiting the
proof of representability of HomS-gp(H,G) in [SGA3], using ind-quasi-affine descent and affineness
results for schemes of tori in [Ray70]. Over a field, this affineness result was proved in [Bri21, The-
orem 6.3], and in general it strengthens affineness results from [Rom22, Theorem 3.1.4].

Let us give a sense of some key steps in the proof of Theorem 1.8, starting with part (2).

(1) Use known cohomology vanishing results (Theorem 3.4) to see that CG(H) is smooth affine,
and use classical arguments over a field to show that CG(H)/CG(H)0 is of order invertible
on S.

(2) Reduce to the case S = SpecA for a DVR A, and use Matsushima’s theorem (Theorem 2.1)
to reduce to showing that the quotient G/CG(H) is affine.

(3) Show that the natural monomorphism i : G/CG(H) → HomS-gp(H,G), given as the orbit
map through the inclusion H → G, is a closed embedding, and conclude using the above
geometric property of HomS-gp(H,G).

The proof of Theorem 1.8(1) is similar, but when H = CG(Λ) we cannot show that i is a closed
embedding, so our argument is slightly longer.

To prove Theorem 1.8(3), we first show that the automorphism functor AutG/S is representable

by a smooth clopen subscheme AutG/S of HomS-gp(G,G). Since Z(G) is the kernel of the natural
S-homomorphism ϕ : G → AutG/S , this reduces us to understanding AutG/S and ϕ. We prove
Theorem 1.8(4) through a somewhat complicated reduction to the separate cases of reductive group
schemes and finite etale group schemes, both of which are understood.

Remark 1.9. Appendix B provides a curious consequence of Theorem 1.8 to the sizes of component
groups of centralizers over fields. It illustrates the power of working with group schemes over rings,
even when interested in questions over fields.

1.3. Notation and Terminology. Given a group scheme H defined over a ring R and an R-
algebra A, we write HA for the base change of H to A, and write H(A) for the A-points of H.

If S is a scheme and H is an S-group scheme acting on another S-group scheme G, then we
denote by CG(H) the functor of fixed points for the action of H on G. If H is an S-subgroup
scheme of G then we denote by NG(H) the functor of sections of G normalizing H. Note that if
H is an S-subgroup scheme of G then CG(H) is the centralizer of H in G. For representability

1See Definition 1.11.



LIFTING G-VALUED GALOIS REPRESENTATIONS WHEN ℓ 6= p 5

results, see [SGA3, Exp. XII, Proposition 9.2] and [Con14, Proposition 2.1.6]; when these functors
are representable we will use the same notation to denote their representing objects.

We follow the convention in [SGA3] and require that reductive group schemes have connected
fibers. In Section 2 we introduce the notion of weakly reductive group schemes which allows dis-
connected fibers under some hypotheses. However, when working over a field we do allow reductive
groups to be disconnected, following general practice. We will require all groups of multiplicative
type to be finitely presented, unlike the definition in [SGA3, Exp. IX].

Throughout we will use the notion of a decomposition type (C,∆) for a reductive group which
is defined in Definition 4.1. The notions of a prime being good for a decomposition type and the
decomposition type being adapted to a finite group are Definitions 4.6 and 4.2.

For a local field F , we use ΓF to denote the absolute Galois group of F , IF to denote the inertia
subgroup of ΓF , and ΛF ⊂ IF to be the kernel of a homomorphism IF → Zp as in Section 5.1.

We also recall the definition of a good and pretty good primes for a root datum (X,Φ, Y,Φ∨).

Definition 1.10. A prime p is good if for every closed subsystem Σ ⊂ Φ, ZΦ/ZΣ is p-torsion free.

Definition 1.11. We say that p is pretty good if the groups X/ZΦ′ and Y/ZΦ′∨ have no p-torsion
for all subsets Φ′ ⊂ Φ.

A prime is good (resp. pretty good) for a weakly reductive group G if it is good (resp. pretty
good) for the root datum associated to G0. By convention, we also say that 0 is good (and pretty
good).

Remark 1.12. By [Cot22a, Lemma 2.2], a prime p is pretty good for a connected reductive group
G over a field of characteristic p if and only if all of the following conditions hold:

(1) p is good for G,
(2) p does not divide the order of π1(D(G)),
(3) Z(G) is smooth.

1.4. Acknowledgments. Booher was partially supported by the Marsden Fund Council adminis-
tered by the Royal Society of New Zealand. We thank Patrick Allen, Brian Conrad, Pol van Hoften,
Mikko Korhonen, Daniel Le, Martin Liebeck, Ben Martin, Gil Moss, Stefan Patrikis, Jeroen Schille-
waert, Jay Taylor, and Felipe Voloch for helpful conversations.

2. Weakly reductive group schemes

In this section we study weakly reductive group schemes. Weak reductivity is slightly more
stringent than the condition of geometric reductivity, as introduced in [Alp14, Definition 9.1.1]. We
will not recall the definition in general, but we quote the following theorem, which will be used
several times in the sequel, especially in Section 3.

Theorem 2.1. [Alp14, Theorems 9.4.1, 9.7.6] Let S be a scheme, and let H ⊂ G be flat, finitely
presented, and separated S-group schemes, with H closed in G.

(1) If G is smooth and affine, then it is geometrically reductive if and only if G0 is reductive
and G/G0 is finite.

(2) If G is affine and geometrically reductive, then H is geometrically reductive if and only if
G/H is affine.

In light of Theorem 2.1, a weakly reductive group scheme is just a geometrically reductive smooth
affine group scheme with tame component group in the sense of [AOV08]. We will extend some
fundamental constructions for reductive group schemes to weakly reductive group schemes. These
extensions do not generally work for more general geometrically reductive smooth affine group
schemes (see Examples 2.16, 2.20, and 2.28). We note also that smooth affine linearly reductive
group schemes are always weakly reductive in our sense, and in fact any linearly reductive group
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scheme is an extension of a weakly reductive group scheme by a multiplicative type group scheme
(see [AHR21]).

We work throughout with arbitrary base schemes, but many proofs begin by reducing to simpler
cases. For the most part, we do not spell out these reductions in detail, and we refer the reader
to [EGA, IV3, Sections 8, 9, 11] for the techniques involved in such reduction steps.

2.1. Schemes of homomorphism. Let S be a scheme. If G and H are S-group schemes, then
we define the set-valued functor HomS-gp(H,G) on S-schemes by

HomS-gp(H,G)(S
′) := HomS′-gp(HS′ , GS′).

The goal of this section is to study this functor. The first aim is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let S be a scheme, let G be a smooth affine S-group scheme, and let H be a
geometrically reductive smooth affine S-group scheme. The functor HomS-gp(H,G) is representable
by an ind-quasi-affine S-scheme locally of finite presentation. Moreover, suppose S is normal,
quasi-compact, and quasi-separated, and H0 admits a maximal S-torus. Then HomS-gp(H,G) is
representable by a disjoint union of finitely presented S-affine S-schemes.

It is not clear a priori that HomS-gp(H,G) is even representable; for this, we begin with the
following fundamental result of Demazure.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that H is a reductive S-group scheme and that G is smooth and quasi-
projective over S with affine fibers. Then HomS-gp(H,G) is representable by a separated S-scheme
locally of finite presentation.

Proof. This is [SGA3, Exp. XXIV, Corollaire 7.2.3]. �

Example 2.4. [SGA3, Exp. XXIV, 7.4] The scheme HomZ-gp(SL2,Z,SL2,Z) is the disjoint union
of the following Z-schemes:

(1) a scheme isomorphic to SpecZ (corresponding to the trivial homomorphism SL2,Z → SL2,Z),
(2) a scheme isomorphic to PGL2,Z (corresponding to conjugates of the identity homomorphism

SL2,Z → SL2,Z),
(3) for each prime number p and each positive integer n, a scheme isomorphic to PGL2,Fp

(corresponding to conjugates of the pn-Frobenius morphism SL2,Fp → SL2,Fp).

In particular, HomZ-gp(SL2,Z,SL2,Z) is neither flat nor quasi-compact.

To prove Theorem 2.2, we will use étale descent to pass further to the case that H/H0 is
constant and then realize HomS-gp(H,G) as a closed subscheme of HomS-gp(H

0, G)×Gn for some
n. However, in order to make the descent argument one needs to know effectivity of étale descent
for closed subschemes of HomS-gp(H

0, G)×Gn. Since HomS-gp(H
0, G) is usually not quasi-compact

over S, this descent argument is not trivial. Thus before showing representability we will show that
HomS-gp(H

0, G) is ind-quasi-affine over S [Sta21, Tag 0AP6] in order to apply effectivity of fpqc
descent for ind-quasi-affine morphisms [Sta21, Tag 0APK]. We begin with a more detailed study
of HomS-gp(H,G) in the case that H is reductive.

Lemma 2.5. Let X be a locally noetherian scheme, and let π : Y → X be a finite surjective
morphism, where Y is a disjoint union of affine schemes. Then X is ind-quasi-affine. If π is open
(e.g., flat), then X is a disjoint union of affine schemes.

Proof. Let U ⊂ X be a quasi-compact open subscheme; to show that X is ind-quasi-affine, we
must show that U is quasi-affine. Note that π−1(U) ⊂ Y is quasi-compact, so it is contained in
an affine clopen subscheme V ⊂ Y by assumption. By Chevalley’s theorem that affineness can be
checked after passing to a finite cover [EGA, II, Théorème 6.7.1], the closed subset π(V ) ⊂ X is
affine (when considered with its reduced subscheme structure). The schematic closure U of U in X

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AP6
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0APK
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is a closed subset of π(V ), so U red is affine. Thus by Chevalley’s theorem again, U is affine. Since
U is open in U , it follows that U is quasi-affine.

If π is open, then the closed subset π(V ) ⊂ X is also open, so it is affine when considered with
the structure of an open subscheme of X. �

Lemma 2.6. In the setting of Theorem 2.2, suppose that H is a torus. Then HomS-gp(H,G) is
representable by a smooth ind-quasi-affine S-scheme. If S is normal, quasi-compact, and quasi-
separated, then HomS-gp(H,G) is representable by a disjoint union of smooth affine S-schemes.

Proof. First, smoothness of HomS-gp(H,G) is proved in [SGA3, Exp. XI, Corollaire 4.2]. If S is
normal and locally noetherian, then the result follows from [Ray70, Théorème IX 2.6]. For the
remainder, we therefore assume that S is quasi-compact and quasi-separated. By spreading out
(using [TT90, Theorem C.9]), we may assume that S is of finite type over SpecZ. In particular, the
normalization S′ → S is finite. Now HomS′-gp(HS′ , GS′) is a disjoint union of affine S-schemes and
the morphism HomS′-gp(HS′ , GS′)→ HomS-gp(H,G) is finite and surjective, so ind-quasi-affineness
of HomS-gp(H,G) follows from Lemma 2.5. �

Lemma 2.7. In the setting of Theorem 2.2, assume that H is reductive. Then HomS-gp(H,G) is
representable by an ind-quasi-affine S-scheme. If S is normal, quasi-compact, and quasi-separated,
and H admits a maximal S-torus, then HomS-gp(H,G) is representable by a disjoint union of finitely
presented affine S-schemes.

Proof. To show ind-quasi-affineness, we may work locally on S and spread out to assume that S is
affine, noetherian, and excellent. (For the second claim, we may use [TT90, Theorem C.9] to make
the same reduction.) Using Lemma 2.5, we may also pass from S to its normalization to assume
that S is normal. Passing to a further étale cover, we may and do assume that H admits a maximal
S-torus. By [SGA3, Exp. XXIV, Corollaire 7.1.9], the natural restriction map

HomS-gp(H,G)→ HomS-gp(T,G)

is finitely presented and affine, so the result follows from Lemma 2.6. (Note that a smooth affine
S-scheme is automatically finitely presented.) �

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Recall that H is now assumed to be a geometrically reductive smooth affine
S-group scheme. In particular, H0 is a reductive group scheme and H/H0 is finite by Theorem 2.1
(and similarly for G). There are two issues: first, we need to show that HomS-gp(H,G) is repre-
sentable, and then we need to show that if S is normal, quasi-compact, and quasi-separated, and H
admits a maximal S-torus, then HomS-gp(H,G) is a disjoint union of finitely presented S-affine S-
schemes (at which point ind-quasi-affineness in general follows from Lemma 2.5). For both points,
by working locally and spreading out we may assume that S is noetherian and connected.

To prove representability, first assume that H/H0 is constant and that the natural map H(S)→
(H/H0)(S) is surjective. Let h1, . . . , hn ∈ H(S) be a system of representatives for (H/H0)(S). We
may and do assume h1 = 1. There is then a natural morphism of functors

β : HomS-gp(H,G)→ HomS-gp(H
0, G)×Gn,

given by f 7→ (f |H0 , f(h1), . . . , f(hn)). We claim that β is a closed embedding. To this end, we
need to understand when a tuple (f0, g1, . . . , gn) in HomS-gp(H

0, G)(S′)×G(S′)n lies in the image
of β.

For indices i, j, let hihj = hδ(i,j)hi,j, where 1 ≤ δ(i, j) ≤ n and hi,j ∈ H0(S). In any case,
there is a unique morphism of S-schemes f : H → G with f |H0 = f0 and f(hi) = gi for all i:
for this, note that for any S-scheme S′ and any h ∈ H(S′), there is a unique open decomposition
S′ =

⊔n
i=1 S

′
i such that h|S′

i
= hih

′
i for some h′i ∈ H

0(S′
i). Thus f is defined uniquely by requiring
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f(hih
′) = gif0(h

′) for every S-scheme S′ and every h′ ∈ H0(S′). Now (f0, g1, . . . , gn) lies in the
image of β if and only if the above-defined f is a homomorphism.

Unraveling, we find that f is a homomorphism if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) g1 = 1,
(2) g−1

i f0(h)gi = f0(h
−1
i hhi) for all i,

(3) gigj = gδ(i,j)f0(hi,j).

So indeed β is a finitely presented closed embedding, whence HomS-gp(H,G) is representable, and
in fact it is ind-quasi-affine over S by Lemma 2.7. Moreover, if S is normal then this shows that
HomS-gp(H,G) is a disjoint union of finitely presented S-affine S-schemes.

Now pass to the general case, i.e., no longer assume that H/H0 is constant and that H(S) →
(H/H0)(S) is surjective. In any case, there is a finite étale cover S′ → S such that HS′/H0

S′ is con-
stant and H(S′)→ (H/H0)(S′) is surjective (e.g., take S′ to be a Galois closure of the finite étale
H/H0), and so HomS′-gp(HS′ , GS′) is ind-quasi-affine over S′ by the above. Thus by effectivity of
fpqc descent for ind-quasi-affine morphisms [Sta21, Tag 0APK], we see that HomS-gp(H,G) is rep-
resentable and locally of finite presentation. Now that we have representability, we may assume that
S is normal, quasi-compact, and quasi-separated. As we have already seen, HomS′-gp(HS′ , GS′) is
representable by a disjoint union of finitely presented S′-affine S′-schemes, so because the morphism
HomS′-gp(HS′ , GS′)→ HomS-gp(H,G) is finite étale, the result follows from Lemma 2.5. �

Example 2.8. The schemes in Theorem 2.2 are usually not quasi-compact or flat, and they can
fail to have smooth fibers. We saw examples of the first two phenomena in Example 2.4. For an
example in which smoothness fails, let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0, and
consider the component C of Homk-gp(SL2,GLp+1) containing the representation Symp V , where
V is the standard representation of SL2. This representation is not semisimple: in the notation
of [Jan03, II, Chapter 2], it has Jordan–Hölder factors L(p) and L(p−2). In fact, one can check that
C consists of three orbits for the GLp+1-action: the orbit of Symp V , the orbit of L(p)⊕ L(p− 2),
and the orbit of (Symp V )∗. The first and last of these orbits are smooth and open, and their
closures intersect in the second orbit.

Even worse, components of Homk-gp(SLn,GLN ) can have infinitely many orbits for large n and
N ; one can deduce this using [SX10, Theorem 5.2]. Consequently, it can be difficult to predict the
dimensions of components of Homk-gp(H,G).

Question 2.9. (1) If k is a field of characteristic p > 0 and H and G are reductive, can
Homk-gp(H,G) be non-reduced? This cannot occur if p > dimG/ rankH, essentially by
Theorem 3.4.

(2) More generally, if H and G are reductive group schemes over Z, can HomZ-gp(H,G) be
non-reduced?

(3) If A is a DVR and H and G are reductive, can HomA-gp(H,G) have a non-flat component
with an integral point? Again, this cannot happen if p is “large”.

