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Algebraic groups as automorphism groups of algebras

J.S. Milne

December 23, 2022

Abstract

We show that every algebraic group scheme over a field with at least 8 elements
can be realized as the group of automorphisms of a nonassociative algebra. This
is only a modest improvement of the theorem of Gordeev and Popov (2003), but it
allows us to give a new characterization of algebraic Lie algebras and to simplify the
standard descriptions of Mumford–Tate domains and Shimura varieties as moduli
spaces. Once the original argument ofGordeev andPopovhas been rewritten in the
language of schemes, we find that it also applies to algebraic groups over Dedekind
domains.

Contents

Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
1 Some special algebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
2 Algebraic groups as stabilizers. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

Introduction

Let k be a field. We use the following conventions: an algebra A over k is a k-vector
spaceV equipped with a k-linear map t ∶ V⊗k V → V (no conditions);1 a commutative
k-algebra is a commutative associative k-algebra with an identity element; an algebraic
group over k is an affine group scheme of finite type over k. When V is a vector space
over k and R is a commutative k-algebra, VR denotes the R-module R ⊗k V.

Let A = (V, t) be a finite-dimensional algebra over k. The functor R ⇝ AutR(AR)
of commutative k-algebras is represented by an algebraic subgroup of GLV , which we
denote by Aut(A). In general, Aut(A) need not be smooth.

In the remainder of the introduction, k is a field with at least 8 elements.

Theorem 1. Every algebraic group overk is isomorphic toAut(A) for somefinite-dimensional
algebraA over k.

This statement is almost the same as that of Theorem 1 in Gordeev and Popov 2003.
However, there “algebraic group” is meant in the sense of Borel 1991, not schemes. In
the language of schemes, they prove that, for each smooth algebraic group G over k,
there exists a finite-dimensional algebra A over k such that G(K) = Aut(K ⊗A) for all

1This is Bourbaki’s definition. Note that we do not require an algebra to have a two-sided identity.

1
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fields K containing k (ibid., Corollary 1). By contrast, we prove that, for each algebraic
group G (not necessarily smooth) over k, there exists a finite-dimensional algebra A
over k such that G(R) = Aut(R ⊗ A) for all commutative k-algebras R.

IfG = Aut(A), then, in particular,G(R) = Aut(R⊗A) forR the ring of dual numbers
over k. From this it follows that Lie(G) is the Lie algebraDer(A) of derivations ofA. We
now have the following simple criterion for a Lie algebra to be algebraic.

Corollary 1. Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra over k. Then g = Lie(G) for some
algebraic group G over k if and only if g = Der(A) for some finite-dimensional algebraA
over k.

Proof. If g = Der(A), we define G to be Aut(A), and then Lie(G) = Der(A) = g.
Conversely, if g = Lie(G), we use Theorem 1 to set G = Aut(A), and then Der(A) =
Lie(G) = g. ■

Remark 1. When k has characteristic p ≠ 0, both Lie(G) and Der(A) have natural
p-Lie algebra structures, and Corollary 1 holds with “Lie algebra” replaced by “p-Lie
algebra”.

Theorem 1 extends to neutral tannakian categories. An algebra in a tensor category
is an object X equipped with an algebra structure, i.e., a morphism t∶ X ⊗X → X.

Corollary 2. Let C be a neutral algebraic2 tannakian category over k. There exists an
algebra (X, t) in C such that, for every fibre functor ! with values in a field k′ ⊃ k,

Aut⊗(!) = Aut(!(X), !(t)).

Proof. AsC is neutral, there exists a k-valued fibre functor!0, and!0 defines an equiv-
alence of tensor categories C → Rep(G), where G = Aut⊗(!0). According to Theorem
1, G = Aut(A) for some algebra A = (V, t) in Rep(G). There exists an algebra (X, t) inC such that !0(X, t) is isomorphic to (V, t). For any k′-valued fibre functor !,

Aut⊗(!) ⊂ Aut(!(X), !(t)),

but ! becomes isomorphic to !0 over some field containing k
′, and so the inclusion is

an equality. ■

Question 1. Does Corollary 2 hold for nonneutral tannakian categories?

Let G be an algebraic group over k. A standard result says that there exists a finite-
dimensional k-vector space V and a family of tensors for V such that G is isomorphic
to the subgroup of GLV fixing the tensors. Theorem 1 gives a more precise statement.

Corollary 3. Let G be an algebraic group over k. There exists a finite-dimensional k-
vector space V and a t ∈ V ⊗V∨ ⊗V∨ such that G is isomorphic to the subgroup of GLV
fixing t. Here V∨ is the linear dual of V.

2A tannakian category over a field is said to be algebraic if it corresponds to an algebraic gerbe. This
amounts to saying that the affine group scheme attached to a fibre functor over some extension field of the
base field is algebraic, i.e., of finite type. See Saavedra 1972, III, 3.3.1.



CONTENTS 3

Proof. Let V be a finite-dimensional k-vector space, and let t′∶ V ⊗ V → V be the
linear map corresponding to t ∈ V ⊗ V∨ ⊗ V∨. Let R be a commutative k-algebra
and � an R-linear automorphism of VR. Then �(t) = t if and only if � is an algebra
automorphism of (V, t′). Thus, the corollary is a restatement of Theorem 1. ■

Once the proof of Theorem 1 of Gordeev and Popov has been rewritten in the lan-
guage of schemes, one sees that it in fact applies over more general bases. In particular,
we prove the following statement.