The geometry of Hom-schemes can be related to the theory of complete reducibility as in
[BMR05]. Recall that if k is a field, G is a reductive k-group, and H ⊂ G is a closed k-subgroup
scheme, then H is G-completely reducible (or G-cr) if, for any R-parabolic k-subgroup P ⊂ Gk
such that Hk ⊂ P , there exists an R-Levi L ⊂ P such that Hk ⊂ L. (The notions of R-parabolic
and R-Levi subgroup are defined in [BMR05, Section 6]; they coincide with the usual notions of
parabolic and Levi if G is connected.)

By [BMR05, Proposition 2.16, Theorem 3.1, Section 6], if H is topologically generated by
x1, . . . , xn ∈ H(k) (in the sense that the subgroup of H(k) generated by x1, . . . , xn is Zariski-
dense in H), then H is G-cr if and only if the G-orbit of the n-tuple (x1, . . . , xn) is closed in Gn.
Moreover, [Ser03, Property 4] shows that if H is smooth and G-cr then H0 is reductive. With these
two facts in mind, the following lemma relates G-complete reducibility to orbits in Hom-schemes.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0APK
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Lemma 2.10. Let k be a field and let G and H be (possibly disconnected) reductive k-groups. If
H is topologically generated by x1, . . . , xn ∈ H(k), then the k-morphism ι : Homk-gp(H,G) → Gn

sending f to (f(x1), . . . , f(xn)) is monic and satisfies the valuative criterion of properness. In
particular, ι is a closed embedding when restricted to any connected component of Homk-gp(H,G).

Proof. It is clear that ι is monic, and the final claim follows from the others by [EGA, IV3, Propo-
sition 8.11.5] and Theorem 2.2, which shows that every connected component of Homk-gp(H,G)
is of finite type over k. We now verify that ι satisfies the valuative criterion of properness. Let
A be a k-algebra which is a DVR with fraction field K, and let (g1, . . . , gn) ∈ G(A)n be such
that there exists a K-homomorphism f1 : HK → GK satisfying f1(xi) = gi for all i. Let now
Γ ⊂ H ×SpecA G be the schematic closure of the graph of f1, so that Γ is a flat closed A-subgroup
scheme of H ×SpecA G whose projection map π1 to H is an isomorphism on generic fibers over
A. Moreover, since (xi, gi) ∈ H(A) × G(A) for all i, it follows that (xi, gi) ∈ Γ(A) and thus
π1,s : Γs → Hs is surjective. Since Hs is smooth, we see that π1,s is flat, and by fibral flatness
it follows that π1 is flat. Since (ker π1)K = {1}, it follows from flatness that ker π1 = {1}. Thus
π1,s is a closed embedding, and since π1,s is surjective and Hs is smooth, it follows that π1,s is
an isomorphism. By the fibral isomorphism criterion, π1 is therefore an isomorphism and it is the
graph of an A-homomorphism f : H → G whose generic fiber is f1. This verifies the valuative
criterion. �

Lemma 2.11. Let k be a field and let G and H be reductive k-groups. If f : H → G is a k-
homomorphism, then f(H) ⊂ G is G-cr if and only if the G-orbit through f in Homk-gp(H,G) is
closed.

Proof. We may and do pass to a (possibly transcendental) field extension of k to assume that
there exist x1, . . . , xn ∈ H(k) which topologically generate H. If f(H) is G-cr, then by [BMR05,
Proposition 2.16, Theorem 3.1] the G-orbit of (f(x1), . . . , f(xn)) in Gn is closed. Thus the G-
orbit of f is closed in Homk-gp(H,G) since this orbit is simply the preimage of the G-orbit of
(f(x1), . . . , f(xn)) under the map ι of Lemma 2.10. Conversely, if the G-orbit of f is closed, then
ι(G · f) is closed in Gn by Lemma 2.10, and we conclude with the fact that ι(G · f) is simply the
G-orbit of (f(x1), . . . , f(xn)). �

Remark 2.12. Using [Mar03, Proposition 3.2, Theorem 10.3] and Lemma 2.11, one can show
that every component of Homk-gp(H,G) contains only finitely many closed G-orbits. Consequently,
[Ser05, Théorème 4.4] shows that if G is simple and p > 1 + rankG, then Homk-gp(H,G)red is a
disjoint union of G-orbits. For classical groups G, Homk-gp(H,G) is reduced under these conditions,
but we do not know what happens if G is exceptional.

2.2. Automorphism schemes. Next, if G is an S-group scheme we define the set-valued functor
AutG/S by

AutG/S(S
′) = {f ∈ HomS-gp(G,G) : f is an isomorphism}.

The following two lemmas are the crucial inputs needed to analyze this functor.

Lemma 2.13. Let G be a finitely presented S-group scheme. If f : G→ G is an S-homomorphism,
then f is an isomorphism if and only if ker fs = {1} for all s ∈ S.

Proof. If f is an isomorphism, then certainly ker f = {1}. If ker fs = {1} for all s ∈ S, then
ker f = {1}: indeed, the identity section e : S → ker f is a morphism of S-schemes which is
an isomorphism on fibers over S, so because S is S-flat it follows from the fibral isomorphism
criterion [EGA, IV4, Corollaire 17.9.5] that e is an isomorphism, i.e., ker f = {1}. Thus f is monic,
and it follows from the Ax–Grothendieck theorem [EGA, IV4, Proposition 17.9.6] that f is an
isomorphism. �
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Lemma 2.14. Let A be a DVR, and let G and H be geometrically reductive smooth affine A-group
schemes. If f : G→ H is an A-homomorphism, then the following are equivalent.

(1) fs is an isomorphism,
(2) fη is an isomorphism,
(3) f is an isomorphism.

Proof. Clearly (3) implies (1) and (2). Conversely, if fs and fη are both isomorphisms, then f is
an isomorphism by the fibral isomorphism criterion [EGA, IV4, Corollaire 17.9.5]. Thus it suffices
to show that (1) and (2) are equivalent. We may and do further assume that A is complete with
algebraically closed residue field.

First, suppose that G (and hence also H under either (1) or (2), due to finiteness of H/H0)
has connected fibers. Assume fs is an isomorphism. By the fibral isomorphism criterion, fA/mn

is an isomorphism for all n ≥ 1. By the local flatness criterion [Mat89, Theorem 22.3], f is flat.
In fact, f is étale near 1 because the étale locus is open, and since it is a homomorphism with G
fppf over A, it follows that f is étale. In particular, ker f is étale. One can check that an étale
normal subgroup scheme of a connected group scheme over a field is automatically central, so ker fη
is central and thus ker f is contained in Z(G). But Z(G) is of multiplicative type and ker f is a
flat closed A-subgroup scheme of Z(G), so it is also of multiplicative type by [Con14, Corollary
B.3.3]. Since ker fs = {1}, we conclude that ker fη = {1} and hence fη is a closed embedding
by [SGA3, Exp. VIB, Corollaire 1.4.2]. For dimension reasons, fη is dominant, so it is surjective
by [SGA3, Exp. VIB, Proposition 1.2], and hence it is an isomorphism since Hη is smooth.

Conversely, suppose that fη is an isomorphism. If g ∈ G(k(s)) is a nontrivial semisimple element,
then there is a maximal k(s)-torus T0 ⊂ Gs such that g ∈ T0(k(s)). By [SGA3, Exp. IX, Théorème
3.6], since A is complete we may find a maximal A-torus T ⊂ G with special fiber T0. Since
ker f |Tη = {1}, it follows from [SGA3, Exp. IX, Théorème 6.8] that ker f |T = {1}, so in particular

g 6∈ (ker f)(k(s)). Note that (ker fs)
0
red is a smooth connected closed normal subgroup of Gs, so it is

reductive, and thus its semisimple locus is dense. But the above argument show that its semisimple
locus is {1}, so in fact (ker fs)

0
red = {1}, whence ker fs is finite. Thus for dimension reasons, fs is

dominant, and since G is smooth we find that fs is flat: this follows from generic flatness and a
simple translation argument. By the fibral flatness criterion [EGA, IV3, Théorème 11.3.10], f is
flat, and so ker f is flat. Since ker fη = {1}, it follows that ker f = {1}: as a flat closed subscheme
of G, ker f is the closure of its generic fiber. So fs is a surjective closed embedding, hence an
isomorphism.

Now consider the general case, namely that G/G0 is finite. Suppose that either fs or fη is an
isomorphism. By the reductive case settled above, we find that f |G0 : G0 → H0 is an isomorphism.
Moreover, the homomorphism G/G0 → H/H0 between constant groups is an isomorphism, since
this can be checked on either the special or generic fiber. Thus a diagram chase shows that f is an
isomorphism. �

Theorem 2.15. Let S be a scheme and let G be a geometrically reductive smooth affine S-
group scheme. The functor AutG/S is representable by an open and closed subscheme AutG/S

of HomS-gp(G,G).

Proof. By spreading out, we may and do assume that S is noetherian, so that H := HomS-gp(G,G)
is locally noetherian by Lemma 2.3. Note that there is a universal S-homomorphism

f : G×S H → G×S H

whose fiber over a given section of H is the corresponding endomorphism of G. By Lemmas 2.13
and 2.14, since H is locally noetherian the locus U of u ∈ H such that ker fu = {1} is open
and closed, and fU : G ×S U → G ×S U is an isomorphism. It follows from this reasoning that U
represents AutG/S . �
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To use Theorem 2.15, it will be necessary to establish some more properties of the Aut-scheme. If
G is a weakly reductive group scheme over a scheme S, then we will see in Lemma 2.18 that AutG/S

is always smooth. However, the following example shows that AutG/k may fail to be smooth if k is
a field of characteristic p > 0 and G is a reductive k-group with component group of order divisible
by p.

Example 2.16. Let G = Gm × Z/pZ over a field k of characteristic p > 0. If S is a k-scheme,

then S-automorphisms of GS correspond to pairs (φ0, g), where φ0 : Gm,S → Gm,S is an S-
automorphism and g ∈ G(S) is a section of order p such that for all s ∈ S, gs does not lie in
G0(k(s)); the correspondence is given by sending an S-automorphism φ of GS to (φ|G0

S
, φ(x)),

where x = (1, 1) ∈ Gm(S) × Z/pZ(S). Using this, one sees that Aut0G/k
∼= µp. In particular,

AutG/k is not smooth.

Lemma 2.17. Let G be a (possibly disconnected) reductive group over a field k. The natural map
G→ AutG/k is open. If k is perfect, then φ : G→ (AutG/k)red is flat.

Proof. Since formation of (AutG/k)red commutes with separable field extensions on k and purely
inseparable extensions leave topological spaces unchanged, we may and do assume that k is alge-
braically closed. To show that φ is flat, it suffices to show that the map G0(k) → (AutG/k)

0(k)
is surjective. Indeed, then φ is a dominant map from a smooth finite type k-scheme to a smooth
k-scheme, so it is generically flat, and being a group homomorphism translation arguments show
that it is flat.

Let r : AutG/k → AutG0/k ×Aut(G/G0)/k denote the natural restriction homomorphism. The

map G0 → AutG/k induces a map Z(G0)→ ker r. We claim that the image of Z(G0) in ker r is of
finite index. Once this is done, the lemma will follow: indeed, then

dimker r|φ(G0) = dimker r|φ(Z(G0)) = dimker r.

Since the group scheme of outer automorphisms of G0 is etale, pr1 ◦ r : G
0 → Aut0G0/k is surjective.

Since Aut(G/G0)/k is finite, we find in particular that dim r(φ(G)) = dim r(AutG/k), so

dimφ(G0) = dimker r + dim r(AutG/k) = dimAutG/k .

Therefore φ(G0) is an open subgroup scheme of the smooth k-group scheme (AutG/k)red, so it

contains (AutG/k)
0 and hence is equal to it.

So it remains to show that the image of Z(G0) of finite index in (ker r)(k). First we must
understand some properties of AutG/k. Suppose that f : G → G is a k-homomorphism inducing

the identity on G0 and G/G0, i.e., f ∈ (ker r)(k). We define a morphism λ : G→ G by

λ(g) = f(g)g−1.

One checks that λ is a 1-cocycle. Since f |G0 is the identity, we have

λ(gh) = f(gh)(gh)−1 = f(g)f(h)h−1g−1 = λ(g)

for all functorial points g and h of G and G0, respectively. Thus λ factors through a morphism
G/G0 → G. Moreover, for such g and h we have

λ(g) = λ(hg) = f(hg)(hg)−1 = hλ(g)h−1,

so in fact λ has image lying in Z(G0). Thus λ is a 1-cocycle G/G0 → Z(G0). Note that any such
λ determines f uniquely.

As in ordinary group cohomology, there is a short exact sequence

0→ B1(G/G0, Z(G0))→ Z1(G/G0, Z(G0))→ H1(G/G0, Z(G0))→ 0.

Notice that B1(G/G0, Z(G0)) = B1((G/G0)(k), Z(G0)(k)) (and so on) because G/G0 is constant.
Under the correspondence between f and λ as in the previous paragraph, B1(G/G0, Z(G0)) consists
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of those k-homomorphisms f induced by conjugation by an element of Z(G0)(k). Moreover, if
G/G0 is of order n then H1(G/G0, Z(G0)) is n-torsion, so H1(G/G0, Z(G0)) admits a surjection
from H1(G/G0, Z(G0)[n]) and hence is finite. So indeed the map Z(G0)(k) → (ker r)(k) has finite
index image, and we are done. �

Lemma 2.18. If G is a weakly reductive group scheme over S, then AutG/S is smooth and the

natural map φ : G→ AutG/S is flat. If Z(G0) is smooth, then φ is smooth.

Proof. Let g = LieG. We claim that H2(Gs, gs) = 0 for all s ∈ S. There is a Hochschild–Serre
spectral sequence

Epq
2 = Hp(Gs/G

0
s,H

q(G0
s, gs))⇒ Hp+q(Gs, gs),

and since Gs/G
0
s has order prime to char k(s) for all s ∈ S we find

Hn(Gs, gs) = H0(Gs/G
0
s,H

n(G0
s, gs))

for all n. By [SGA3, Exp. XXIV, Corollaire 1.13(ii)] (in which reference reductive groups over fields
are also required to be connected), we have H2(G0

s, gs) = 0, so indeed H2(Gs, gs) = 0 for all s ∈ S.
The same argument, using [SGA3, Exp. XXIV, Corollaire 1.15.1], shows that H1(Gs, gs) = 0 for all
s ∈ S if Z(G0) is smooth.

To show that AutG/S is smooth, it suffices to verify the infinitesimal criterion of smoothness, and

for this [SGA3, Exp. III, Corollaire 2.9(ii)] shows that it suffices to show H2(Gs, gs) = 0 for all s ∈ S,
which we showed above. Moreover, [SGA3, Exp. III, Corollaire 2.9(i)] shows that if H1(Gs, gs) = 0
for all s ∈ S, then the morphism φ satisfies the infinitesimal criterion of smoothness, so it is smooth.
In particular, the previous paragraph shows that if Z(G0) is smooth then φ is smooth.

Finally, to show that φ is flat in general, we may use the fibral flatness criterion [EGA, IV3,
Théorème 11.3.10] to assume that S = Spec k for a field k. Thus since AutG/k is smooth, we may
conclude using Lemma 2.17. �

Proposition 2.19. If G is a weakly reductive S-group scheme, the functorial center Z(G) is an
S-group scheme of multiplicative type. If Z(G0) is smooth, then Z(G) is smooth.

Example 2.20. Before proving the proposition, we offer the following example to show that geo-
metric reductivity for a smooth affine G is not enough for flatness of Z(G). Let A = Zp[ζp]. There
is a non-split central extension of constant A-group schemes

1→ Z/p→ U → (Z/p)2 → 1,

where U is isomorphic to the group of Fp-points of the unipotent radical of a Borel in SL3, i.e.,
U is the “Heisenberg group” over Fp. There is a homomorphism of A-group schemes Z/p → µp
which is trivial on the special fiber and an isomorphism on the generic fiber, given by the choice
of a primitive pth root of unity ζp. Pushing out the above extension by the map Z/p→ µp → Gm

gives an extension
1→ Gm → G→ (Z/p)2 → 1,

where G has commutative special fiber and non-commutative generic fiber. In fact, Z(G) has
special fiber G and generic fiber G0, so it is not flat.

Proof. Working locally and spreading out, we may and do assume that S is locally noetherian.
Consider the morphism φ : G→ AutG/S . By Lemma 2.18, φ is flat, so Z(G) = kerφ is a flat closed

S-subgroup scheme of G, and it is smooth provided that Z(G0) is smooth. So we need only show
that Z(G) is of multiplicative type.