Theorem 2. Let G be a flat algebraic group over a Dedekind domain R. If R has enough
units, then there exists analgebraA overR, flat andfinitely generated as anR-module, such
that G is isomorphic to Aut(A) (i.e., G represents the functor of commutative R-algebras
R′ ⇝ Aut(AR′)).

See Theorem 4 for a precise statement. In the course of proving Theorem 2, we
obtain the following result (Corollary 1 to Proposition 8).3

Theorem 3. Let G be a flat algebraic group over a Dedekind domain R. There exists a
finite flatR-submoduleV ofO(G), stable underG, such that the homomorphismG → GLV
is a closed immersion. IfR is principal and the generic fibre ofG overR is linearly reductive,
then G is the subgroup ofGLV fixing a finite collection of tensors in spaces V

⊗m⊗ (V∨)⊗n .

As polarizable rational Hodge structures form a tannakian category, it is possible to
equip such a Hodge structure with an algebra structure. Theorem 1 allows us to realize
Mumford–Tate domains as amoduli spaces for polarized rationalHodge structureswith
an algebra structure. This is simpler than the usual description in terms of polarized
rational Hodge structures equipped with some family of Hodge tensors.

Similarly, Theorem 1 and its corollaries allow us to realize Shimura varieties of
abelian typewith rationalweight asmoduli schemes for abelianmotiveswith an algebra
structure. This is simpler than the description in Theorems 3.13 and 3.31 ofMilne 1994.
As this depends on Deligne’s theory of absolute Hodge classes on abelian varieties, at
present it applies only in characteristic zero. However, once Deligne’s theory has been
extended to mixed characteristic (cf. Milne 2009), Theorem 2 will allow us to obtain a
newmoduli description of Shimura varieties in mixed characteristic. This should allow
a significant simplification of the theory. It was this that sparked the author’s interest
in the topic. We do not explain these applications here as we plan to return to them in
a future work. For a brief explanation, see the last two sections of arXiv:2012.05708v1.

In Section 1 of the articlewe explain, followingGordeev and Popov, the construction
of some algebras, and in Section 2 we prove our main theorems.

Notation and conventions.

Throughout, R is a commutative ring with 1. By a finite flat R-module, we mean an
R-module that is finitely presented and flat. Unadorned tensor products are over R. We
say that an R-module S is a direct summand of an R-moduleW if it is a submodule of
W and admits a complement, i.e.,W = S ⊕W′ for someW′.

3The second statement should be considered folklore. Gabber has proved a similar result over noethe-
rian regular base schemes of dimension ≤ 2— see the revised 2011 version of SGA 3, Exposé VIB, Prop.
13.2.
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An algebra A over R is an R-module V = mod(A) together with an R-linear map
t∶ V ⊗k V → V. We say that A is finitely presented, flat, . . . if the R-modulemod(A) is
finitely presented, flat, . . . . For an element a of an algebra, ra denotes right multiplica-
tion by a. We let ⟨S⟩ denote the linear span of a subset S of a module.

For a finite flat R-module V, we let T(V) denote the tensor algebra of V,

T(V) =
⨁

i⩾0 V⊗i ,

and we let T(V)+ denote the following ideal in T(V),

T(V)+ =
⨁

i⩾1 V⊗i .

Both are algebras over R equipped with a natural action of the algebraic group GLV:

g ⋅ ti = g⊗i(ti), g∈GL(VR), ti ∈ V⊗i
R , R a commutative k-algebra.

By an algebraic group overR, wemean an affine group scheme of finite presentation
over R. An embedding of algebraic groups is a morphism that is both a homomorphism
and a closed immersion. For an R-moduleV with an action of an algebraic groupG, we
let V0 denote V equipped with the trivial action of G.

1 Some special algebras

This section is adapted from Gordeev and Popov 2003 and Perepechko 2009.

The algebra A(V, S)
Proposition 1. LetV be a nonzero finite flatR-module. LetS be a finite flatR-submodule
of V⊗r , some r > 1, such that V⊗r∕S is flat. Then there exists a finite flat graded algebra4

A = V ⊕ A2 ⊕⋯ over R such that

(GLV)S = Aut(A,V) (automorphisms of A stabilizing V).

Here (GLV)S represents the functor R
′ ⇝ {g ∈ GL(VR′) ∣ g⊗r(SR′) = SR′}.

Proof. Let I(S) = S ⊕ (⨁
i>r

V⊗i
).

It is an ideal in the algebra T(V)+, and we define
A(V, S) = T(V)+∕I(S).

This is a finite flat algebra over R with

mod(A(V, S)) = (⨁r−1

i=1
V⊗i

) ⊕ (V⊗r∕S)
as a graded R-module. Let R′ be a commutative R-algebra. When we replace V and S
with VR′ and SR′ in the above definition, we obtain an algebra A(VR′ , SR′) over R′, and

A(VR′ , SR′) ≃ R′ ⊗R A(V, S).
4Here A2 is the part of degree 2 of the graded algebra A.
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The ideal I(S) is stable under the natural action of (GLV)S on T(V)+, and so (GLV)S
acts on A(V, S) by algebra automorphisms. The quotient map �∶ T(V)+ → A(V, S)
is (GLV)S-equivariant. The condition r > 1 ensures that V = V⊗1 is a submodule ofA(V, S). Hence (GLV)S acts faithfully onA(V, S), and it stabilizesV. It remains to show
that the algebraic group (GLV)S represents the functor

R′ ⇝ {� ∈ Aut(A(V, S)R′) ∣ �(VR′) = VR′}.
Let R′ be a commutative R-algebra. We have seen that

(GLV)S(R
′) ⊂ {� ∈ Aut(A(VR′ , SR′)) ∣ �(VR′) = VR′}

and it remains to prove equality. Let� be an elementAut(A(VR′ , SR′)) such that�(VR′) =VR′ . Put g = �|VR′ , and let g∙ denote the canonical extension of g to an automorphism
of T(VR′)+. Then g∙|VR′ = g = �|VR′ , and the diagram

T(VR)+ T(VR)+

A(VR, SR) A(VR, SR)

← →g∙

←→ �R ←→ �R←→�
commutes because it does on VR′ , which generates the algebra T(VR′)+. The commu-
tativity of the diagram implies that g∙(Ker(�R′)) = Ker(�R′). As Ker(�R′) = I(SR′), it
follows that g is an element of GL(VR′) such that g⊗r(SR′) = SR′ . The diagram shows
that its image in Aut(A(VR′ , SR′)) is �. ■

Two lemmas

Lemma 1. Let V be a finite flat R-module and � an endomorphism of V. Suppose that V
decomposes into a direct sum of eigenspaces

V = V1 ⊕⋯⊕Vn
for � with eigenvalues �1,… , �n ∈ R that are distinct modulo every maximal ideal of R.
For any commutative R-algebra R′, VR′ = V1R′ ⊕⋯⊕VnR′ with

ViR′ = {x ∈ VR′ ∣ �R′(x) = �ix}. (1)

Proof. Certainly, VR′ def
= R′ ⊗R V is the direct sum of the R′-modules ViR′

def
= R′ ⊗R Vi

andViR′ is contained in the right-hand side of (1). For the opposite inclusion, let x ∈ VR′
be such that �R′(x) = �ix, and write x = x1 +⋯+ xn with xj ∈ VjR′ . Then

�R′(x) = �1x1 +⋯+ �nxn

and so
0 = �R′(x) − �ix =

∑
j
(aj − �i)xj .

It follows that (aj − �i)xj = 0 for all j ≠ i. As (�j − �i) ∈ R× ⊂ R′×, this implies that
xj = 0 for all j ≠ i. ■
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Lemma 2. Let A be an algebra over R with a left identity element e ∈ A. Suppose that
mod(A) decomposes into a direct sum of eigenspaces

mod(A) = Re ⊕ A1 ⊕⋯⊕Ar

for re with eigenvalues 1, �1,… , �r ∈ R such that 0, 1, �1, … , �r are distinct modulo every
maximal ideal of R. For any commutative R-algebran R′,

(a) e is the unique left identity element in AR′;
(b) if � ∈ Aut(AR′), then �(e) = e and �(AiR′) = AiR′ for all i.

Proof. According to Lemma 1,

mod(AR′) = R′e ⊕ A1R′ ⊕⋯⊕ArR′

with AiR′ = {x ∈ AR′ ∣ xe = �ix}.
(a) Let e′ be a left identity element of AR′ , and write e′ = �e + a1 + ⋯ + ar with

� ∈ R′ and ai ∈ AiR′ . Then e = e′e = (�e+ a1 +⋯+ ar)e = �e+ �1a1 +⋯+ �rar. As
�i ∈ R× ⊂ R′× and �iai ∈ AiR′ , this implies that ai = 0 for all i. Therefore e′ = �e and
e = �e.

(b) We have �(e) = e because both are left identity elements in AR′. Moreover,
�(AiR′) is the submodule ofAR′ onwhich r�(e) acts as multiplication by �i . As r�(e) = re,
we deduce that �(AiR′) = AiR′ . ■

The algebra D(L,U, S, 
)
Proposition 2. LetV be a finite flat R-module of the formV = L⊕U with L free of rank
2. Let S be a finite flat R-submodule of V⊗r , some r > 1, such that V⊗r∕S is flat. Extend
the action of GLU onU toV by letting it act trivially on L. If there exist 
1,… , 
6 ∈ R such
that the elements 0, 1, 
1,… , 
6 are distinct modulo every maximal ideal of R, then there
exists a finite flat algebra D over R such that

(GLU)S ≃ Aut(D).
Proof. We define the underlying R-module of D = D(L,U, S, 
) to be

mod(D) = Re ⊕ Rb ⊕ Rc ⊕ Rd ⊕mod(A(V, S))

= Re ⊕ Rb ⊕ Rc ⊕ Rd ⊕ L ⊕U ⊕ ( r−1⨁
i=2

V⊗i)⊕ (V⊗r∕S).
Let {l1,l2} be a basis for L. Themultiplicationmap onD is determined by the following
rules:

(a) e is a left identity element for D;

(b) each submodule in the top row of the following table is an eigenspace for re with
eigenvalue the element in the row below it,

⟨e⟩ ⟨b⟩ ⟨c⟩ ⟨d⟩ L U
(⨁r−1

i=2
V⊗i

)
⊕ (V⊗r∕S)

1 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6
;
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(c) the multiplication table for b, c, d is

b c d

b 0 c +

2−
1

2−
3 b 0

c −c b e

d l1 d l2.
(d) ⟨b, c, d⟩ ⋅ A(V, S) = 0 = A(V, S) ⋅ ⟨b, c, d⟩;
(e) A(V, S) is a subalgebra of D.
The action of (GLU)S on T(V)+ leaves the ideal I(S) stable, and so it passes to the

quotientA(V, S) (see the proof of Proposition1). We extend this actiononmod(A(V, S))
to an action onmod(D) by letting (GLU)S act trivially on ⟨e, b, c, d⟩. In this way, we get
a homomorphism

(GLU)S → Aut(D). (2)

It remains to show that this is an isomorphism.
Let R′ be a commutative R-algebra. We have to show that the map

(GLU)S(R
′)→ Aut(DR′)

is an isomorphism. It is clearly injective. On the other hand, let � be an automorphism
of the algebra DR′ over R

′. According to Lemma 2, �(e) = e and � stabilizes each of the

R′-submodules R′b, R′c, R′d, LR′, UR′ , and
((⨁r−1

i=2
V⊗i

)
⊕ (V⊗r∕S)

)
R′
of mod(D)R′ .