We define CG0(G) := ker φ|G0 = ker φ|Z(G0); note that Z(G
0) is of multiplicative type. By [SGA3,

Exp. IX, Théorème 6.8], it follows that CG0(G) is of multiplicative type. Moreover, there is a short
exact sequence

1→ CG0(G)→ Z(G)→ Z(G)/CG0(G)→ 1.
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Since Z(G)/CG0(G) is a closed commutative flat and finitely presented S-subgroup scheme of G/G0,
it is finite étale commutative of order invertible on S, and in particular it is of multiplicative type.
Thus Z(G) is a commutative extension of multiplicative type group schemes, so it is of multiplicative
type by [SGA3, Exp. XVII, Prop. 7.1.1]. �

Remark 2.21. With more work, the kind of arguments used in the proof of Lemma 2.17 (expanded
upon in the case of “abstract” groups in [Wel71]) can be used to proved that if G is weakly reductive
over S then there is a short exact sequence

1→ G/Z(G)→ AutG/S → OutG/S → 1

in which OutG/S is an étale-locally constant S-group scheme, just as in the theory of reductive
group schemes. Proving this would take us somewhat far afield, so we omit it.

We note that the above discussion gives a slight strengthening of [Mar03, Lemma 6.8].

Corollary 2.22. Let k be a field, let G be a finite type k-group scheme, and let H ⊂ G be a closed
(not necessarily connected) reductive k-subgroup. The quotient NG(H)/HCG(H) is finite. If H/H0

has order prime to char k, then NG(H)/HCG(H) is étale.

Proof. We may and do assume that k is algebraically closed. Let φ : H → AutH/k be the natural
map. By Lemma 2.17, φ(H) is an open subset of AutH/k, so φ(H) is an open subgroup scheme of
(AutH/k)red and the quotient A := AutH/k /φ(H) (which exists as a scheme by [SGA3, Exp. VIA,
Théorème 3.2]) is locally of finite type. Moreover, Ared is étale: since φ(H) is (topologically) open
in AutH/k, A is discrete, and any reduced discrete scheme locally of finite type over an algebraically
closed field is étale. The natural map NG(H) → A has kernel HCG(H), so NG(H)/HCG(H) is a
finite type closed subscheme of A. Since Ared is étale, it follows that NG(H)/HCG(H) is finite. If
H/H0 has order prime to char k, so H is weakly reductive, then already A is étale by Lemma 2.18
and thus NG(H)/HCG(H) is étale. �

Definition 2.23. If G is a finite type k-group scheme and H is a reductive k-subgroup scheme of
G, then we set WH := NG(H)/HCG(H), which we call the Weyl group of the pair (G,H).

If H is a maximal torus of a smooth affine G, then this is the usual Weyl group W of G.

Proposition 2.24. Let G be a reductive group over a field k, and let H be a reductive k-subgroup
scheme of G. For a prime p, if p ∤ |W | and p ≥ |H/H0| then p ∤ |WH |.

Proof. We may and do assume that k is algebraically closed. Let g ∈ NG(H)(k); we need to show
that under our hypotheses, gn acts by an inner automorphism on H for some integer n prime to
p. Let T be a maximal torus of H, and note that conjugacy of maximal tori in H0 implies that
after translation by H0(k), we may assume g ∈ NG(T )(k). Since NG(T )/CG(T ) is a subquotient

of W , it follows that g|W | ∈ CG(T )(k). Thus after replacing g by g|W |, we may and do assume that
g centralizes T . In particular, g acts trivially on the Dynkin diagram of (H0, T ), so g acts on H0

by an inner automorphism. Thus after further translation by H0(k) we may and do assume that g
centralizes H0. Since p ≥ |H/H0|, we may pass to a further prime-to-p power of g to assume that
g acts trivially on H/H0. (It is a general fact, easily checked, that if p | |Aut(A)| for a finite group
A, then p < |A|.)

Now that g acts trivially on H0 and H/H0, the argument of Lemma 2.17 shows that Ad(g)
corresponds to a 1-cocycle η : H/H0 → Z(H0) (which lands in Z(H0)(k) since H/H0 is constant).
The corresponding class in H1(H/H0, Z(H0)(k)) is killed by |H/H0|, so further passing from g to

g|H/H0| we may and do assume that Ad(g) is cohomologically trivial, from which is follows that
g acts on H by conjugation by an element of h ∈ Z(H0)(k). Thus g now acts on H by inner
automorphisms, and we are done. �
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2.3. Abelianization. Our final goal in this section is to show the existence of the “abelianization”
of a weakly reductive group scheme G. We begin with the following folkloric lemma.

Lemma 2.25. Let S be a scheme, and let f : G → H be a homomorphism of finitely presented
S-group schemes. The following are equivalent.

(1) f is faithfully flat,
(2) f is an epimorphism of fppf sheaves and ker f is flat.

Proof. Omitted. �

Lemma 2.26. Let 1→M → E → H → 1 be a central extension, where M is an S-group scheme
of multiplicative type and H is a finite étale group scheme of constant order n invertible on S.
Letting N = n2, for every integer d ≥ 1 the S-morphism [Nd] : E → E is a homomorphism. If M
is moreover a torus, then E[N ]→ H is faithfully flat.

Proof. By spreading out and étale-localizing around a point of S, we may and do assume that
S = SpecA for a strictly henselian noetherian local ring A. In particular, since H is finite étale it is
a constant group and there exists a scheme-theoretic section H → E. We may moreover push out
by an inclusion of M into a torus to assume that M is a torus. The existence of a section implies
that for every S-scheme S′ the sequence

1→M(S′)→ E(S′)→ H(S′)→ 1

is exact.
First note that as an extension of H byM which admits a section, E corresponds to a cohomology

class in H2(H,M), the Hochschild cohomology group (see for example [DG70, II, §3, Prop. 2.3] or
[Dem15, Prop. 2.3.6]). Concretely, this is the space of 2-cocycles H×H →M modulo coboundaries.
Since H is a constant group scheme, we have H2(H,M) = H2(H(S),M(S)). Since H(S) is finite
of order n, H2(H(S),M(S)) is killed by n by the classical theory. Since n is invertible on the
strictly henselian S, via the correspondence between extensions and classes in H2, the image of the
extension corresponding to multiplication by n on M is

1→M(S)
∼=
←−
n
M(S)/M [n](S) → E(S)/M [n](S) → H(S)→ 1.

Thus this extension is split, i.e., there is a section α0 : H(S) → E(S)/M [n](S) which is a homo-
morphism. This is equivalent to a section H → E/M [n], which we also denote by α0.

Since S is strictly henselian, α0 lifts to a section α : H → E. Now α0(x)
n = α0(x

n) = 1 for all
x ∈ H(S), so we have α(x)n ∈M [n](S) and thus

α(x)N = α(x)n
2
= 1.

Moreover, since α0 is a homomorphism we have α(xx′)−1α(x)α(x′) ∈M [n](S) for all x, x′ ∈ H(S).
In other words,

α(x)α(x′) = α(xx′)gx,x′

for some gx,x′ ∈M [n](S).
Now we conclude the proof that [Nd] : E → E is a homomorphism. We shall check this on

S′-points for every S-scheme S′. Any element of G(S′) is Zariski-locally of the form α(x)g for
some x ∈ H(S′) and g ∈ M(S′), and using centrality of M we compute, for x, x′ ∈ H(S′) and
g, g′ ∈M(S′),

(α(x)gα(x′)g′)Nd = α(xx′)NdgNd
x,x′gNdg′Nd = gNdg′Nd = (α(x)g)Nd(α(x′)g′)Nd,

so indeed [Nd] : E → E is a homomorphism.
Finally, we show that E[N ] → H is faithfully flat when M is a torus. For this, let h be a local

section of H. After fppf localization, we may lift h to a section e of E. Note that en is a local
section of M , so because M is a divisible group scheme, we may pass to a further fppf localization
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to assume en = mn for some local section m of M . Because M is central in E, we see that
(em−1)n = 1, and thus em−1 is a local section of E[N ] mapping to h. So faithful flatness follows
from Lemma 2.25. �

Proposition 2.27. Suppose G is a weakly reductive S-group scheme. There exists a smooth S-
group scheme Gab of multiplicative type and a faithfully flat homomorphism π : G → Gab with
the universal property that for any fppf abelian sheaf H on the category of S-schemes and homo-
morphism of sheaves f : G → H, there is a unique homomorphism Gab → H through which f
factors.

The kernel D(G) of π represents the fppf-sheafification of the functor S′ 7→ [G(S′), G(S′)] on
S-schemes S′ and in particular the formation of Gab commutes with any base change on S.

Example 2.28. Before giving the proof, we illustrate again the relevance of weak reductivity (as
opposed to geometric reductivity). For the G in Example 2.20, we claim that Gab cannot exist
as a scheme. Indeed, note that Gs is commutative, so on the special fiber we have D(Gs) = 1.
However, since ζp does not lie in pA, it follows that GA/p is not commutative, so D(GA/p) 6= 1.
Since every scheme over A/p with trivial special fiber is trivial (by “nilpotent Nakayama”), this is
a contradiction.

Proof of Proposition 2.27. The claims in the second paragraph of the proposition follow directly
from the universal property of the first paragraph. First note that if G has connected fibers
then [Con14, Thm. 5.3.1] shows that Gab exists and is a torus. In general, any S-homomorphism
f : G → H as in the statement of the proposition induces an S-homomorphism G0 → H, so f
kills D(G0) and hence factors through an S-homomorphism G/D(G0) → H, where G/D(G0) is a
smooth affine S-group scheme with torus identity component. Thus we may and do assume that
G0 is a torus.

Working étale-locally on S (using effectivity of étale descent for affine S-schemes), we may choose
representatives h1, . . . , hn ∈ G(S) for G/G0. Define the map φ : (G0)n → G0 by φ(g1, . . . , gn) =∏n

i=1 higih
−1
i g−1

i . Note that φ is an S-homomorphism, so by [SGA3, Exp. IX, Thm. 6.8] there
is some S-subgroup scheme M of G0 of multiplicative type through which φ factors and such
that the factored map φ : (G0)n → M is faithfully flat. Since f vanishes on all commutators, it
annihilates M , and thus f must factor through G/M . By definition, if g ∈ G0(S′) is a section, then
high

−1
i ∈ gM , so since G0 is commutative it follows that G0/M is central in G/M . Thus replacing

G by G/M we may and do assume that G0 is central in G.
Working Zariski-locally on S, we may and do assume that the index of G0 in G is constant, say

equal to n. By Lemma 2.26, G[N ] := [N ]−1(1) is an S-subgroup scheme of G where N = n2. By
the same lemma, the map G[N ]→ G/G0 is faithfully flat, so there is a short exact sequence

1→ G0[N ]→ G[N ]→ G/G0 → 1.

Since G0[N ] and G/G0 are both finite étale (the former because N is invertible on the base), it
follows that G[N ] is also finite étale.

By working étale locally on S, we may assume that G[N ] is a constant group scheme. In this
case, the functor on S-schemes S′ 7→ [G[N ](S′), G[N ](S′)] is represented by the constant S-group
scheme D(G[N ]). Moreover, if D(G) denotes the sheafification of the functor S′ 7→ [G(S′), G(S′)]
then we have D(G) = D(G[N ]): indeed, for an S-scheme S′ and g, h ∈ G(S′), centrality of G0 in
G shows that the commutator ghg−1h−1 depends only on the images of g and h in (G/G0)(S′). In
particular, since the map G[N ]→ G/G0 is an epimorphism of fppf sheaves we may pass to an fppf
cover of S′ to assume g, h ∈ G[N ](S′). So indeed D(G) = D(G[N ]), which is a finite étale group
scheme killed by N , so its order is invertible on S.

Finally, note that Gab := G/D(G[N ]) is a smooth S-group scheme by [SGA3, Exp. V, Thm.
4.1]. It is commutative by the previous paragraph. Moreover, since G0 is a torus the image of G0

in Gab (which makes sense by [SGA3, Exp. IX, Thm. 6.8]) is also a torus, which must be equal
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to the relative identity component (Gab)0 for dimension reasons. Moreover, G/G0 → Gab/(Gab)0

is an epimorphism of sheaves, so the component group of Gab is of order invertible on S. Thus it
follows from [SGA3, Exp. XVII, Prop. 7.1.1] that Gab is a group scheme of multiplicative type, as
desired. �

The center and abelianization of G are related. We begin with a useful lemma.

Lemma 2.29. Let T1 and T2 be S-group schemes of multiplicative type such that T2 is a torus,
and let f : T1 → T2 be an isogeny. Let Γ be a finite group acting on T1 and T2 compatibly with f ,
and define maps

φ : T1 →
∏

γ∈Γ

T1, φ(x) = ((γ · x)x−1)γ∈Γ

ψ :
∏

γ∈Γ

T2 → T2, ψ((yγ)γ∈Γ) =
∏

γ∈Γ

(γ · yγ)y
−1
γ

The natural map f : ker φ → cokerψ is an isogeny, and if Γ is of order n then ker f is contained
in [n]−1(ker f).

Note that kerφ and cokerψ are S-group schemes of multiplicative type and that ker f is of
multiplicative type, and in particular flat, by [SGA3, Exp. IX, Thm. 6.8].

Proof. By Lemma 2.25, to show that f is faithfully flat it suffices to show that f is an epimorphism
of fppf sheaves. To this end, let t2 be a local section of T2. Since T2 is a torus, after localizing we
may assume there is some section t′2 such that t′n2 = t2. Further localizing, there exists a section t1
of T1 such that f(t1) = t′2. We then have

f


∏

γ∈Γ

(γ · t1)


 =

∏

γ∈Γ

(γ · t′2) = t2 ·
∏

γ∈Γ

(γ · t′2)t
′−1
2 ,

which has the same image in cokerψ as t2. Since
∏

γ∈Γ(γ · t1) lies in ker φ, we see that indeed f is
an epimorphism of fppf sheaves.

Now suppose that t1 is a local section of ker φ such that f(t1) = 1. We claim that then f(t1)
n = 1.

We may write f(t1) =
∏

γ∈Γ(γ · t2,γ)t
−1
2,γ locally. Using Γ-equivariance of f and the fact that t1 is

fixed by Γ, we have

f(t1)
n =

∏

γ′∈Γ

(γ′ · f(t1)) =
∏

γ,γ′∈Γ

(γ′γ · t2,γ)(γ
′ · t−1

2,γ) =
∏

γ∈Γ


∏

γ′∈Γ

(γ′γ · t2,γ)(γ
′ · t2,γ)

−1


 = 1,

where the final equality follows by reindexing. So indeed ker f lies in [n]−1(ker f), and in particular
it is quasi-finite. Since it is of multiplicative type it is finite, and hence f is an isogeny. �

Proposition 2.30. Let G be a weakly reductive S-group scheme. If Z(G) is smooth then the natural
map f : Z(G)0 → Gab,0 is an isogeny of S-tori. If moreover Z(D(G0)) is smooth, then f is smooth
(equivalently, étale).

Proof. Propositions 2.19 and 2.27 show that Z(G)0 and Gab,0 are S-tori under our assumptions,
so it suffices to check the result on geometric fibers. In other words, we may and do assume that
S = Spec k for an algebraically closed field k. Note that the natural Z(G0)→ G0,ab (whose target is
not Gab,0) is an isogeny of multiplicative type groups with kernel Z(D(G0)) (irrespective of whether
Z(G0) is smooth): a maximal central torus T0 of G0 is of finite index in Z(G0) and there is the
standard central isogeny T0 ×D(G0)→ G0.

Now G/G0 acts on Z(G0) and G0/D(G0) by conjugation, so we can apply Lemma 2.29 with
T1 = Z(G0), T2 = G0,ab, Γ = G/G0, and f : T1 → T2 the natural map. We will also use the
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notation φ, ψ, f of Lemma 2.29. In this case kerφ = CG0(G), which admits Z(G)0 as an open
and closed S-subgroup scheme: indeed, CG0(G) = G0 ∩ Z(G), and Z(G)0 (resp. G0) is open and
closed in Z(G) (resp. G). Moreover, cokerψ = Gab,0. Thus to establish the proposition it suffices
to show that f is an isogeny, which is smooth provided Z(D(G0)) is smooth. The fact that f is
an isogeny follows directly from Lemma 2.29. The last statement of Lemma 2.29 shows that ker f
lies in [n]−1(Z(D(G0))), where n is the order of G/G0. Since n is invertible on S by hypothesis,
smoothness of Z(D(G0)) implies smoothness of [n]−1(Z(D(G0))). �

3. Centralizers

In this section we study various kinds of centralizers in weakly reductive group schemes. Before
diving into the results, we would like to summarize what is available in the literature for centralizers
of weakly reductive subgroups of weakly reductive groups.

(1) Over a field of pretty good characteristic (see Definition 1.11), [Her13] shows that the
centralizer of any subgroup scheme of any connected reductive group is smooth. In fact,
this property characterizes pretty good characteristic.