Let �(b) = 
bb, �(c) = 
cc, and �(d) = 
dd, where the 
 lie in R
′. Now

c ⋅ d = e ⇐⇒ 
c
d = 1

d ⋅ c = d ⇐⇒ 
c
d = 
d

c ⋅ b = −c ⇐⇒ 
c
b = 
c.
From the first equation, we see that 
c and 
d are units in R′, and so the remaining
equations show that 
c = 1 = 
b. Therefore 
d = 1 also, and so � acts as the identity
map on ⟨e, b, c, d⟩R′. Next

d ⋅ b = l1 ⇐⇒ �(l1) = l1

d ⋅ d = l2 ⇐⇒ �(l2) = l2,

and so � acts as the identity on LR′. Finally, � acts on mod(A(V, S))R′ as an automor-
phism of A(V, S)R′ . As it maps VR′ into VR′ , Proposition 2 shows that � arises from an
element of (GLU)S(R

′). ■

Note that D is not associative: we need not have xe ⋅ y = x ⋅ ey.

2 Algebraic groups as stabilizers

In this section, we explain how to realize algebraic groups as the stabilizers of submod-
ules or of families of tensors, and we prove Theorems 2 and 3.
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Preliminaries

In this subsection, we extend some standard results from base fields to more general
rings.

2.1. An R-module V is finite flat if it satisfies the following equivalent conditions (see
the author’s notes on commutative algebra, 12.6):

⋄ V is finitely generated and projective;

⋄ V is finitely presented and flat;

⋄ V is locally free of finite rank.

Assume that R is noetherian, and letW be an R-submodule of an R-module V. If
V is finitely generated and V∕W is flat, then V∕W is projective, and so W is a direct
summand of V, i.e., V = W ⊕W′ for some R-submoduleW′ of V. Conversely, if V is
finite flat andW is a direct summand ofV, thenV∕W is isomorphic to a direct summand
of V, and hence is (finite) flat (ibid., 11.3).

2.2. Let f1,… , fm ∈ R be such that f1 +⋯+ fm = 1. For any R-module V,

0 V
∏

i
Vfi

∏
i,j
Vfifj

is exact (ibid., 11.22). When V is finite flat, the fi may be chosen so that Vfi is free as
an Rfi -module. This often allows us in proofs to suppose that V is free.

2.3. Assume that R is an integral domain, and let V andW be finite flat R-modules. If
v and w are nonzero elements of V andW, then v ⊗ w is a nonzero element of V ⊗W.
This becomes obvious once we tensor with the field of fractions of R. Note that the
hypothesis on R is necessary: if R contains nonzero elements a, b such that ab = 0,
then a and b are nonzero elements of the R-module R, but a ⊗ b = 0 in R ⊗ R ≃ R.

2.4. Assume that R is noetherian. Let V be an R-module, and let TV =
⨁

n
V⊗n be its

tensor algebra. The exterior algebra
⋀
V of V is TV∕I, where I is the two-sided ideal

generated by the elements x ⊗ x, x ∈ V. The antisymmetrization map is

an ∶ V
⊗n → V⊗n, an(t) =

∑
�∈Sn

sign(�)�(t).
If V is finite flat, then the kernel of an is In, and so an defines an isomorphism⋀n V → A′′

n (V) ⊂ V⊗n, A′′
n (V) def= Im(an);

moreover, A′′
n (V) is locally a direct summand of TnV, and so it is finite flat. See Bour-

baki, Algebra, III, §7, no. 4, Remark, and Exercise 8.

2.5. Let V be a finite flat R-module. Then GLV is a flat algebraic group over R, locally
isomorphic to GLn, n = rankV.
2.6. LetG be an algebraic group overR andV an R-module. By an action ofG onV, we
mean an action of G(R′) on V(R′) functorial in the R-algebra R′. When V is finite flat,
to give an action of G on V is the same as giving a homomorphism of algebraic groupsG → GLV .
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2.7. Let V be a finite flat R-module. An action r∶ G → GLV of G on V maps the
universal element in G(O(G)) to an O(G)-linear endomorphism of V ⊗O(G), which is
determined by its restriction to V,

�∶ V → V ⊗O(G).
The map � is a co-action of the Hopf algebra O(G) on V, i.e.,

{ (idV⊗∆)◦� = (� ⊗ idO(G))◦�(idV⊗�)◦� = idV . (3)

In this way, we get a one-to-one correspondence r ↔ � between the actions of G on V
and the co-actions of O(G) on V (Milne 2017, 4.1).

Lemma 3. Let G be an algebraic group over R. LetW be a finite flat R-module on whichG acts, and let �∶ W → W0 ⊗ O(G) be the corresponding co-action map. Then � isG-equivariant, and realizesW as a direct summand ofW0 ⊗ O(G).
Proof. The first equality in (3) says that � is a homomorphism of O(G)-comodules
(and hence a homomorphism of G-modules). The second equality in (3) says that the
composite of � with idV0 ⊗� is the identity map. ■

2.8. Let G be an algebraic group over R and V an R-module on which G acts. Wheni∶ S → V is an R-submodule of V, we define GS (stabilizer of S in G) to be the functor
R′ ⇝ {� ∈ AutR′(VR′) ∣ �(iR′(SR′)) = iR′(SR′)}.

When S is a subset of V, we define GS to be the functor
R′ ⇝ {� ∈ AutR′(VR′) ∣ �(s) = s for all s ∈ S}.

If S is contained in an R-submodule V′ of V, stable under G, and V∕V′ is flat, then the
group functor GS is the same for S ⊂ V′ as for S ⊂ V (because the map V′

R′
→ VR′ is

injective for all R-algebras R′).

2.9. When R is noetherian, every comodule over a flatR-coalgebra is a filtered union of
finitely generated subcomodules (Serre 1993, 1.4). In particular, everyG-module, whereG is a flat algebraic group over R, is a filtered union of finite generated G-submodules.
Lemma 4. Let R be an integral domain and G an algebraic group over R.

(a) LetV1 andV2 be finite flat R-modules on whichG acts, and let S1 ⊂ V1 and S2 ⊂ V2
be nonzero submodules such that V1∕S1 and V2∕S2 are flat. Then the stabilizer ofS1 ⊗ S2 ⊂ V1 ⊗V2 in GLV1 ×GLV2 is equal to the stabilizer of S1 ⊕ S2 ⊂ V1 ⊕V2
in GLV1 ×GLV2 .

(b) Let V1 = V = V2 in (a). Then the stabilizer of S1 ⊗ S2 ⊂ V ⊗ V in GLV is equal to
the intersection of the stabilizers of S1 ⊂ V and S2 ⊂ V in GLV .

(c) LetV be a finite flatR-module onwhichG acts, and letL be a line (i.e., one-dimensional
subspace) in V such thatV∕L is flat. For every r > 0, the stabilizer of L ⊂ V in GLV
is equal to the stabilizer of L⊗r ⊂ V⊗r in GLV .
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Proof. (a) AsV1∕S1 andV2∕S2 are flat and finitely generated and R is integral domain,
they are finitely presented. The hypotheses imply thatV1 = S1⊕W1 andV2 = S2⊕W2

for some finite flat R-submodulesW1 andW2 of V1 and V2. Then

V1 ⊗V2 = (S1 ⊗ S2) ⊕ (S1 ⊗W2) ⊕ (W1 ⊗ S2) ⊕ (W1 ⊗W2) .
Let R′ be an R-algebra and �1 and �2 automorphisms ofV1R′ andV2R′ . We have to show
that (�1 ⊗ �2)(S1 ⊗ S2) ⊂ S1 ⊗ S2 ⇐⇒ �1(S1) ⊂ S1 and �2(S2) ⊂ S2,
the reverse implication being obvious. Let s1 and s2 be nonzero elements of S1 and S2,
and let �1(s1) = s′1 + w1 and �2(s2) = s′2 + w2. Then

S1 ⊗ S2 ∋ (�1 ⊗�2)(s1 ⊗ s2) = s′1 ⊗ s′2 + s′1 ⊗w2 + w1 ⊗ s′2 +w1 ⊗w2.
If w1 ≠ 0, then s′2 = 0 = w2 (see 2.3), contradicting s2 ≠ 0. Hencew1 = 0, and similarly,w2 = 0.

Statement (b) follows from (a), and (c) follows from (b).

Lemma 5. Assume that R is noetherian. Let V be a finite flat R-module and S an R-
submodule such that V∕S is flat. If S is locally free of rank d, then the stabilizer of S ⊂ V
in GLV is equal to the stabilizer of⋀d S ⊂⋀d V in GLV .5
Proof. If S = V, this is obvious, and so we assume that S ≠ V. Because V∕S is flat,V = S ⊕W for some R-submoduleW of V (here we use that R is noetherian). As V is
finite flat, so also isW.

Let L = ⋀d S. Let R′ be an R-algebra and � an automorphism ofVR′ . We shall show
that �LR′ = LR′ ⇐⇒ �SR′ = SR′ ,
the reverse implication being obvious. We may suppose that S andW are free (2.2).

Let (ej)1≤i≤d be a basis for S, and extend it to a basis (ei)1≤i≤n ofV. Let s = e1∧⋯∧ed.
Then SR = {v ∈ VR ∣ s ∧ v = 0 (in ⋀d+1 VR)}.
To see this, let v = ∑n

i=1
aiei, ai ∈ R, be an element of VR. Then

s ∧ v = ∑
d+1≤i≤n

aie1 ∧⋯ ∧ ed ∧ ei.
As the elements e1 ∧⋯ ∧ ed ∧ ei, d + 1 ≤ i ≤ n, are part of a basis for⋀d+1 V, we see
that s ∧ v = 0 ⇐⇒ ai = 0 for all d + 1 ≤ i ≤ n ⇐⇒ v ∈ S.