(2) Over a field of good characteristic p > 0, the centralizer of any subgroup scheme of a
connected reductive group has no p-torsion in its component group; this follows via a short
argument with the Springer isomorphism. This general statement is false in every bad
characteristic, as Springer showed in [Spr66, Theorem 4.12] by considering centralizers of
regular unipotent elements.

(3) If G is a connected reductive group over a field k of characteristic p ≥ 0 and H is a
finite subgroup of G(k) of order prime to p, then CG(H) has reductive identity component
by [PY02, Theorem 2.1], and its component group is of order prime to p (even in bad
characteristic) by [FS21, Proposition VIII.5.11].

(4) If H is a connected reductive subgroup of a connected reductive group G over a field of
characteristic p > 0, then we are not aware of any general results concerning reductivity
of CG(H) apart from the “classical” case that H is of multiplicative type [Con14, Lemma
2.2.4] or the upcoming Corollary 3.5.

(5) If G is a weakly reductive group scheme over a base scheme S and H is a finite subgroup
of G(S) of order invertible on S, then CG(H) is smooth and affine with reductive identity
component; this follows from simple deformation theory and (3). If H is moreover solvable,
then [DHKM20, Theorem A.12] shows that CG(H) has finite component group. Apart from
this, we are not aware of any results in the literature concerning smoothness, reductivity,
or finiteness of component groups for centralizers of weakly reductive subgroup schemes of
G prior to Corollaries 3.5 and 3.7 below.

3.1. Centralizers of weakly reductive subgroup schemes. We will now input the general
results of Section 2 into concrete results on centralizers. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a DVR, and let X be a locally noetherian A-scheme. If X0 is an open and
closed subscheme of the special fiber Xs, then the natural map X−X0 → X is affine. In particular,
if X is affine then X −X0 is also affine.

Proof. Affineness of a morphism can be checked Zariski-locally on the target, so we may freely
shrink X to assume that the special fiber of X is connected. In this case, X0 is either empty or all
of Xs. If X0 is empty, then the lemma is obvious; otherwise, X0 = V (π), where π is a uniformizer
of A, and the lemma is again clear. �

The proof of the following theorem is similar in spirit to one of the proofs of [PY02, Theorem
2.1], which shows reductivity of the centralizer CG(Λ) of a finite group Λ over a field k by realizing
it as the stabilizer of the conjugation action of G on Homk-gp(Λ, G).
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Theorem 3.2. Let S be a scheme, and let G and H be geometrically reductive smooth affine
S-group schemes. Suppose f : H → G is an S-homomorphism such that

(1) H1(Hs, gs) = 0 for all s ∈ S,
(2) fs(Hs) is Gs-cr for all s ∈ S.

Then CG(H) is geometrically reductive smooth affine S-scheme. If G is weakly reductive and
char k(s) is good for Gs for all s ∈ S, then CG(H) is also weakly reductive.

Proof. By (1) and deformation theory [SGA3, Exp. III, Corollaire 2.8], the orbit map φ : G →
HomS-gp(H,G) is smooth, and thus CG(H) is smooth and affine. To show that CG(H) is geomet-
rically reductive it suffices by Theorem 2.1 to assume that S = SpecA for a complete DVR A with
algebraically closed residue field. In this case, Theorem 2.2 shows that HomS-gp(H,G) is a disjoint
union of finite type S-affine S-schemes.

Let C be the schematic closure of the G-orbit of fη in HomS-gp(H,G), so C is a G-stable closed
subscheme of HomS-gp(H,G) through which the orbit map of f factors. Let C1 be the G-stable
open subscheme of C obtained by deleting all of the components of Cs not containing a G-translate
of fs, so C1 is affine by Lemma 3.1. Since φ is smooth, φ has open image; moreover, each fiber of
φ has closed image by (2) and Lemma 2.10. Consequently each fiber of C1 is the (open) orbit of f
in that fiber, and the map i : C1 → HomS-gp(H,G) is an open embedding on both fibers. Since C1

is flat, it follows that i is étale and radicial, and thus [EGA, IV4, Théorème 17.9.1] shows that i is
an open embedding.

Now we show that CG(H) is geometrically reductive; for this, it is equivalent to show that
G/CG(H) is affine by Theorem 2.1. We will show in fact that the natural map G/CG(H)→ C1 is
an isomorphism. By definition, φ factors through C1, and the previous paragraph shows that this
factored map is surjective. Note that the quotient G/CG(H) exists as a smooth separated algebraic
space of finite type by work of Artin [Art74, Corollary 6.3]. Moreover, the induced morphism
G/CG(H)→ C1 is a monomorphism, so by [Knu71, II, 6.15] it follows that G/CG(H) is a scheme.
We claim that the morphism G/CG(H) → C1 is an isomorphism. Indeed, from the above we
see that it is a smooth surjective monomorphism. Thus by [EGA, IV4, Théorème 17.9.1] it is a
surjective open embedding and thus an isomorphism. As remarked above, this shows that CG(H)
is geometrically reductive.

For the final claim, we may and do assume that S = Spec k for an algebraically closed field k
of characteristic p > 0. If π0CG(H) has any p-torsion, then a simple argument with the Jordan
decomposition shows that CG(H)(k) admits unipotent elements not lying in CG(H)0(k). This does
not happen in good characteristic by the argument of [SS70, III, 3.15]. �

In order to apply Theorem 3.2, we need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let k be an algebraically closed field, and let G and H be (possibly disconnected) re-
ductive groups over k. Let T be a maximal k-torus of H. Suppose f : H → G is a k-homomorphism
such that H1(H,V ) = 0 for all representations V isomorphic to LieG under some k-homomorphism
H → G such that the multiset of weights for T on V is the same as the multiset of weights for T
on g. Then f(H) is G-cr.

Proof. Note that Homk-gp(H,G) admits a disjoint union decomposition into pieces on which the
multiset of weights for T on g is constant; let U be the piece containing f . By hypothesis and [SGA3,
Exp. III, Corollaire 2.8], every orbit map G → U is smooth, and thus every orbit is an open
subscheme of U . Thus every orbit is also closed. By Lemma 2.11, it follows that f(H) is G-cr. �

Now we recall the following fundamental result of McNinch [McN98], which builds on work of
Jantzen [Jan97]. If H is a (possibly disconnected) reductive group and H1, . . . ,Hn are the simple
factors of D(H0), we let ℓH = infi(rankHi). Note that if H0 is a torus, then ℓH =∞.
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Theorem 3.4 ([McN98, Corollary 1.1.2]). Let k be a field of characteristic p > 0, and let H be a
connected reductive k-group. If V is an algebraic k-representation of H and dimV ≤ pℓH , then V
is semisimple. In particular, if dimV < pℓH , then H1(H,V ) = Ext1H(k, V ) = 0.

Corollary 3.5. Let S be a scheme, and let G and H be geometrically reductive smooth affine S-
group schemes. Suppose that H is weakly reductive and that for every s ∈ S, either char k(s) = 0
or char k(s) > dimD(G0

s)/ℓHs . If H acts faithfully on G, then CG(H) is smooth, affine, and
geometrically reductive. If G is weakly reductive, then CG(H) is also weakly reductive.

Note that if H0 is a torus (in particular if H is finite étale), then Corollary 3.5 involves no
hypothesis on the residue characteristics of S.

Proof. By passing separately from H to D(H0), H0/D(H0), and H/H0 (and from G to centralizers
of these), we can assume that H is either semisimple, a torus, or finite étale of order invertible on
S. Assume first that H is either a torus or finite étale. In this case, let G1 = G⋉H, a geometrically
reductive smooth affine S-group scheme which is weakly reductive whenever G is. By Theorem 3.2
(whose hypotheses always hold in the current setting), the centralizer CG1(H) is smooth, affine,
and geometrically reductive, and it is weakly reductive whenever G is. There is a natural projection
map f : CG1(H)→ H, and CG(H) = f−1(1). If H is a torus then in particular it is commutative,
and so f is split by the natural inclusion H → G1. Thus CG1(H) = CG(H) × H and CG(H) is
geometrically reductive, smooth, and affine. Moreover, CG0(H) has connected fibers by the classical
theory, so CG(H) is weakly reductive if G is weakly reductive. Now assume that H is finite étale of
order invertible on S. Note f factors through a constant map CG1(H)/CG1(H)0 → H, so CG(H) is
an open and closed S-subgroup scheme of CG1(H), from which the result follows in this case. If G
is weakly reductive, then to show that CG(H) is weakly reductive it suffices to show that CG0(H)
is weakly reductive, which follows from the above and [FS21, Proposition VIII 5.11] applied on
S-fibers.

Now assume that H is semisimple. By Lemma 3.3, Theorem 3.4, [BMR05, Corollary 3.42], and
our bounds on the residue characteristics, Hs isGs-cr for all s ∈ S. The action ofH on G0 is given by
a map f : H → G0/Z(G0), and Theorem 3.2 combines with Theorem 3.4 to show that CG0/Z(G0)(H)
is geometrically reductive, smooth, and affine. The assumption on residue characteristics implies (by
considering the simple types) that Z(G0) is smooth, so asH acts faithfully we conclude that CG0(H)
is geometrically reductive, smooth, and affine. IfX is the stabilizer of f in G, then CG0(H) = X∩G0

is an open S-subgroup scheme of X, so X is smooth affine, and we claim that X is geometrically
reductive. For this, we may and do assume S = SpecA for a DVR A. Now the quotient G/X is
affine: first, G0/CG0(H) is isomorphic to an affine open subscheme U of HomS-gp(H,G

0/Z(G0))
which is also a closed subscheme on S-fibers, as follows from the proof of Theorem 3.2. The quotient
G/X is a finite union of G/G0-translates of U in HomS-gp(H,G

0/Z(G0)), so it is an open subscheme
which is closed on fibers. By Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 3.1, it follows that G/X is affine and thus
X is geometrically reductive by Theorem 2.1. We may now pass from G to X to assume that H
acts trivially on G0.

Since H has connected fibers, it also acts trivially on the finite étale S-group scheme G/G0.
It would now be enough to show that H acts trivially on G. Thus there is a natural map ϕ :
H ×G→ G0 given by ϕ(h, g) = (hgh−1)g−1. Since H acts trivially on G0, it follows that ϕ factors
through a map H × G/G0 → Z(G0). For fixed g ∈ (G/G0)(S), the map ϕ(−, g) : H → Z(G0) is
an S-homomorphism. Since Z(G0) is of multiplicative type and H is semisimple, ϕ(−, g) is trivial,
as desired. Finally, if G is weakly reductive then to show that CG(H) is weakly reductive it is easy
to pass from G to G0/Z(G0) and thus reduce to Theorem 3.2. �

Next we obtain a similar result under better bounds when H is the centralizer of a finite group
of order invertible on the base. For this, we will use recent fundamental results of Fargues–Scholze.
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First, we must recall the notion of good filtration. The following theorem is a basic consequence
of [FS21, Proposition VIII.5.12].

Theorem 3.6. [FS21, Proposition VIII.5.12] Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p > 0, and let G be a connected reductive k-group such that p is pretty good for G. If Λ is a finite
group of order prime to p acting on G, then Hi(CG(Λ), g) = 0 for all i > 0.

Proof. By [AJ84, 4.4], every symmetric power Symn g∗ admits a good filtration: in other words,
there is a filtration of Symn g∗ such that every subquotient is isomorphic to H0(λ) for some dominant
weight λ. Since p is pretty good for G, [Her13, Theorem 5.2] shows that g ∼= g∗ as G-representations
and thus in particular g admits a good filtration. Now if H = CG(Λ) then the above discussion
and [FS21, Proposition VIII.5.12] show that O(G/H) also admits a good filtration. Using the
equality Hi(H, g) = Hi(G, g⊗k O(G/H)) (which relies on the fact that G/H is affine), it is enough
to show that Hi(G,H0(λ) ⊗k H

0(µ)) = 0 for all i > 0 and all dominant weights λ and µ. This is
proved in [Jan03, II, 4.13]. �

Corollary 3.7. Let S be a scheme, and let G be a weakly reductive S-group scheme. Let Λ be
a finite étale S-group scheme of order invertible on S which acts on G. Then CG(Λ) is a weakly
reductive S-group scheme. Moreover, suppose that for every s ∈ S, char k(s) is pretty good for Gs.
Then CG(CG(Λ)) is a weakly reductive S-group scheme.

Proof. The first claim follows immediately from Corollary 3.5. Let H = CG(Λ). By Theorem 3.2,
it is enough to show that H1(Hs, gs) = 0 and Hs is Gs-cr for all s ∈ S. The first condition holds
by Theorem 3.6, and the second condition holds by [BMR05, Corollary 3.17]. �

Example 3.8. In general, some bound on the residue characteristics as in Corollary 3.5 is necessary,
even in pretty good characteristic. For example, let p be any prime number, let S = SpecFp[[t]], let
H = SL2, and letG = GLp+1. With notation as in [Jan03, II, Chapter 2], there is an indecomposable
p+ 1-dimensional representation H0(p) of SL2 equipped with a filtration

0→ L(p)→ H0(p)→ L(p− 2)→ 0.

This gives an extension class in Ext1H(L(p − 2),L(p)). Multiplying this class by t gives a p + 1-
dimensional representation V of SL2 over S with special fiber L(p)⊕L(p−2) and generic fiber H0(p).
Relative to the corresponding map H → G, we have CG(H)s ∼= G2

m, while CG(H)η ∼= Gm [Jan03,
Proposition II.2.8], so CG(H) is not flat.

Moreover, the centralizer of a connected reductive subgroup of a reductive group need not be
reductive if the characteristic is too small; this is related to the fact that representations of connected
reductive groups can fail to be semisimple in positive characteristic. For explicit examples, see the
MathOverflow answer [hm], as well as the comments on that answer.

We do not know the optimal bound on the residue characteristics in Corollary 3.5; if G = GLn,
then one can improve the bound from n2/ℓH to n/ℓH . If G = Spn (resp. SOn), then one can improve
the bound from n(2n + 1)/ℓH (resp. n(n − 1)/2ℓH) to n/ℓH . In general, it seems reasonable to
expect that something like hG/ℓH is the correct bound, where hG is the Coxeter number of G.

3.2. Centralizers of Pure Unipotent Elements. Later arguments rely heavily on the smooth-
ness of centralizers of pure fiberwise unipotent elements. The notion of purity will capture the

idea that an element of G “looks similar” across all fibers. For example, an element like

(
1 p
0 1

)
∈

GL2(Zp) will not be pure.

Definition 3.9. LetG a reductive group over a scheme S. A section g ∈ G(S) is pure if s 7→ CGs(gs)
is locally constant on s. There is an analogous definition for elements of the Lie algebra.

If S is the spectrum of a discrete valuation ring, this means that the special and generic fibers
of the centralizer of g have the same dimension.
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Using a Springer isomorphism, the smoothness for centralizers of unipotent elements is closely
related to the smoothness for centralizers of nilpotent elements in the Lie algebra. This smoothness
was claimed in [McN08], but the argument there has a gap. This has been fixed by Hardesty (for
pure nilpotents) and by Cotner (for pure unipotents and nilpotents) [Har18, Cot22a]. Since our
later arguments are naturally phrased in terms of unipotent elements, we will build on the latter.

Theorem 3.10. Let A be a DVR with residue characteristic p, and G be a weakly reductive group
scheme over SpecA. If p is pretty good for G and u ∈ G(A) is a pure fiberwise unipotent element
then CG(u) is A-smooth.

Using Remark 1.12, it would be equivalent to suppose that p is good for G0, that #π1(D(G0))
is prime-to-p, and that Z(G0) is A-smooth.

Proof. If G is connected, flatness comes from [Cot22a, Theorem 1.1]. The smoothness of the fibers
follows for example from [Her13, Theorem 1.1].

In general, note that u has order a power of p and hence u lies in the identity component of G. It
suffices to show that every component of G which contains a point in the special fiber centralizing
u has an A-point centralizing u. For then the centralizer CG(u) is a union of copies of the smooth
CG0(u).

Given g ∈ G(A) such that g centralizes us in the special fiber, as u is pure [Cot22a, Theorem 5.11]
shows that gug−1 and u are G0(A)-conjugate. Thus there is h ∈ G0(A) such that huh−1 = gug−1,
and hence h−1g ∈ G(A) centralizes u and lies in the desired component of G. �

3.3. Complements on Pure Unipotents. We conclude with some additional results about pure
unipotents which elaborate the sense in which a pure unipotent “looks similar” in the special and
generic fibers.

We begin by reviewing the Bala-Carter method which classifies nilpotent orbits for a connected
reductive group over an algebraically closed field k of good characteristic p ≥ 0. (More information
can be found in [Jan04, §4], and a uniform proof without case-checking in small characteristic is
due to Premet [Pre03].) Using a Springer isomorphism, this equivalently gives a classification of
conjugacy classes of unipotent elements. To state it, we need to define some terminology.