Let � ∈ GL(VR). If (⋀d �)(LR) = LR, then (⋀d �)s = cs for some c ∈ R×. If v ∈ SR,
then s ∧ v = 0, and so

0 = (⋀d+1 �)(s ∧ v) = (⋀d �)s ∧ �v = c (s ∧ (�v)) ,
which implies that �v ∈ SR. ■

5This is a standard fact, implicit in the proof of the projectivity of Grassmanians.
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Recall that there is a natural left action of G on O(G) (the regular representation),
namely, (gf)(x) = f(xg), f ∈ O(G), g ∈ G, x ∈ G.
Lemma 6. Let G be an algebraic group over R and H a closed algebraic subgroup of G.
Let I ⊂ O(G) be the ideal ofH. ThenH is the stabilizer of I inO(G), i.e., for all R-algebras
R′,

H(R′) = {g ∈ G(R′) ∣ gIR′ ⊂ IR′}.
Proof. Let ℎ ∈ H(R′) some R′, and let f ∈ IR′ . Then, for all R′-algebras R′′ and
x ∈ H(R′′), (ℎf)(x) def= f(xℎ) = 0
because xℎ ∈ H(R′′). Hence ℎf ∈ IR′ .

Let g ∈ G(R′) be such that gIR′ ⊂ IR′ , and let f ∈ I. Then
f(g) = f(e ⋅ g) = (gf)(e) = 0,

because gf ∈ IR′. Hence g ∈ H(R′). ■

2.10. Let V be a finite flat R-module. We let GLV act on the (finite flat) R-moduleEnd(V) by setting
g� = g◦�, g ∈ GL(VR′), � ∈ End(VR′), some R′.

Then the canonical isomorphism End(V) ≃ V∨
0 ⊗ V of R-modules is GLV-equivariant.

To check this, let f ⊗ v ∈ V∨
0 ⊗V, and regard it as the element of End(V) such that
(f ⊗ v)(x) = f(x)v, x ∈ V.

For g ∈ GL(V),
(g(f ⊗ v))(x) = g((f ⊗ v)(x)) = g(f(x)v) = f(x)gv = (f ⊗ gv)(x),

and so g(f ⊗ v) = (f ⊗ gv) as claimed.
2.11. Let V be a finite flat R-module and G a closed algebraic subgroup of GLV . ThenGLV is a schematically dense open subscheme ofEndV (multiplicativemonoid scheme).
Correspondingly

Sym(End(V)) = O(EndV) ⊂ O(GLV).

For example, if V is free, then the choice of a basis for V identifies the inclusion with

R[Xij] ⊂ R[Xij][1∕ det(Xij)].
The inclusion Sym(End(V)) → O(GLV) is GLV-equivariant for the actions considered
in 2.10. Let I be the ideal of G in O(GLV), and let I′ = I ∩ Sym(End(V)). Then I′
generates the ideal I, and so G is the stabilizer of I′ ⊂ Sym(End(V)) in GLV (Lemma 6).
2.12. Recall that an algebraic group over a field is said to be linearly reductive if every
finite-dimensional representation is semisimple. In characteristic zero, G is linearly
reductive if and only if G◦ is reductive. In characteristicp ≠ 0, G is linearly reductive if
and only ifG◦ is ofmultiplicative type andp does not divide the index (G∶ G◦) (Nagata’s
theorem). See Milne 2017, 12.56.
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Are algebraic groups linear?

LetG be aflat algebraic groupover a ringR. Does there exist an embedding ofG intoGLn
for some n? Apparently the answer is not known even for R the ring of dual numbers
over a field. However, there is the following result.6

Proposition 3. LetG be a flat algebraic group over a Dedekind domain R. There exists a
finite flatR-submoduleV ofO(G), stable underG, such that the homomorphismG → GLV
is a closed immersion.

Proof. There exists a finitely generated R-submodule V of O(GLV), stable under G,
containing a set of generators forO(G) (see 2.9). Now G flat over R ⇐⇒ O(G) is torsion-
free (as an R-module) ⇐⇒ V is torsion-free ⇐⇒ V is flat (because R is a Dedekind
domain). It remains to show that the homomorphism �∶ O(GLV) → O(G) defined by
the action of G on V is surjective.

We may suppose that V is free (see 2.2). Let ∆∶ O(G) → O(G) ⊗ O(G) be the
comultiplication map and �∶ O(G) → R the co-identity map. Let (ei)1≤i≤n be a basis
for V, and write ∆(ej) = ∑

i
ei ⊗ aij , aij ∈ O(G). The image of � contains the aij (the

choice of the basis (ei), determines an isomorphism O(GLV) ≃ R[Tij], and � maps Tij
to aij ; see Milne 2017, 4.1). As �∶ O(G) → R is the co-identity,

ej = (� ⊗ idA)∆(ej) =∑
i
�(ei)aij ,

and so the image of � contains V, which we chose to generateO(G). ■

Thus, if R is a Dedekind domain and G is flat, then there is an embedding of G into
GLV for some finite flatR-moduleV. Such aV is a direct summand F = V⊕W of a free
R-module F of finite rank. Extend the action of G on V to F by letting it act trivially onW and choose a basis for F. Now G is a closed algebraic subgroup of GLn, n = rankF.
Expressing all representations in terms of one faithful representation

Let G be an algebraic group over a field k, and let (V, r) be a faithful representation ofG. Then V generates the tannakian category of finite-dimensional representations of G.
This means that every finite-dimensional representation of G can be constructed fromV by forming tensor products, direct sums, duals, and subquotients (Milne 2017, 4.14).

In this section, we present variants of this statement. For a finite flat R-module of
rank r, we let det = ⋀r V and det

−1
= det

∨
. For an R-module V, we let Tm,n(V) =V⊗m ⊗ (V∨)⊗n.

Proposition 4. LetG be a closed algebraic subgroup ofGLV , whereV is a free R-module
of finite rank. LetW be a G-module that is free of finite rank as an R-module. For some s,
W ⋅ det

s
is isomorphic to a submodule of a quotient of a direct sum of tensor powers of V.

Proof. The choice of a basis for W0 realizes W as a G-submodule of O(G)m, m =
rankW (see Lemma 3). The embedding G → GLV corresponds to a surjective homo-
morphism O(GLV) → O(G). Recall that O(GLV) = Sym(End(V))[1∕ det] and that

6This should be considered folklore. See an earlier footnote.
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End(V) ≃ V∨
0
⊗ V as a G-module (2.10). The choice of a basis for V0 determines aG-isomorphism End(V) ≃ nV, n = rankV. We have G-homomorphisms

T(nV)m ↠ Sym(nV)m ⊂ O(GLV)
m ↠ O(G)m .

For some s ≥ 0,W ⋅det
s
is contained in the image of T(nV)m inO(G)m . HenceW ⋅det

s

is contained in a quotient of T≤ℎ(nV)m for some ℎ, and T≤ℎ(nV)m is a sum of tensor
powers of V. ■

Corollary 1. Let G, V, and W be as in the proposition. Then W is isomorphic to a
submodule of a quotient of a direct sum of modules Tm,n(V).
Proof. Let n = rankV. As det is a direct summand of V⊗n (see 2.4), its dual det

−1
is a

direct summand of (V∨)
⊗n
. In the proof of Proposition 4, we constructed a diagram

W ⊗ det
s
→ Q ↞ T≤ℎ(nV)m .

On tensoring this with (V∨)⊗ns, we get a diagram

W ⊂ W ⊗ det
s
⊗(V∨)⊗ns → Q ⊗ (V∨)⊗ns ↞ T≤ℎ(nV)m ⊗ (V∨)⊗ns,

as required. ■

Remark 2. IfR is a field andG is linearly reductive, then “of a quotient” can be omitted
from the statements of Proposition 4 and Corollary 1.

When G ⊂ SLV, the proof of Proposition 4 simplifies.

Proposition 5. Let G be a closed algebraic subgroup of SLV , whereV is a free R-module
of finite rank. LetW be a G-module that is free of finite rank as an R-module. ThenW is
isomorphic to a submodule of a quotient of a direct sum of tensor powers of V.

Proof. As before,W ⊂ O(G)m,m = rankW. In this case, we get G-homomorphisms
T(nV)m ↠ Sym(nV)m ↠ O(SLV)

m ↠ O(G)m .
For some ℎ,W is contained in a quotient of T≤ℎ(nV)m . ■

When V is a finite-dimensional vector space over a field k of characteristic zero,
Proposition 5 shows that every finite-dimensional SLV-module W is isomorphic to a
submodule of T(nV)m , where n = dimV and m = dimW. In fact, a stronger result
holds.

Proposition 6 (Gordeev–Popov). Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space over a
field k. Every finite-dimensional SLV-module is isomorphic to a submodule of T(V)+.
Proof. See Gordeev and Popov 2003, Proposition 11. ■
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Algebraic groups as stabilizers

Proposition 7. Let R be a noetherian ring. Let G be a closed algebraic subgroup ofGLV ,
where V is a finite flat R-module. For some ℎ ≥ 0, there exists an R-submodule S ⊂
T≤ℎ(V∨

0 ⊗V) such that G is the stabilizer of S in GLV .
Proof. Let I be the kernel of the homomorphism of R-algebras

Sym(V∨
0 ⊗V) → O(GLV) ↠ O(G).

Then G is the stabilizer of I inGLV (see 2.11). For some ℎ ≥ 0, Sym≤ℎ(V∨
0 ⊗V) contains

a set of generators for the ideal I (hereweuse thatR is noetherian), andG is the stabilizer
of I ∩ Sym≤ℎ(V∨

0 ⊗V) ⊂ Sym≤ℎ(V∨
0 ⊗V)

in GLV . Now G is the stabilizer in GLV of the preimage S of I ∩ Sym≤ℎ(V∨
0
⊗V) under

the quotient map

T≤ℎ(V∨
0
⊗V) ↠ Sym≤ℎ(V∨

0
⊗V). ■

Remark 3. If R is a Dedekind domain and G is flat, then the R-submodule S con-
structed in the proof of the proposition has the property that T≤ℎ(V∨

0
⊗ V)∕S is flat.

To see this, note that the hypotheses imply that Sym(V∨
0
⊗ V)∕I is torsion-free, and so

I is saturated as an R-submodule of Sym(V∨
0
⊗ V). It follows that I ∩ Sym≤ℎ(V∨

0
⊗V)

is saturated, and so

T≤ℎ(V∨
0 ⊗V)∕S ≃ Sym≤ℎ(V∨

0 ⊗V)∕I ∩ Sym≤ℎ(V∨
0 ⊗V)

is flat.

The next statement improves results of Deligne (1982, 3.1) and Kisin (2010, 1.3.1).
It has applications to Shimura varieties in mixed characteristic.

Proposition 8. Let R be a Dedekind domain. Let G be a closed algebraic subgroup of
GLV , where V is a finite flat R-module. If the generic fibre of G is linearly reductive, then,
locally on SpecR, G is the algebraic subgroup ofGLV fixing a finite collection of tensors in
spaces V⊗m ⊗ (V∨)⊗n ,m, n ≥ 0.