Let H be a connected reductive k-group with p good for H, and h = LieH.

• A nilpotent N ∈ h is a distinguished nilpotent if each torus contained in CH(N) is contained
in the center of H.
• For a parabolic P ⊂ H with unipotent radical U , the Richardson orbit associated to P is
the unique nilpotent orbit of H with dense intersection with LieU . Its intersection with
LieP is a single orbit under P .
• A parabolic subgroup P ⊂ H with unipotent radical U is a distinguished parabolic if
dimP/U = dimU/D(U).

Bala and Carter classified nilpotent orbits when the characteristic is good. One can check that
if p is good for H, it will also be good for any Levi factor of a parabolic subgroup of H.

Fact 3.11. If p is a good prime for H, the nilpotent orbits for H are in bijection with H(k)-
conjugacy classes of pairs (L,P ) where L is a Levi factor of a parabolic subgroup of H and P is
a distinguished parabolic of L. The nilpotent orbit for H associated to (L,P ) is the unique one
meeting Lie(P ) in its Richardson orbit for L.

The Bala-Carter data for H is the set of H(k)-conjugacy classes of pairs (L,P ) as above. It
turns out it is independent of k in the sense that it can be described completely in terms of the
root datum of H as follows. All Levi subgroups L of a parabolic k-subgroup Q of H are a single
Ru,k(Q)-orbit, so in Fact 3.11 we may restrict to one Q per H(k)-conjugacy class and one L per
Q. We may pick L so that it contains a (split) maximal torus T . After conjugation by L(k), the
distinguished parabolic subgroup P ⊂ L may be assumed to contain T as well. But we know that
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parabolic subgroups Q of H containing T are in bijection with parabolic subsets of Φ(H,T ) via
Q 7→ Φ(Q,T ), so the possible Levi factors L of Q containing T are described just in terms of the
root datum. Likewise, parabolic subgroups P of L containing T are in bijection with parabolic
subsets of Φ(L, T ). If we can characterize the condition that P is distinguished just in terms of the
root data, this would mean that the Bala-Carter data can be described solely in terms of the root
data and so is completely combinatorial.

We do so by constructing a grading on the Lie algebra of a parabolic P . Pick a Borel subgroup
B ⊂ H satisfying T ⊂ B ⊂ P . Let t = Lie(T ) and ∆ ⊂ Φ = Φ(L, T ) be the set of positive
simple roots determined by B. There is a unique subset I ⊂ ∆ such that P = BWIB where WI

is the subset of the Weyl group generated by reflections with respect to roots in I. Define a group
homomorphism f : ZΦ ⊂ Z∆ → Z by specifying that on the basis ∆ we have

f(α) =

{
2 α ∈ ∆− I,

0 α ∈ I.

This function gives a grading on l = Lie(L):

l(i) =
⊕

f(α)=i

lα and l(0) =


 ⊕

f(α)=0

lα


⊕ t

(sums indexed by α ∈ Φ). With respect to this grading,

LieP =
⊕

i≥0

l(i) and LieU =
⊕

i>0

l(i).

The condition that P is distinguished is equivalent to the condition that

dim l(0) = dim l(2) + dimZL

by [Car85, Corollary 5.8.3] as p is good for L. But this condition depends only on the root
datum. Thus the Bala-Carter data for H can be described in a manner independent of the choice
of algebraically closed field. We call this combinatorial description the Bala-Carter label for the
nilpotent (or unipotent) orbit.

Definition 3.12. If K is a field (not necessarily algebraically closed), then the Bala-Carter label
label for a nilpotent (resp. unipotent) element of LieH (resp. H(K)) is the Bala-Carter label for
the corresponding nilpotent (resp. unipotent) orbit over the algebraic closure.

Remark 3.13. From the classification of nilpotent orbits over algebraically closed fields, it is
known that the corresponding nilpotent orbits in characteristic zero and characteristic p have the
same dimension. Thus the dimension of centralizers of elements in an orbit is also independent
of the characteristic and depends only on the Bala-Carter label. There is a similar statement for
conjugacy classes of unipotent elements and their centralizers.

We now return to the relative setting.

Lemma 3.14. Let G be a connected reductive group scheme over a DVR A with residue field k
whose characteristic is good for G. Given a unipotent element u ∈ G(k) with Bala-Carter label σ,
there exists a pure fiberwise unipotent element u ∈ G(A) lifting u with Bala-Carter label σ in the
generic fiber, and a similar statement for nilpotent elements of the Lie algebra.

Proof. We will prove this for a nilpotent element X ; the unipotent case follows using an integral
Springer isomorphism [Cot22b, Theorem 1.1]. Let τs : (Gm)s → Gs be a cocharacter associated to
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X, which exists since char(k) is good for G. This lifts to a cocharacter τ : Gm → G by smoothness
of the scheme of maximal tori [Con14, Theorem 3.2.6]. This cocharacter defines

⊕

n≥2

g(τ, n) ⊂ g.

Over the special fiber X is in gs(τ, 2) and the AdP (τs)-orbit of X is open and dense. Pick a

fiberwise nilpotent X ∈ g(τ, 2) lifting X and consider the parabolic PG(τ) ⊂ G. It naturally
acts on

⊕
n≥2 g(τ, n) and the stabilizer of X is CG(X). As we know dimCG(X)η ≤ dimCG(X)s

and since the orbit is open and dense in the special fiber it follows that X is pure. Then argue
as in [Cot22a, Lemma 5.2] to show that PG(τ) gives the instability parabolic for X and τ is an
associated cocharacter for X in the special and generic fibers. By [Cot22a, Proposition 2.13(6)]
this information determines the Bala-Carter data in the special and generic fibers. �

Definition 3.15. Let K be a p-adic field and G be a connected reductive group over the ring
of integers OK . We say that g1, g2 ∈ G(OK) are geometrically conjugate if there exists a finite
extension L of K such that g1 and g2 are G(OL)-conjugate.

Proposition 3.16. Let K be a p-adic field with residue field k and let G be a connected reductive
group over OK such that p is pretty good for G. Fix a Bala-Carter label σ and a pure unipotent uσ
with Bala-Carter label σ in G(K) and G(k) using Lemma 3.14. The following are equivalent for a
fiberwise unipotent u ∈ G(OK):

(1) u is geometrically conjugate to uσ;
(2) the images of u in G(K) and G(k) have Bala-Carter label σ;
(3) u is pure and it has Bala-Carter label σ in G(K);
(4) u is pure and it has Bala-Carter label σ in G(k);

Proof. Note that (1) implies (2) as the image of uσ in G(K) and G(k) have the same Bala-Carter
labels. Since the dimensions of the centralizer of a unipotent element over an algebraically closed
field depends only on the Bala-Carter label and not the characteristic, (2) implies (3) and (4). If
u is pure and generically has Bala-Carter label σ, then u and uσ are G(K ′)-conjugate for some
extension K ′ of K. By [Cot22a, Theorem 5.11], u and uσ are G(OK ′)-conjugate. Thus (3) implies
(1). Similarly, (4) implies (1). �

Remark 3.17. • When defining the minimally ramified deformation condition in [Boo19a]
and this paper, a key step is to restrict to deformations where a particular inertial element
σ, whose mod-p image is unipotent, is sent to a conjugate of a particular pure unipotent
lift. Proposition 3.16 shows that this condition is equivalent to controlling the conjugacy
class of the lift in the generic fiber or to enforcing purity of the lift.
• There are of course an analogous statement for nilpotents. These can be cheaply deduced
using an integral Springer isomorphism [Cot22b, Theorem 1.1] or proven directly using
similar techniques.

We will also need the following lemma later.

Lemma 3.18. Let K be a p-adic field and G a connected reductive group defined over OK such
that p is good for G. Suppose u is a fiberwise unipotent element of G(OK) satisfying any of the
equivalent conditions of Proposition 3.16. Then for any integer n relatively prime to n, the elements
u and un generically have the same Bala-Carter label and un is pure.

Proof. Over an algebraically closed field, if X is nilpotent then all non-zero multiples of X lie in
the same nilpotent orbit [Jan04, 2.10 Lemma]. Thus the same is true for powers of unipotents. In
particular un is therefore pure and un has the same Bala-Carter labels as u generically and in the
special fiber. �
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4. Decomposition Types

Throughout this section, let G be a weakly reductive group scheme over a DVR O with residue
field k of characteristic p.

4.1. Definitions and Examples.

Definition 4.1. A decomposition type for G over O is a pair (C,∆) where C and ∆ are closed
subgroup schemes of G defined over O such that

• C and ∆ are weakly reductive, i.e. O-smooth with (not necessarily connected) reductive
fibers and finite étale component groups of order invertible on O.
• ∆ (resp. C) represents the scheme theoretic centralizer of C (resp. ∆).

Definition 4.2. Let Λ ⊂ G(k) be a finite subgroup with order prime to p. We say a decomposition
type (C,∆) over O is adapted to Λ if CGk

(Λ) = Ck (hence also CGk
(CGk

(Λ)) = ∆k).

This definition is motivated by the goal of giving a group theoretic reformulation of the isotypic
decomposition of a representation, which we now explain.

Example 4.3. This is an elaboration of the example of GLn discussed in the introduction. Let
M be a free O-module of rank n, G = Aut(M), and V = Mk. As Λ has pro-order prime to p, V
decomposes as a direct sum of irreducible Λ-representations

V = V ⊕m1
1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ V ⊕mr

r

where Vi and Vj are non-isomorphic for i 6= j, and the mi’s are multiplicities of the irreducibles.
Letting Wi = HomΛ(Vi, V ) be the weight space associated to Vi, we have that dimWi = mi and

(4.1) V = (V1 ⊗k W1)⊕ . . .⊕ (Vr ⊗k Wr).

Enlarging k if necessary, we may and do assume that Vi is absolutely irreducible for all i. Let

Lk := GL(V1)
m1 × · · · ×GL(Vr)

mr ⊂ GL(V )

be the standard Levi associated to the decomposition of τ , and let di = dimk Vi. By Schur’s lemma,

Ck := CGL(V )(Λ) = AutΛ(V ) =
r∏

i=1

GL(Wi) ⊂ GL(V ).

A direct computation then shows that

∆k := CGL(V )(Ck) =
r∏

i=1

GL(Vi) ⊂ GL(V )

where the embedding into GL(V ) comes from acting on the first factors of the tensor products
in (4.1). Note that ∆k ⊂ Lk, with GL(Vi) embedding in GL(Vi)

mi diagonally. One checks that
(Ck,∆k) is a decomposition type adapted to Λ.

A decomposition type for GLn over O adapted to Λ is just a version of this decomposition for the
O-module M phrased group-theoretically. We can specify a representation (of a group containing
Λ) on M compatible with the isotypic decomposition using the groups C and ∆, which are the
automorphisms of the weight spaces and irreducible constituents.

We also give some examples for the symplectic groups that are reminiscent of the “isotypic
decomposition with pairings” in [Boo19a, §6.1]. Fix the symmetric form so that

Sp2n =

{
M ∈ GL2n :M

(
0 In
−In 0

)
M t =

(
0 In
−In 0

)}
.
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For A ∈ GLn, we write A∗ for (At)−1. Notice that L =

{(
A 0
0 A∗

)
: A ∈ GLn

}
is a Levi sub-

group of Sp2n. Let Λ ⊂ L(k) be an L-irreducible subgroup. This gives a natural 2n-dimensional
representation of the form τ ⊕ τ∗ where τ is irreducible representation of Λ with dimension n.

Example 4.4. If τ and τ∗ are non-isomorphic Λ-representations, we have

Ck =

{(
aIn 0
0 a−1In

)
: a ∈ Gm

}
= Z(L)k, ∆k = Lk,

Example 4.5. Suppose τ ∼= τ∗. In this case, it is easy to see that there exists J ∈ GLn(k),
either symmetric or skew-symmetric, such that τJτ t = J . Let us suppose that p 6= 2 and J is
skew-symmetric (the other case is similar but occurs inside an orthogonal group). Conjugating τ

if necessary, we may assume that J =

(
0 In/2

−In/2 0

)
, so τ takes values in Spn(k). We then have

Ck =

{(
aIn 0
0 a−1In

)
: a ∈ Gm

}
∪

(
0 J
−J 0

){(
aIn 0
0 a−1In

)
: a ∈ Gm

}
,

∆k =

{(
A 0
0 A∗

)
: A ∈ Spn

}
.

Definition 4.6. Let (C,∆) be a decomposition type over O. We say p is good for (C,∆) if

(1) p is pretty good for G.
(2) Z(D(∆0))k is smooth.
(3) p does not divide #NGk

(∆k)/Ck∆k.

4.2. Basic Properties. As the group schemes constituting a decomposition type are weakly re-
ductive, we begin by recalling what we know about their centers and abelianizations.

Proposition 4.7. Let H be a weakly reductive group scheme over O.

(1) The center Z(H) and abelianization Hab both exist as group schemes of multiplicative type
over O.

(2) Hab is smooth.
(3) If Z(H) is smooth, then the natural map Z(H)0 → Hab,0 is an isogeny of tori. If Z(D(H0))

is smooth, then this map is smooth.

Proof. Combine Proposition 2.19, Proposition 2.27, and Proposition 2.30. �

Lemma 4.8. Let (C,∆) be a decomposition type over k. Then the quotient group scheme NG(C)/C∆ =
NG(∆)/C∆ is finite étale.

Proof. Note that the quotient is well-defined since CG(∆) = C and CG(C) = ∆. Since C and ∆ are
weakly reductive, the finiteness follows from Corollary 2.22. �

Lemma 4.9. Let (C,∆) be a decomposition type for G over O. Then for any O-algebra R,
NG(R)(C(R)) = NG(R)(∆(R)). Moreover, Z(C) = Z(∆).

Proof. This is basic group theory using Definition 4.1. For O-algebras R, if g ∈ G(R) normal-
izes C(R), then it normalizes ∆(R) = CG(R)(C(R)), so NG(R)(C(R)) ⊂ NG(R)(∆(R)), and hence
NG(R)(C(R)) = NG(R)(∆(R)) by symmetry. Note that for O-algebras R, Z(∆)(R) = ∆(R)∩C(R) =
Z(C)(R) by Definition 4.1. �

Lemma 4.10. If (C,∆) is a decomposition type adapted to Λ and let Λ be as in Proposition 4.12
then C∆(Λ) = Z(∆).

Proof. This is basic group theory using Definition 4.1: for O-algebras R we see that C∆(R)(Λ) =
CG(R)(Λ) ∩∆(R) = C(R) ∩∆(R) ⊂ Z(∆(R)) = Z(∆)(R). �
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We also record a few useful properties about CG(Λ) for later use, where Λ is a constant group
scheme whose order is invertible in O (equivalently, the order of Λ is prime to p). We know it is
O-smooth and weakly reductive by Corollary 3.7.

Lemma 4.11. If p is pretty good for G, then p is pretty good for CG(Λ).

Proof. It suffices to work over a field of characteristic p. By [Her13, Theorem 3.3], p is pretty good
if and only if the centralizer of every closed subgroup is smooth. Note (G,CG(Λ)) is a reductive
pair in the sense of [Her13, 2.7] since the Λ-isotypic decomposition of LieG is stable under CG(Λ).
Using [Her13, Lemma 3.6], if H is a closed subgroup of CG(Λ) such that CG(H) is smooth then
CCG(Λ)(H) is smooth as well. Since p is pretty good for G, CG(H) is always smooth, and therefore
CCG(Λ)(H) is always smooth. �

Proposition 4.12. Let (C,∆) and Λ be as in Definition 4.2. Suppose that O is a complete
DVR. Then there exists a subgroup Λ ⊂ G(O) reducing to Λ such that CG(Λ) = C (hence also
CG(CG(Λ)) = ∆).

Proof. Note that Λ ⊂ ∆(k). Since ∆ is O-smooth and O is complete, there is a subgroup Λ ⊂ ∆(O)
lifting Λ. We have CG(Λ) ⊃ CG(∆) = C, which is an equality on special fibers. Since C and CG(Λ)
are smooth O-group schemes of the same dimension, it follows that C0 = CG(Λ)

0: by the fibral
isomorphism criterion, it is enough to show that if k is an algebraically closed field and H ⊂ H ′

is a closed embedding of reduced connected k-schemes of the same dimension, then H = H ′. For
this, note that the natural map H → H ′ is dominant for dimension reasons, so it is surjective by
closedness. Being a surjective closed embedding with reduced target, we find H = H ′.

In view of the previous paragraph, there is a monomorphism π0C →֒ π0CG(Λ). Since π0Ck =
π0CG(Λ)k and both π0C and π0CG(Λ) are finite étale (by Corollary 3.7), it follows that π0C =
π0CG(Λ) and hence C = CG(Λ) by the five lemma. �

Proposition 4.13. Let (C,∆) be a decomposition type adapted to Λ. Suppose that p is pretty good
for G and Z(D(∆0))k is smooth. Then Z(∆) is smooth over O and the natural map Z(∆)0 → ∆ab,0

is a smooth isogeny of O-tori.

Proof. By hypothesis and Proposition 4.12 there is a group Λ ⊂ G(O) such that CG(Λ) = C.
To show the smoothness of Z(∆), first note that Z(∆) = Z(C) = Z(CG(Λ)) by Lemma 4.9. By
Proposition 2.19, the smoothness of Z(∆) would then follow from the smoothness of Z(CG(Λ)

0).
As Z(∆) is of multiplicative type and hence O-flat, it suffices to check smoothness on fibers. But
since p is pretty good for G, Lemma 4.11 and Remark 1.12 imply that Z(CG(Λ)

0) is smooth. Thus
Z(∆) is smooth. By Proposition 4.7(3) it follows that the natural map Z(∆)0 → ∆ab,0 is an isogeny
of O-tori. But Z(D(∆0))k is smooth by assumption, so the isogeny is smooth by loc. cit. �

Proposition 4.14. Let Λ be as in Definition 4.2. Suppose that p is pretty good for G. Then there
exists a decomposition type (C,∆) over O adapted to Λ.

Proof. Fix a lift Λ ⊂ G(O) of Λ such that the natural map Λ → Λ is an isomorphism. Let
C = CG(Λ) and let ∆ = CG(CG(Λ)). By Corollary 3.7, (C,∆) is a decomposition type over O
adapted to Λ. �

5. Clifford theory

This section proves a result about lifting and extending representations that is the analog of Part
2 of the argument for GLn sketched in Section 1.2.

5.1. Local Galois Groups. Fix a local field F with residue characteristic ℓ 6= p. Let the residue
field of F have size q, a power of ℓ.
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Lemma 5.1. The maximal tame extension of F has inertia group isomorphic to
∏

ℓ′ 6=ℓ Zℓ. The

Galois group of the maximal tame extension is a semi-direct product of the inertia group with Ẑ, with

Ẑ acting via the cyclotomic character. In particular, conjugation by the Frobenius is multiplication
by q on

∏
ℓ′ 6=ℓ Zℓ.

Proof. This is standard. �

Let ΓF be the absolute Galois group of F and let IF be the inertia group. Using Lemma 5.1, we
may fix a surjection IF → Zp with kernel ΛF .

Lemma 5.2. The group ΛF is normal in ΓF . The quotient ΓF/ΛF is isomorphic to Tq := Ẑ⋉Zp,

where conjugating by 1 ∈ Ẑ is multiplication by q on Zp.

Proof. This is also well-known. �

Lemma 5.3. The exact sequence

1→ ΛF → ΓF → ΓF/ΛF → 1

is topologically split, so ΓF is a semi-direct product.

Proof. This is basically [CHT08, 2.4.10]. �

For the rest of this paper, fix a preimage σ of a topological generator of Zp under the surjection
IF → Zp and a Frobenius φ satisfying

φσφ−1 = σq.

5.2. ν-Tame Extensions. Let O be the ring of integers in a p-adic field with residue field k and
∆ be as in Definition 4.1. Recall Proposition 4.7. We write Z for Z(∆) and write S for ∆ab, which
are both multiplicative groups. The natural morphism ν : ∆ → S restricts to an isogeny Z → S
(also denoted by ν). Let R be a complete local noetherian O-algebra with residue field k.

Definition 5.4. We say a homomorphism ρ : IF → ∆(R) is ν-tame if for any σ ∈ IF , (ν ◦ ρ)(σ) ∈
S(R) is of finite prime-to-p order.

We will prove the following:

Proposition 5.5. Given ∆ as above. Assume that ν : Z → S is smooth. Given a continuous
homomorphism τ : ΛF → ∆(R) such that:

(1) ker τ = ker τ (in particular, the image of τ is finite);
(2) τσ ∼= τ for any σ ∈ IF (i.e. the representations are conjugate by an element in ∆(k));
(3) C∆(R)(τ(ΛF )) = Z(R);

then τ admits a unique continuous, ν-tame extension to IF .

We first establish some useful lemmas. Recall that for a group scheme H over O, Ĥ(R) is the
kernel of the reduction map H(R)→ H(k).

Lemma 5.6. For any σ ∈ IF , τ
σ ∼= τ (i.e. they are conjugate by an element in ∆(R)).

Proof. Note that H1(ΛF , ad τ) = 0 since ΛF has pro-order prime to p and ad τ has order a power

of p. Therefore if τ ′ : ΛF → ∆(R) is another continuous lift of τ then τ ′ is ∆̂(R)-conjugate to τ .
(See [Til96, §3] for deformation theory in this level of generality.) By assumption for σ ∈ IF we
have τσ ∼= τ , i.e. τσ = ḡτ ḡ−1 for some ḡ ∈ ∆(k). As ∆ is O-smooth, there exists a lift g ∈ ∆(R)

of ḡ. Now both τσ and gτg−1 reduce to τσ and hence they are ∆̂(R)-conjugate. Thus τσ ∼= τ . �

Lemma 5.7. If H is a smooth group scheme over O, then Ĥ(R) = Ĥ0(R) for any O-algebra R.

Proof. If an R-point reduces to the identity, it lies in the identity component of H. �
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Lemma 5.8. The group S(R) is the product of Ŝ(R) and a finite group whose order is prime to p.

Proof. Recall that S is smooth multiplicative by Proposition 4.7. In particular, S(k) has order
prime to p. Consider the exact sequence of groups

1→ Ŝ(R)→ S(R)→ S(k)→ 1.

Lemma 5.7 implies that Ŝ(R) = Ŝ0(R), the latter is pro-p. Then since S is commutative, S(R) is

the product of the pro-p group Ŝ0(R) and the Teichmuller lifts of elements in S(k). �

Lemma 5.9. The map ν : Ẑ(R)→ Ŝ(R) is an isomorphism.

Proof. By the completeness of R, it suffices to prove the following: suppose A is a local Artinian
O-algebra and I ⊂ A is a nilpotent ideal, let z ∈ Z(A/I) and s ∈ S(A/I) such that ν(z) = s,
then for any s̃ ∈ S(A) mapping to s ∈ S(A/I), there exists a unique element z̃ ∈ Z(A) mapping
to z ∈ Z(A/I) such that ν(z̃) = s̃. By assumption ν : Z → S is a smooth isogeny of multiplicative
groups, in particular it is étale, so the above follows immediately from the infinitesimal criterion
for étale morphisms. �

Proof of Proposition 5.5. A continuous extension of τ to IF is determined by its value on σ, a chosen
topological generator of the Zp-part of the tame inertia. By Lemma 5.6, there is an A ∈ ∆(R) such
that for g ∈ ΛF

τσ(g) = τ(σgσ−1) = Aτ(g)A−1.

As τ is continuous it factors through a finite quotient, so there is a power pb such that τσ
pb

= τ as
σ has pro-p order.

Since ker τ = ker τ , we see that for all g ∈ ΛF

Apbτ(g)A−pb = τσ
pb

(g) = τ(g).

It follows that Apb ∈ C∆(R)(τ(ΛF )), which equals Z(R) by assumption. As k is perfect and Z is
multiplicative, the p-th power map is an automorphism of Z(k). We can then modify A by a lift

of an appropriate element of Z(k) so that Apb reduces to the identity. By Lemma 5.8 and (the

surjectivity part of) Lemma 5.9 we can further multiply A by an element in Ẑ(R) so that ν(A)
has finite prime-to-p order. We can now obtain a continuous, ν-tame extension τ : IF → ∆(R) by
sending σ to A.

It remains to show this extension is unique. Suppose another (continuous and ν-tame) extension
sends σ to B ∈ ∆(R). Note that BA−1 commutes with τ(ΛF ) so z := BA−1 ∈ Z(R). By continuity,

there is a power pb such that Apb and Bpb reduce to the identity in ∆(k), and hence zp
b
does as

well. Hence z reduces to the identity as the p-th power map is an automorphism of Z(k). Since
both extensions are ν-tame, we see that ν(z) has finite order relatively prime to p. Since ν(z) also

reduces to the identity, we see that ν(z) = 1. By Lemma 5.9, ν : Ẑ(R) → Ŝ(R) is injective, we
conclude that z = 1 and hence the extensions are the same. �

Remark 5.10. We call this step in the argument “Clifford theory” as the analogous step for
GLn [CHT08, Lemma 2.4.11] makes use of ideas from Clifford theory (see [CR81, §11]).

6. Lifts and Minimally Ramified Deformations

As before, let F be a local field of residue characteristic ℓ 6= p and G be a weakly reductive group
scheme over a p-adic ring of integers O with residue field k.
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6.1. Lifting Residual Representations. Recall the terminology for decomposition types from
Definitions 4.1 and 4.2. We will prove the following theorem over the course of this subsection.

Theorem 6.1. Let ρ : ΓF → G(k) be a continuous homomorphism. Suppose there exists a de-
composition type (C,∆) over O adapted to ρ(ΛF ). Suppose that p is good for the decomposition
type (C,∆). Then there exists a continuous homomorphism ρ : ΓF → G(O) that lifts ρ such that
CG(ρ(IF )) is O-smooth.

Remark 6.2. The proof will also show that ρ(ΛF ) ⊂ ∆(O) and give some control over the “inertial
type” of the lift. We remark that theO-smoothness of CG(ρ(IF )) is crucial for identifying a formally
smooth component of the deformation ring, see Theorem 6.16. In the course of the proof, we will
construct “many” lifts parameterized by an element z ∈ C0(O). This is not strictly necessary
for the proof, and in fact, one can take z to be the identity element throughout this subsection.
However, we use this z to build flexibility into our argument and allow inertial types that are not
minimally ramified, which correspond to other components of the deformation ring.

Set τ := ρ|ΛF
. As the decomposition type is adapted to ρ(ΛF ), by Proposition 4.12 there exists

Λ ⊂ ∆(O) lifting Λ such that CG(Λ) = C and ∆ = CG(C). As the pro-order of ΛF is prime to p
there is also a lift τ : ΛF → ∆(O) of ρ|ΛF

with ker(τ) = ker(ρ|ΛF
). Thus we have

(6.1) Λ = τ(ΛF ) and Λ = τ(ΛF ).

Lemma 6.3. The order of π0CG(Λ) is prime to p.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 3.7. �

Lemma 6.4. We have that NG(Λ) ⊂ NG(∆).

Proof. Any point of NG(Λ) normalizes Λ and hence normalizes CG(Λ) and therefore normalizes
CG(CG(Λ)) = ∆. �

As in Section 5.1, fix a preimage σ of a topological generator of Zp under the surjection IF → Zp

and a Frobenius φ satisfying
φσφ−1 = σq

where q is the size of the residue field of F (a power of ℓ). As σ and φ normalize ΛF , ρ(σ) and
ρ(φ) belong to NG(k)(Λ). Then Lemma 6.4 shows that ρ(σ) and ρ(φ) are contained in N (k) :=
NG(k)(∆(k)). As IF /ΛF is pro-p and p does not divide the index of ∆(k)C(k) in N (k) as p is good
for the decomposition type, it follows that ρ(σ) ∈ ∆(k) · C(k).

Recall the morphism ν : ∆→ ∆ab and the notion of ν-tameness from Definition 5.4.

Proposition 6.5. There is a continuous, ν-tame extension of τ to a homomorphism

τ : IF → ∆(O).

We use τ and τ to denote the extensions as well as the functions originally defined on ΛF .

Proof. We will apply Proposition 5.5 with R = O. First, since p is good for the decomposition
type, Proposition 4.13 implies that ν : Z(∆)0 → ∆ab,0 is smooth. It remains to check the three
hypotheses. The first is built into the construction of τ . Since ρ(σ) ∈ ∆(k) · C(k) and ∆ and C

commute, it follows that τσ = ρ(σ)τ ρ(σ)−1 and τ are isomorphic as ∆(k)-valued representations,
whence the second condition. Lemma 4.10 gives the third condition. �

Corollary 6.6. We have τφ = ρ(φ) · τ · ρ(φ)−1 on IF .

Proof. Since ρ(φ) ∈ NG(k)(∆(k)), this is a consequence of the uniqueness part of Proposition 5.5. �

We next analyze ρ as a combination of τ (valued in ∆) and a representation valued in C0.

Proposition 6.7. Continuing the standing assumptions:
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(1) There is a continuous homomorphism ω : IF/ΛF → C0(k) such that

ρ|IF = τ · ω = ω · τ .

(2) The element ω(σ) is unipotent, and there exists a pure fiberwise unipotent u ∈ C0(O) lifting
ω(σ).

(3) For any element z ∈ C0(O) which reduces to the identity in C0(k) and commutes with u,
define a homomorphism ωz : IF /ΛF → C0(O) sending σ to zu. The function τ · ωz : IF →
∆(O)C0(O) ⊂ G(O) is a continuous homomorphism lifting ρ|IF .

(At a first reading, it is fine to take z to be the identity.)

Proof. We define ω := τ−1 · ρ|IF . For any g ∈ IF and for any h ∈ ΛF ,

ω(g)ρ(h)ω(g)−1 = τ(g−1)ρ(ghg−1)τ(g) = τ(g−1)τ(ghg−1)τ(g) = τ(h) = ρ(h),

where the second equality holds because ghg−1 ∈ ΛF and ρ|ΛF
= τ |ΛF

. Thus ω is valued in

CGk
(Λ)(k). Since IF/ΛF is pro-p and π0CGk

(Λ) has order prime to p by Lemma 6.3, ω is valued

in CG(Λ)
0(k) = C0(k), with the equality following from Definition 4.2.

Moreover, for any g, h ∈ IF we see that

ω(gh) = τ(gh)−1ρ(gh) = τ(h)−1τ(g)−1ρ(g)ρ(h) = τ(g)−1ρ(g)τ (h)−1ρ(h) = ω(g)ω(h),

where the third equality uses that τ(g)−1ρ(g) = ω(g) ∈ CGk
(Λ)(k) = C(k) commutes with τ(h)−1 ∈

∆(k) (Definition 4.1). So ω is a group homomorphism. It is continuous because both ρ|IF and τ
are continuous.

Second, we show that ω(σ) is unipotent. This element decomposes as a commuting product of
semisimple and unipotent elements of C0(k). The order of a semisimple element in C0(k) is prime
to p, while by continuity there is an r ≥ 0 such that σp

r
∈ kerω. Thus ω(σ) is unipotent. By

Lemma 3.14 there exists a pure unipotent in C0(O) lifting ρ(σ).
For the last statement, note that ωz is continuous as the image of a topological generator of

IF /ΛF ≃ Zp reduces to a unipotent element. The function τ · ωz is a homomorphism as ∆ and C0

commute. �

Definition 6.8. For z as above, define θz : IF → ∆(O)C0(O) to be the product τ · ωz.

Note that θ̄φz = ρφ|IF = ρ(φ) · θ̄z · ρ(φ)
−1. Corollary 6.6 implies that ωφ = ρ(φ) ·ω · ρ(φ)−1, hence

using the structure of ΓF/ΛF from Lemma 5.2 that

(6.2) ω(σ)q = ρ(φ)ω(σ)ρ(φ)−1.

Lemma 6.9. Continuing the standing assumptions, there exists n ∈ G(O) lifting ρ(φ) such that

(1) τφ = nτn−1 on IF and
(2) uq = nun−1.

Proof. There exists an element n ∈ G(O) lifting ρ(φ) as G is O-smooth. Since the mod-p reductions
of τφ and nτn−1 agree on ΛF and ΛF is prime to p, we may and do multiply n by an element in

Ĝ(O) so that τφ = nτn−1 on ΛF . In particular, using Lemma 6.4 we see that n ∈ NG(O)(Λ) ⊂
NG(O)(∆(O)).

Since τ is ν-tame, so is τφ. On the other hand, Adn : ∆O → ∆O induces an automorphism
A : ∆ab

O → ∆ab
O with ν ◦Ad n = A ◦ ν by natural properties of the abelianization map ν : ∆→ ∆ab.

So for any σ ∈ IF , ν(n · τ(σ) · n
−1) = A(ν(τ(σ))) has finite prime to p order. Therefore nτn−1 is

ν-tame, and the uniqueness part of Proposition 5.5 then implies that τφ = nτn−1 on IF .
Note that u is pure by construction, and Lemma 3.18 implies that uq is pure. Furthermore,

nun−1 ∈ C0(O) is also pure. Now (6.2) shows that uq and nun−1 agree in the special fiber. Recall
that p is pretty good for G, so Lemma 4.11 implies that p is pretty good for C = CG(Λ). Hence
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we can apply [Cot22a, Theorem 5.11] to conclude that uq and nun−1 are C0(O)-conjugate, i.e.
cnun−1c−1 = uq for some c ∈ C0(O).