Proof. By “locally on SpecR” wemean that there exist fi ∈ R such that f1+⋯+fm =
1 and the statement holds after a base change R → Rfi . Thus, we may suppose that V is

free, say, of rank n, and replaceV∨
0 ⊗V with nV in Proposition 7. Let S ⊂ T≤ℎ(nV) def

= W
be as in that proposition. ThenW is free of finite rank, and so S is finite flat (here we
use that R is Dedekind). Let r = rank S. ThenG is the stabilizer of L def

=
⋀r S ⊂⋀rW in

GLV (Lemma 5). Note that L is locally free of rank 1 and that⋀rW is a direct summand
of
⨂rW (see Lemma 8), which is a direct sum of tensor powers of V.
As the generic fibre of G is linearly reductive, the quotient map

(⋀rW)∨
→ L∨ has

a G-equivariant section over the generic point � of SpecR. It follows that there exists a
G-stable line L∗ ⊂ (⋀rW)∨

that maps isomorphically to L∨ over �. NowG acts trivially

on L⊗R L∗ because this is so over �, and the stabilizer of
L⊗R L∗ ⊂⋀rW ⊗ (

⋀r
W∨) ⊂

⨂r
W⊗ (

⨂r
W∨)
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in GLV is equal to G.
After a base change R → Rfi , the module L ⊗R L∗ will be free. Let {s} be a basis

for L⊗R L∗, and write s = ∑
i∈I

si with each si an element of a module Tm,n(V). ThenG = (GLV)S with S = {si ∣ i ∈ I}. ■

Corollary 1. Let G be a flat algebraic group over a Dedekind domain R. There exists a
finite flat R-moduleV and an embedding G → GLV . If R is a principal ideal domain and
the generic fibre of G over R is linearly reductive, then G is the algebraic subgroup of GLV
fixing a finite collection of tensors in spaces V⊗m ⊗ (V∨)⊗n,m, n ≥ 0.

Proof. This follows from Propositions 3 and 8. ■

Remark 4. The condition thatG� is linearly reductive can be replaced by the following
condition: the map Hom�(G�,Gm) → Hom�(GLU� ,Gm) has finite cokernel. The proof
requires Lemma 4(c).

Algebraic groups as automorphism groups of algebras

The next two lemmas are adapted from Gordeev and Popov 2003.7

Lemma 7. LetU (resp. L) be a free R-module of finite rankm (resp. rank 1). There exists
an injective homomorphism of graded GLU-modules

�∶ T(mU) → T(L ⊕ U)

realizing T(mU) as a direct summand of T(L ⊕ U). HereGLU acts trivially on L.

Proof. LetUi be the ith summand ofmU considered as a subspace ofmU, and choose
a basis {fij ∣ j = 1, … ,m} of Ui. Let {l} be a basis for L, and set

�(fi1j1 ⊗⋯⊗ fitjt) = l⊗i1 ⊗ fi1j1 ⊗⋯⊗ l⊗it ⊗fitjt .

ThemapT(mU)→ T(L⊕U), defined on a basis ofT(mU)+ by this formula and sending
1 to 1, has the claimed properties. ■

When R is a field, there even exists an injective homomorphismT≤ℎ(mU) → T+(U)
(Proposition 6).

Lemma 8. Let U be a finite flat R-module and L a free R-module of rank 1. For all r ≥
ℎ ≥ 2, there is an injective homomorphism of GLU-modules

T≤ℎ(U) → (L ⊕U)⊗r

realizing T≤ℎ(U) as a direct summand of (L ⊕U)⊗r .

Proof. For any r ≥ 1,

(L ⊕ U)⊗r ≃
⨁
i+j=r

L⊗i ⊗U⊗j ⊕ other terms

≃ T≤rU ⊕ other terms

(the second isomorphism depends on a choice of a basis for L). ■
7Readers should be careful not to confuse the tensor algebra with the symmetric algebra, for which the

proof of Lemma 7 fails.
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Proposition 9. Let R be a Dedekind domain. Let G be a closed algebraic subgroup of
GLU flat over R, where U is a free R-module of finite rank. Let L be a free R-module of

rank 2 with G acting trivially. There exists a finite flat R-module S of (L ⊕ U)
⊗r
, some

r ≥ 2, such that (L ⊕ U) ∕S is flat and G = (GLU)S .

Proof. Letm = rankU. According to Proposition 7 and Remark 3,G = (GLU)S with S
a finite flat R-submodule of T≤ℎ(mU) such that T≤ℎ(mU)∕S flat. According to Lemmas
7 and 8, for all r ≥ ℎ, there exists an injective homomorphism T≤ℎ(mU) → (L ⊕ U)⊗r

making T≤ℎ(mU) a direct summand of (L ⊕ U)⊗r.
On combining the last two statements, we find that G = (GLU)S , where S is a finite

flat R-submodule of (L ⊕ U)⊗r such that (L ⊕U)⊗r∕S is flat. ■

Theorem 4. Let G be an algebraic group flat over a Dedekind domain R. If there exist

1, … , 
6 ∈ R such that the elements 0, 1, 
1, … , 
6 are distinct modulo every maximal
ideal of R, then there exists a finite flat algebra D over R such that G = Aut(D).
Proof. According to Proposition 3, there exists a finite flat R-moduleU and an embed-
ding G → GLU . Now we can apply Proposition 9 and Proposition 2. ■

Theorem 4 leaves open the question: given an algebraic groupG overR, what can be
said about the algebrasA over R such that G = Aut(A). When R is a field, Gordeev and
Popov (2003) prove a number of results about this, for example, that A can be chosen
to be simple.
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