We claim that we may choose c so that it reduces to the identity. We know that the reduction of
c centralizes uq = ρ(φ)uρ(φ)−1. As the centralizer CC(u

q) is smooth by Theorem 3.10 (recall that
C is weakly reductive and uq is pure fiberwise unipotent), we may modify c so that it reduces to
the identity. Making this choice, it is clear that cn reduces to ρ(φ) and that uq = (cn)u(cn)−1. As
τφ = nτn−1 takes values in ∆ and the groups ∆ and C commute, we have τφ = cnτn−1c−1 on IF
as desired. �

We now have the necessary ingredients to complete the proof.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Given ρ : ΓF → G(k), construct θz : IF → G(O) lifting ρ|IF as in Proposi-
tion 6.7, depending on the choice of pure fiberwise unipotent u ∈ C0(O) lifting ω(σ) and choice of
z. Then Lemma 6.9 gives an element n ∈ G(O) lifting ρ(φ) such that τφ = nτn−1 on IF and such
that uq = nun−1.

We now fix a choice of z ∈ C0(O) so that:

• z reduces to the identity in C0(k);
• z commutes with u;
• nzn−1 = zq.

(For example, we may take z = 1.) We define the lift ρ : ΓF → G(O) to be θz on IF and by setting
ρ(φ) = n. Note that

ωφ
z (σ) = ωz(σ

q) = (zu)q = zquq.

Then ρ is a homomorphism as

ρ(φ)θz(σ)ρ(φ)
−1 = nτ(σ)n−1nzun−1 = τφ(σ)ωφ

z (σ) = θφz (σ)

where the penultimate step uses that nun−1 = uq and that nzn−1 = zq. It is continuous as θz is
continuous and ρ(φ) = n̄ has finite order.

Finally, Lemma 6.11 implies that if moreover z ∈ Z(C)(O) then the centralizer of the inertia is
O-smooth. �

Example 6.10. Taking z = 1 is simplest, and gives a minimally ramified lift. Other choices of
z give lifts with different inertial types, which are of interest but are not the focus of the present
work. We will just give an example.

After fixing the choice of τ , the restriction of ρ to IF depends on u and z. Let V = spanO{e1, e2, e3, e4}
and C be the Levi preserving the grading V = span{e1, e2}⊕span{e3, e4}; observe V ≃ GL2×GL2 ⊂
GL4. Suppose u is the unipotent such that

u(e1) = e1, u(e2) = e1 + e2, u(e3) = e3, u(e4) = e3 + e4.

One possible case is that ρ(φ) and hence n swap span{e1, e2} and span{e3, e4}. In that case, for
any pa-th root of unity ζ ∈ O where pa|(q − 1), we can take the scalar matrix z = ζI4. It is clear
that ζ reduces to the identity in k, that n and u commute with z, and that zq = z. In this case,
the centralizer of ρ(IF ) equals CC(u) and is O-smooth.

Lemma 6.11. Under the standing assumptions, if z ∈ Z(C)(O) and satisfies the conditions on z
in the proof of Theorem 6.1 then CG(θz(IF )) = CC(ωz(σ)) is O-smooth.

Proof. Note that θz(IF ) is generated by θz(ΛF ) = τ(ΛF ) and θz(σ) = τ(σ)ωz(σ). For any O-algebra
R, we have

CG(R)(θz(IF )) = CG(R)(τ(ΛF )) ∩ CG(R)(θz(σ)) = C(R) ∩ CG(R)(θz(σ)).

Now an element of C(R) commutes with θz(σ) = τ(σ)ωz(σ) if and only if it commutes with ωz(σ)
since τ(σ) ∈ ∆(O) and ∆ commutes with C, and hence CG(R)(θz(IF )) = CC(R)(ωz(σ)). When z
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is central in C, we see that CC(R)(ωz(σ)) = CC(R)(u). Thus the smoothness follows from Theorem
3.10 (recall that C is weakly reductive and u is pure fiberwise unipotent). �

Remark 6.12. If z is not central in C, the centralizer need not be smooth. In particular, the
dimension of the centralizer of the semisimple part of ωz(σ) = zu is not locally constant as would
be needed to apply [Cot22a, Theorem 1.1] (since z reduces to the identity). See [Cot22a, Remark
5.5] for some examples of the failure of flatness for centralizers of pure sections.

6.2. The Minimally Ramified Deformation Condition. We now fix a residual representation
ρ : ΓF → G(k). For a continuous homomorphism θ : IF → G(O) lifting ρ|IF , let θR denote the

composition IF → G(O)→ G(R) for an O-algebra R. Recall that ĈO is the category of coefficient
O-algebras (complete local Noetherian rings with residue field k, with morphisms local homomor-
phisms inducing the identity map on k and with the structure morphism a map of coefficient
rings). For the rest of this subsection, we suppose there exists a decomposition type (C,∆) over O
adapted to ρ(ΛF ) and that p is good for (C,∆). By the paragraph below Remark 6.2, there is a
lift τ : ΛF → ∆(O) of ρ|ΛF

such that CG(τ(ΛF )) = C. Moreover, τ extends to a homomorphism
τ : IF → ∆(O) by Proposition 6.5. We fix this homomorphism throughout this subsection.

Lemma 6.13. Let θ : IF → G(O) be a continuous homomorphism lifting ρ|IF . Then there exists

g ∈ Ĝ(O) and ω : IF/ΛF → C(O) such that θg = τ ·ω. Moreover, ω is unique up to C(O)-conjugacy.

Proof. Since both θ|ΛF
and τ |ΛF

lift ρ|ΛF
, they are Ĝ(O)-conjugate. So after conjugating, we

may assume that θ|ΛF
= τ |ΛF

. An argument similar to the first part of the proof of Proposition

6.7 then gives the first statement. For the second part, suppose θg = τ · ω and θg
′

= τ · ω′

for ω, ω′ : IF/ΛF → C(O). Restricting to ΛF , we see that g−1g′ centralizes τ(ΛF ), and hence

c := g−1g′ ∈ C(O). So θg
′

= θgc = τ c · ωc = τ · ωc, and hence ω′ = ωc. �

Corollary 6.14. There is a unique Ĝ(O)-conjugacy class of lifts θ : IF → G(O) of ρ|IF such that
the associated homomorphism ω satisfies that ω(σ) is a pure unipotent element in C0(O). Moreover,
θ extends to a continuous homomorphism ΓF → G(O).

Proof. The existence follows from Section 6.1 (taking z = 1), which also shows that θ extends to
ΓF . For uniqueness, by Lemma 6.13 it suffices to show that if u and u′ are pure unipotents in
C0(O) lifting ω(σ) ∈ C0(k) then they are C0(O)-conjugate. Recall that p is pretty good for G, so
Lemma 4.11 implies that p is pretty good for C = CG(τ(ΛF )). Since u and u′ agree on the special
fiber, [Cot22a, Theorem 5.11] implies that u and u′ are C0(O)-conjugate. �

Definition 6.15. Let θ : IF → G(O) be a continuous homomorphism lifting ρ|IF . Let Lift
θ
ρ : ĈO →

Sets be the functor whose set of R-points Liftθρ(R) is given by lifts ρ : ΓF → G(R) of ρ such that

there exists g ∈ Ĝ(R) such that ρg|IF = θR.
Let Liftm.r.

ρ be this functor when θ is a homomorphism as in Corollary 6.14. We call this the
minimally ramified lifting condition for ρ.

We will use the notions of lifting conditions and deformation conditions for Galois representa-
tions which are reviewed in [Boo19a, Definition 2.3], in particular the notion of liftability and its
connection with formal smoothness of the representing object.

Theorem 6.16. Let θ : IF → G(O) be a continuous homomorphism lifting ρ|IF . Suppose that

CG(θ(IF )) is O-smooth and θ extends to a continuous homomorphism ρ0 : ΓF → G(O). Then Liftθρ
is a well-defined lifting condition. Moreover, it is liftable and the tangent space to the corresponding
deformation functor Defθρ has dimension dimk H

0(ΓF , ρ(g)).

Proof. The functor Liftθρ is obviously closed under strict equivalence. The key to checking the
second condition of [Boo19a, Definition 2.3] is that CG(θ(IF )) is O-smooth. In particular, suppose
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we have a Cartesian diagram in ĈO

R1 ×R0 R2
//

��

R2

��

R1
// R0

and ρ1 ∈ Liftθρ(R1) and ρ2 ∈ Liftθρ(R2) with common image in Liftθρ(R0). There exists g1 ∈ Ĝ(R1)

and g2 ∈ Ĝ(R2) such that g1ρ1|IF g
−1
1 = θR1 and g2ρ2|IF g

−1
2 = θR2 . Looking at the images in

R0, we conclude that g1g
−1
2 ∈ CG(R0)(θ(IF )). Since CG(θ(IF )) is O-smooth, there exists a lift

x ∈ CG(R1)(θ(IF )). Then the element (xg1, g2) ∈ G(R1 ×R0 R2) conjugates (ρ1, ρ2) to (θR1 , θR2) so

(ρ1, ρ2) ∈ Liftθρ(R1 ×R0 R2) as desired.

To check smoothness, let R → S be a small morphism in ĈO, and let ρS ∈ Liftθρ(S). We need

to show that there exists ρR ∈ Liftθρ(R) mapping to ρS under the morphism R → S. Since G is

O-smooth, we may assume that ρS |IF = θS by G(S)-conjugation. Since θφ = ρ0(φ)θρ0(φ)
−1 and

θφS = ρS(φ)θSρS(φ)
−1, ρ0(φ)

−1ρS(φ) centralizes θS(IF ). Using the O-smoothness of CG(θ(IF )), we
obtain an element c ∈ CG(R)(θ(IF )) lifting ρ0(φ)

−1ρS(φ). Then ρ0(φ)c lifts ρS(φ) and on IF

(ρ0(φ)c)θR(ρ0(φ)c)
−1 = ρ0(φ)(ρ0|IF )ρ0(φ)

−1 = θφR.

Define ρR : ΓF → G(R) by ρR|IF = θR and ρR(φ) = ρ0(φ)c, and observe that ρR ∈ Liftθρ(R) and
that it maps to ρS .

Notice that the tangent space to Defθρ equals ker(H1(ΓF , ρ(g)) → H1(IF , ρ(g)). The last claim

then follows from inflation-restriction and the fact that dimH1(ΓF /IF , ρ(g)
IF ) = dimH0(ΓF , ρ(g))

[Was97, Lemma 1]. �

Corollary 6.17. Let ρ : ΓF → G(k) be a continuous homomorphism. Suppose there exists a
decomposition type (C,∆) over O adapted to ρ(ΛF ), and that p is good for (C,∆). Then Liftm.r.

ρ is
a formally smooth lifting condition. Moreover, the corresponding deformation condition Defm.r.

ρ has

dimension dimk H
0(ΓF , ρ(g)). Equivalently, Spf Rm.r.,�

ρ is O-formally smooth of relative dimension
dimkGk.

Proof. Construct a lift ρ as in Section 6.1 with z = 1, and observe that CG(θ(IF )) is O-smooth

by Lemma 6.11. Applying Theorem 6.16 with θ = ρ|IF , we obtain that Liftθρ is formally smooth.

Note that θ satisfies Corollary 6.14 by construction (since z = 1 in Proposition 6.7), and so Liftθρ =
Liftm.r.

ρ . Finally, note that adding a framing increases the relative dimension by dimkGk minus the

dimension of the automorphisms compatible with the ΓF -action, dimkH
0(ΓF , ρ(g)). �

Remark 6.18. Let νR : G→ Gab = G/D(G) be the quotient map (see Proposition 2.27). We could
also formulate a variant of the deformation condition where the morphism νR ◦ ρR : ΓF → G(R)→
Gab(R) is a fixed lift of νk ◦ρ. This generalizes adding the requirement that the determinant of the
lift be fixed when G = GLn.

Remark 6.19. The deformation conditions Defθρ where θ has different inertial types should be of
interest when investigating ℓ 6= p versions of the Breuil-Mézard conjecture. Lifts where CG(θ(IF ))
is O-smooth give formally smooth components of the lifting ring Spf R�

ρ . For example, we may
take θ = θz for z 6= 1 as in Lemma 6.11.

We can now prove our main theorem from the introduction. Recall that G is a weakly reductive
group defined over O.

Theorem 6.20. Let ρ : ΓF → G(k) be a continuous homomorphism. Suppose that p is large
enough relative to the root datum of G (the bound can be made effective). Then Liftm.r.

ρ is a
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formally smooth lifting condition. Moreover, the corresponding deformation condition Defm.r.
ρ has

dimension dimk H
0(ΓF , ρ(g)). Equivalently, Spf Rm.r.,�

ρ is O-formally smooth of relative dimension
dimkGk.

Proof. By Proposition 4.14, if p is pretty good for G, then there exists a decomposition type (C,∆)
over O adapted to Λ := ρ(ΛF ). We need to ensure that p is good for (C,∆) in the sense of
Definition 4.6. Condition (1) is trivially satisfied. If p > rankD(G0) + 1, condition (2) follows as
well. In fact, for any connected semisimple group H and any prime p dividing the order of Z(H),
p ≤ rankH + 1. To check this, we may assume that H is simply-connected, and hence it is a
direct product of simple, simply-connected groups, in which case the claim follows from a simple
case-checking. It remains to consider Definition 4.6, (3). By Proposition 2.24, this will hold if
p ∤ |WG| and p > |π0Ck| = |π0CGk

(Λ)|. Theorem A.10 gives a bound for the last quantity which
depends only on G. The theorem now follows from Corollary 6.17. �

Remark 6.21. By the proof of the above theorem, the condition that p is large enough relative to
the root datum of G is equivalent to the following:

• p is pretty good for G in the sense of Definition 1.11.
• p > rankD(G0) + 1.
• p does not divide the order of WG.
• p is larger than the constant in Theorem A.10.

As an example, for the exceptional group of type G2, the lower bound for p is 72, see Example A.5.

Remark 6.22. Note that the last bulleted point in Remark 6.21 is needed to ensure Definition 4.6,
(3) for the decomposition type (C,∆) adapted to the residual representation ρ. This in turn implies
that ρ(IF ) ⊂ C(k)∆(k), which is the starting point of the argument in Section 6.1. Currently we
do not know how to construct lifts of ρ without this condition.

Remark 6.23. A variant of the arguments in this section can be used to show the following mild
strengthening of Theorem 6.20. Maintain all of the assumptions on F , O, G, and so on. Let W
be the Weil group of F , and let W 0 be the “discretized version” from [DHKM20], obtained by
choosing a topological generator of tame intertia. Let HW be the moduli space HomO-gp(W

0, G),
which is representable by [DHKM20]. Moreover, [DHKM20, Theorem 1.5] shows that the p-adic
formal completion of HW represents the functor on p-adically complete (and separated) O-algebras
given by

R 7→ Homcts(W,G(R)).

There is a similar functor HΛ, obtained from HW by replacing W by ΛF . Attached to HΛ are the
universal centralizer C and the universal double centralizer ∆.

For any continuous f : W → G(R) as above, the restriction fIF factors uniquely as f = τ ·ω, where
τ : IF → ∆(R) is the unique tame extension of f |ΛF

(which exists by a variant of Proposition 5.5)
and ω : IF /ΛF → C(R) is a homomorphism. Let H

pure
W be the subfunctor of HW with H

pure
W (R)

consisting of those f as above such that ω(σ) is pure fiberwise unipotent, where σ is a generator
of the pro-p part of IF . (If R is not reduced, “pure fiberwise unipotent” should be interpreted to
mean that f(σ) is fppf-locally on R conjugate to a pure fiberwise unipotent section of G(O′), for
some finite extension O′ of O.)

The arguments of this section can be used to show that H
pure
W is formally smooth and the

inclusion map H
pure
W →HW gives a stratification of HW into smooth pieces, each of which is open

in an irreducible component of HW (for dimension reasons coming from Theorem 6.20).

Appendix A. Some group theory

The following Theorem is due to Liebeck [Lie22], which originated in an email correspondence
between the third author (S.T.) and Martin Liebeck. S.T. would like to thank Martin Liebeck for
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his interest in our question and for answering it, which allows us to obtain an effective lower bound
for p in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem A.1. Let G be a connected semisimple group over an algebraically closed field k and let H
be a G-irreducible subgroup. Then there is a constant c ≤ 197 such that #CG(H) ≤ crankG#Z(G).

By [Lie22], the constant c is at most 16 if all the simple factors of G are classical, and [Lie22,
Lemma 2.5] gives precise bounds for c when G is of exceptional type.

Corollary A.2. Let G be a connected reductive group over an algebraically closed field k and let

H be a G-irreducible subgroup. Then #π0CG(H) ≤ crankGad
#π0Z(G).

Proof. Consider the exact sequence

1→ Z(G)→ CG(H)→ CGad(H)

where H ⊂ Gad is the image of H under the natural map G→ Gad. Note that H is Gad-irreducible,

so Theorem A.1 implies that #CGad(H) ≤ crankGad
. On the other hand, since H is G-irreducible,

CG(H)0 = Z(G)0, so the above exact sequence implies that π0CG(H)/π0Z(G) injects into CGad(H).

Therefore, #π0CG(H) ≤ #π0Z(G)c
rankGad

. �

Lemma A.3. Let H be a closed, completely reducible subgroup of G. Choose a maximal torus S
of K := CG(H)0 and let L = CG(S). Denote by W (G,L) (resp. W (K,S)) the quotient NG(L)/L
(resp. NK(S)/S); the latter can be naturally identified as a subgroup of the former. Then there is
a canonical injection

NG(H)/NL(H) ·K →֒ NW (G,L)(W (K,S))/W (K,S).

Proof. Observe that Z0
L = S, which implies NG(L) = NG(S). So NG(L)/L = NG(S)/CG(S)

contains NK(S)/CK(S) = NK(S)/S as a subgroup. Any n ∈ NG(H) normalizes K = CG(H)0, so
Sn is another maximal tori of K. By the conjugacy of maximal tori, there is an element c ∈ K such
that (Sn)c = S, i.e. nc ∈ NG(S) = NG(L). For any element w ∈ NG(L), denote by w̄ its image in
W (G,L). Define a map

ϕ : NG(H)→ NW (G,L)(W (K,S))/W (K,S)

by ϕ(n) = ncW (K,S). First note that n 7→ ncW (K,S) is a well-defined map from NG(H) to
the quotient set W (G,L)/W (K,S), and that nc normalizes NK(S), which implies nc normal-
izes W (K,S). It follows that ϕ defined above is a well-defined map. We check that ϕ is a
group homomorphism. Let n1, n2 ∈ NG(H) with c1, c2 ∈ K such that n1c1, n2c2 both normal-
ize S. So ϕ(ni) = niciW (K,S) for i = 1, 2. On the other hand, the product (n1c1)(n2c2) nor-
malizes S and we have (n1c1)(n2c2) = (n1n2)(n

−1
2 c1n2)c2 with (n−1

2 c1n2)c2 ∈ K, so ϕ(n1n2) =

(n1n2)(n
−1
2 c1n2)c2W (K,S) = (n1c1)(n2c2)W (K,S) = n1c1W (K,S)n2c2W (K,S) = ϕ(n1)ϕ(n2).

We now compute kerϕ. It consists of n ∈ NG(H) for which nc ∈ W (K,S) = NK(S)/S =
NK(S)/CK(S) = NK(S)/NK(S) ∩ CG(S) = NK(S) · L/L for some c ∈ K. So nc ∈ NK(S) · L,
which implies n ∈ K ·L. As n normalizes H andK commutes withH, it follows that n ∈ K ·NL(H).

On the other hand, if n = b · c ∈ NL(H) ·K, then ϕ(n) = nc−1W (K,S) = bW (K,S) = W (K,S),
where the first equality holds since Sb = S (b ∈ L = CG(S)), and the last equality holds since
b ∈ NL(H) ⊂ L and hence b = 1 ∈ W (G,L). Thus, kerϕ = K · NL(H) = NL(H) · K (the last
equality holds since NL(H) normalizes K = CG(H)0). �

Theorem A.4. Let G be a connected reductive group over an algebraically closed field k and let H
be a G-completely reducible subgroup. Then the size of π0CG(H) is bounded by

cG := #WG · sup
L⊂G

{
crankL

ad
·#π0Z(L)

}

where L runs over the finitely many conjugacy classes of Levi subgroups of G.
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Proof. Let L be as in Lemma A.3. Note that H is an irreducible subgroup of L. There is a natural
surjection from π0(CG(H)) to CG(H)/CL(H) ·CG(H)0, the latter injects into the group on the left
side of the inclusion in Lemma A.3, and the kernel is a quotient of π0CL(H). The theorem now
follows from Corollary A.2 and Lemma A.3. �

Example A.5. The constant cG is a very crude bound, which can be made much smaller for specific
G by going through the proof of Theorem A.4. For example, for G the exceptional group of type G2,
if H is not G-ir, then the minimal Levi containing H (unique up to conjugacy) is either a maximal
torus or isomorphic to GL2, and π0CG(H) injects into the group on the left side of the inclusion
in Lemma A.3, so #π0CG(H) ≤ WG = 12. Now if H is G-ir, then π0CG(H) ≤ 8.52 = 72.25 by
Theorem A.1 and [Lie22, Lemma 2.5]. Thus, the bound cG can be improved to 72 in this case.
As another (trivial) example, for G = GLn, the centralizer of a completely reducible subgroup is
isomorphic to a product of general linear groups by Schur’s lemma, and hence the component group
is always trivial.

For the remaining of this section, we will generalize Theorem A.4 to non-connected reductive
groups in the case that H is solvable. In what follows, we make no attempt in optimizing the
bounds for the component groups.

Lemma A.6. Let f : G′ → G be a central isogeny of connected reductive groups over an algebraically
closed field k, and let λ′ and λ be compatible automorphisms of G′ and G, respectively. Then
#π0CG(λ) ≤ #π0CG′(λ′) ·#ker f .

Proof. Note that there is an exact sequence

1→ CG′(λ′)→ f−1(CG(λ))→ ker f

where the rightmost map is x 7→ λ′(x)x−1. The component group of f−1(CG(λ)) is thus an extension
of a subgroup of (ker f)red by a quotient of the component group of CG′(λ′).

Moreover, there is an obvious exact sequence

1→ ker f → f−1(CG(λ))→ CG(λ)→ 1

Thus the component group of CG(λ) is a quotient of the component group of f−1(CG(λ)). The
lemma follows. �

Lemma A.7. Let T be a split torus and let λ be an automorphism of T of order n. Then #π0CT (λ)
divides ndimT .

Proof. This follows immediately from [DM18, Lemma 1.2(1)]. �

Lemma A.8. Let G be a connected reductive group over an algebraically closed field k. Let λ be a
semisimple automorphism of G of order n. Then #π0CG(λ) ≤ 4rankD(G) · ndimZ(G).

Proof. By a theorem of Steinberg, if G is semisimple, then π0CG(λ) can be identified with a
subgroup of π1(G). Moreover, #π1(G) ≤ 2rankG (realized by G = (PGL2)

rankG). Now we suppose
that G = T ×H for a torus T and a semisimple group H. Then λ induces acts on T and H. By
the above, #π0CH(λ) ≤ 2rankH = 2rankD(G). By Lemma A.7, #π0CT (λ) ≤ ndimT = ndimZ(G). So

#π0CG(λ) ≤ 2rankD(G) · ndimZ(G).
For the general case, note the canonical isogeny Z(G)0 × D(G)→ G, whose kernel is contained

in Z(D(G)). By Lemma A.6 and the above, it follows that

#π0CG(λ) ≤ 2rankD(G) · ndimZ(G) ·#Z(D(G)).

Finally, note that ifH is semisimple, then #Z(H) ≤ #Z(Hsc) = #π1H
ad ≤ 2rankH . So #Z(D(G)) ≤

2rankD(G). The lemma follows. �
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Lemma A.9. Let H be a (possibly nonconnected) reductive group over an algebraically closed field
k. Let F be a solvable finite group with prime-to-p order acting on H. Then the size of π0CH(F )
is bounded by a constant depending only on rankH0, #π0H and #F .

Proof. This will follow from the preceding lemma and induction. First note the exact sequence

1→ CH0(F )→ CH(F )→ π0(H)

and that CH0(F )0 = CH(F )0. It follows that #π0CH(F ) ≤ #π0H ·#π0CH0(F ).
Since F is solvable, there is a composition series

F = F0 ⊃ F1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ Fn = {1}

such that Fi+1 is normal in Fi and Fi/Fi+1 is cyclic. Since Fi+1 is normal in Fi, Fi acts on CH(Fi+1),
and in fact CH(Fi) = CCH (Fi+1)(Fi) = CCH (Fi+1)(Fi/Fi+1). So

#π0CH(Fi) ≤ #π0CH(Fi+1) ·#π0CCH (Fi+1)0(Fi/Fi+1)

and hence

#π0CH(F ) ≤
∏

0≤i<n

#π0CCH (Fi+1)0(Fi/Fi+1) ·#π0H.

We now conclude by applying Lemma A.8 to the group CCH (Fi+1)0(Fi/Fi+1). �

Theorem A.10. Let G be a (possibly nonconnected) reductive group over an algebraically closed
field k. Let Λ ⊂ G(k) be a solvable finite group with prime-to-p order. Then the size of π0CG(Λ)
is bounded by a constant depending only on cG0 , rankG0 and #π0G. In the special case when G is
connected, #π0CG(Λ) ≤ cG by Theorem A.4.

Proof. By the first part of the proof of Lemma A.9, we have #π0CG(Λ) ≤ #π0CG0(Λ) · #π0G.
Let Λ′ be Λ ∩ G0(k), so that Λ/Λ′ →֒ G/G0. Note that CG0(Λ) = CC

G0 (Λ′)(Λ/Λ
′). By Theorem

A.4 (recall Λ has prime-to-p order by assumption), the size of π0CG0(Λ′) is at most cG0 . Applying
Lemma A.9 with H = CG0(Λ′) and F = Λ/Λ′ yields a bound for #π0CG0(Λ) in terms of cG0 ,
rankG0 and #π0G. �

Appendix B. A curious application

This section is not relevant to the main aims of this paper, but it follows from the methods
developed here, so we will give a (terse) proof.

Theorem B.1. Let G be a connected reductive group over a field k, and let Λ ⊂ G(k) be a finite
subgroup of order n, prime to char k. The only prime numbers dividing the order of π0CG(Λ) also
divide n.

Proof. We may extend k to assume that G is split, and if k is of positive characteristic we may then
lift Λ to characteristic 0. Using Corollary 3.7, it therefore suffices to assume that char k = 0. By
spreading out and specializing, we may and do assume that k is a number field. Let p be a prime
number not dividing n, and let v be a place of k dividing p. The argument of [GR98, Lemma A.8]
shows that after passing to a finite extension of k and conjugating, we may assume Λ ⊂ G (Ov),
where G is the split model of G over Z and Ov is the ring of integers of the completion of k at v.
But now Corollary 3.5 shows that CG (Λ) is weakly reductive, so in particular p does not divide the
order of π0CG(Λ), as desired. �
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Appendix C. A Proof of Corollary 1.2

Proof. It is enough to check the third bulleted point in [FKP21, Theorem A]. By Theorem 1.1,
for v 6= p, ρ|ΓQv

has a p-adic lift. On the other hand, by [Lin20b, Theorem C], ρp := ρ|ΓQp
has a

crystalline lift ρp : ΓQp → G(Zp) for p > 3. We claim that the Hodge–Tate cocharacter of the lift
can be chosen to be regular. If ρp is irreducible, this follows from [Lin20a, Theorem 2]. Otherwise,
ρp factors through a maximal parabolic subgroup P of G with Levi factor L ∼= GL2, and there is a

corresponding representation r̄p : ΓQp → L(Fp). By [Lin20b, §7.2.1-7.2.2], rp has a crystalline lift

ro with regular Hodge–Tate cocharacter such that φLie(ro) has Hodge–Tate weights slightly less
than 0 (in the terminology of loc. cit.). Now the second half of [Lin20b, Theorem C] implies that
ρp can be chosen such that it factors through P and its associated L-valued representation lies
on the same irreducible component of the spectrum of the crystalline lifting ring that ro does; in
particular, its Hodge–Tate cocharacter is the same as that of ro. Thus [FKP21, Theorem A] gives
the desired lift of ρ. �

Remark C.1. The lower bound for p in Corollary 1.2 has to do with the global lifting theorem
[FKP21, Theorem A], the local lifting theorem in the ℓ = p case [Lin20b, Theorem C], and Theorem
1.1. The bound for [FKP21, Theorem A] can be made explicit, see [FKP21, Remark 6.17]. The
bound for [Lin20b, Theorem C] is 3, and the bound for Theorem 1.1 in the G2 case is 72 (Remark
6.21).
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Synthèses, pages 93–444. Soc. Math. France, Paris, 2014.

[Cot22a] S. Cotner. Centralizers of sections of a reductive group scheme, 2022. doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2203.15133.

http://arxiv.org/abs/math/1912.06162
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01450762
http://dx.doi.org/10.14231/AG-2014-022
http://aif.cedram.org/item?id=AIF_2008__58_4_1057_0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01390174
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.04499
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2019.13.333
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ACTA.2019.v223.n1.a1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00222-004-0425-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0010437X18007546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jnt.2018.05.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/MRL.2019.v26.n4.a2
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/2101.12460
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10240-008-0016-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2203.15133


LIFTING G-VALUED GALOIS REPRESENTATIONS WHEN ℓ 6= p 39

[Cot22b] S. Cotner. Springer isomorphisms over a general base scheme, 2022.
[CR81] C. W. Curtis and I. Reiner. Methods of representation theory. Vol. I. Pure and Applied Mathematics.

John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1981. With applications to finite groups and orders.
[Dem15] C. Demarche. Cohomologie de Hochschild non Abélienne et extensions de Faisceaux en groupes. In
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1–211. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2004.

[Knu71] D. Knutson. Algebraic spaces. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 203. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York,
1971.

[Lie22] M. Liebeck. A bound for the orders of centralizers of irreducible subgroups of algebraic groups. To appear
in Journal of Group Theory, 2022.

[Lin20a] Z. Lin. Crystalline lifts and a variant of the steinberg-winter theorem. arXiv preprint arXiv:2011.08766,
2020.

[Lin20b] Z. Lin. Lyndon-demushkin method and crystalline lifts of galois representations valued in the exceptional
group g 2 and classical groups. arXiv preprint arXiv:2011.08773, 2020.

[Mar03] B. M. S. Martin. Reductive subgroups of reductive groups in nonzero characteristic. J. Algebra,
262(2):265–286, 2003. doi:10.1016/S0021-8693(03)00189-3.

[Mat89] H. Matsumura. Commutative ring theory, volume 8 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 1989. Translated from the Japanese by M. Reid.

[Maz89] B. Mazur. Deforming Galois representations. In Galois groups over Q (Berkeley, CA, 1987), volume 16 of
Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., pages 385–437. Springer, New York, 1989. doi:10.1007/978-1-4613-9649-9 7.

[Maz97] B. Mazur. An introduction to the deformation theory of Galois representations. In Modular forms and
Fermat’s last theorem (Boston, MA, 1995), pages 243–311. Springer, New York, 1997.

[McN98] G. J. McNinch. Dimensional criteria for semisimplicity of representations. Proc. London Math. Soc. (3),
76(1):95–149, 1998. doi:10.1112/S0024611598000045.

http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2009.06708
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms.12121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/00127094-2021-0003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00222-021-01085-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/2102.13459
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/S0012-7094-98-09409-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.06157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-2012-05745-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://mathoverflow.net/q/114419
https://mathoverflow.net/q/114419
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/ajm.0.0008
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.08766
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.08773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-8693(03)00189-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4613-9649-9_7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611598000045


40 JEREMY BOOHER, SEAN COTNER, AND SHIANG TANG

[McN08] G. J. McNinch. The centralizer of a nilpotent section. Nagoya Math. J., 190:129–181, 2008.
doi:10.1017/S0027763000009594.

[Pat16] S. Patrikis. Deformations of Galois representations and exceptional monodromy. Invent. Math.,
205(2):269–336, 2016. doi:10.1007/s00222-015-0635-3.

[Pre03] A. Premet. Nilpotent orbits in good characteristic and the Kempf-Rousseau theory. volume 260, pages
338–366. 2003. doi:10.1016/S0021-8693(02)00662-2. Special issue celebrating the 80th birthday of Robert
Steinberg.

[PY02] G. Prasad and J.-K. Yu. On finite group actions on reductive groups and buildings. Invent. Math.,
147(3):545–560, 2002. doi:10.1007/s002220100182.

[Ram02] R. Ramakrishna. Deforming Galois representations and the conjectures of Serre and Fontaine-Mazur.
Ann. of Math. (2), 156(1):115–154, 2002. doi:10.2307/3597186.

[Ray70] M. Raynaud. Faisceaux amples sur les schémas en groupes et les espaces homogènes. Lecture Notes in
Mathematics, Vol. 119. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1970.

[Rom22] M. Romagny. Algebraicity and smoothness of fixed point stacks, 2022, math/2205.11114.
[Ser03] J. P. Serre. 1998 moursund lectures at the university of oregon, 2003, math/0305257.
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