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Abstract

We prove that every filtered fiber functor on the category of dualizable representations of
a smooth affine group scheme with enough dualizable representations comes from a graded
fiber functor.

1 Introduction

This article is concerned with filtered fiber functors over general bases, extending the previous
article [Zie15] of the author. Let R be a ring, G a smooth group scheme over R and (Γ,≤) a
totally ordered group. For any scheme S, we denote by Gr(S) (resp. Fil(S)) the category of
Γ-graded (resp. Γ-filtered) quasicoherent OS-modules. If Rep◦ G denotes the tensor category of
dualizable representations of G over R, then a filtered fiber functor over an R-scheme S is an exact
R-linear tensor functor

Rep◦(G) → Fil(S).

One way of obtaining such a functor is to take an R-linear exact tensor functor Rep◦ G → Gr(S)
and compose it with the natural functor Gr(S) → Fil(S) turning a graded OS-modules into a
filtered one. Such filtered fiber functors are called splittable. Then our main theorem is:

Theorem 1.1 (c.f. Theorem 4.12). If G has enough dualizable representations, then every filtered
fiber functor on Rep◦ G over an affine R-scheme S is splittable.

A different proof of this result was recently given by Wedhorn in [Wed23]. For many reductive
group schemes, this result was previously proved by Cornut in [Cor20]. In case the base ring R is
a field, this was proved in for many group schemes in [SR72, Subsection IV.2.4] by Deligne and
for all group schemes by the author in [Zie15].

As with our previous work [Zie15], this result is motivated by applications for example in the
theory of Shimura varieties.

Our proof proceeds by reduction to the case where R is a field. To do this, we need to construct
the base change of a filtered fiber functor with respect to a change R → R′ of the base ring over
which we consider the category Rep◦ G. For this, we first collect some facts on exact categories,
the Gabriel-Quillen embedding of such categories into an abelian category, and the base change
of cocomplete linear abelian categories. This is then applied to the exact category Rep◦ G.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Exact Categories

By an exact category we mean such a category in the sense of Quillen, c.f. [Büh10, Def. 2.1].

Lemma 2.1 ([Büh10, Lemma 10.20]). Let A be an abelian category and B ⊂ A a full additive
subcategory whose class of objects is closed under extensions in A. The class of sequences in B
which are short exact in A makes B into an exact category.

We fix a small exact category A.

Definition 2.2. Let C be an category admiting kernels. A functor F : A → C is left exact if for
every exact sequence

0 → X → Y → Z → 0

in A the morphism F (X) → F (Y ) is a kernel of F (Y ) → F (Z) in C.
We denote by Funlex(A, C) the category whose objects are given by such functors and whose

morphisms are given by arbitrary natural transformations of such functors.
Dually for category C admiting cokernels we define right exact functors A → C as left exact

functors A → Cop and let Funrex(A, C) be the category of such functors.

Definition 2.3. We denote by Lex(A) the category Funlex(Aop,Ab) of left exact functors from
Aop to the category Ab of abelian groups.

Theorem 2.4 (c.f. [Büh10, Appendix A]). (i) The category Lex(A) is a Grothendieck cate-
gory. In particular it is abelian, complete and cocomplete.

(ii) The Yoneda functor A → Lex(A), X 7→ Hom( , X) is fully faithful and reflects exactness.

We will always consider A as a full subcategory of Lex(A) via the Yoneda embedding.

Definition 2.5. (i) Let A be an abelian category. A set S of objects of A generates A if for
every pair of objects Y and Z of A and for every pair of morphisms f, g : Y → Z, if for every
morphism h : X → Y with X ∈ S the compositions f ◦ h and g ◦ h are equal, then f and g
are equal.

(ii) Let C be a category which admits all filtered colimits. An object X ∈ C is finitely presented
if the functor Hom(X, ) : C → Set preserves filtered colimits.

Proposition 2.6 ([KL15, 2.17]). The objects of A are finitely presented in Lex(A) and generate
Lex(A).

Definition 2.7. For F ∈ Lex(A), we define the category A ↓ F as follows:

(i) Objects consist of an object X ∈ A together with a morphism X → F in Lex(A).

(ii) Morphisms are given by commutative diagrams

X

  

// X ′

~~
F

in Lex(A).

The following follows by a standard argument from the fact that A → Lex(A) is the Yoneda
embedding:
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Lemma 2.8. (i) For F ∈ Lex(A), the natural morphism

colim
X∈A↓F

X → F,

where the colimit is formed in Lex(A), is an isomorphism.

(ii) For objects F,G ∈ Lex(A), the natural homomorphism

lim
X∈A↓F

colim
Y ∈A↓G

Hom(X,Y ) → Hom(F,G)

is an isomorphism.

Definition 2.9. For cocomplete categories C and D, we denote by Funcc(C,D) the category of
colimit-preserving functors C → D and by Funla(C,D) ⊂ Funcc(C,D) the full subcategory of
functors which admit a right adjoint.

The embedding A → Lex(A) has the following universal property:

Proposition 2.10. Let C a cocomplete additive category. The functors

Funla(Lex(A), C) → Funcc(Lex(A), C) → Funrex(A, C),

the second of which is induced by the exact functor A → Lex(A), are equivalences of categories.

Proof. Consider a right-exact functor F : A → C. We extend F to a functor F ∗ : Lex(A) → C by

F ∗(X) := colim
Y ∈A↓X

F (Y ),

for X ∈ Lex(A) and similarly on the level of morphisms using Lemma 2.8 (ii). We construct
a right adoint F∗ : C → Lex(A) to F ∗ as follows: For C ∈ C, let F∗(C) be the functor Aop →
Ab, X 7→ HomC(F (X), C). The fact that F is right-exact implies that this functor is left exact.
Thus it defines an object F∗C ∈ Lex(A). This construction is naturally functorial in C.

Hence we have proved essential surjectivity of the functors in question. Full faithfulness follows
from Lemma 2.8.

Proposition 2.11. Let A be a Grothendieck abelian category and B a full subcategory of A whose
objects are finitely presented in A, generate A and are closed under extensions in A. Endow B
with the unique exact structure for which the inclusion B → A is exact and reflects exactness given
by Lemma 2.1. The inclusion B ↪→ A extends to an equivalence Lex(B) ∼= A which is unique up
to a canonical isomorphism.

Proof. This is a special case of [KL15, Proposition 2.3], using the fact that in our situation the
category Sh(C, T add

Λ ) appearing there is canonically isomorphic to Lex(B) by Subsections 2.4 and
2.5 of [KL15].

2.2 Tensor Categories

We refer to symmetric monoidal categories (resp. symmetric monoidal functors, resp. monoidal
natural transformations) as tensor categories (resp. tensor functors, resp. tensor morphisms).

Definition 2.12. Let R be a ring.

(i) An R-linear tensor category is a tensor category T which is additionally equiped with a
R-linear structure for which the tensor functor ⊗ : T × T → T is R-linear.

(ii) An R-linear exact tensor category is a R-linear tensor category which is additionally equiped
with an exact structure for which the tensor functor ⊗ : T × T → T is exact.
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(iii) Let f : R → S be a ring homomorphism. For a R-linear tensor category T and a S-linear
tensor category T ′, a f -linear tensor functor T → T ′ is a functor which is both monoidal
and f -linear. In case f = idR, we will call such functors simply R-linear tensor functors.

Construction 2.13. Let T be an exact tensor category. Then Lex(T ) is in a natural way a
tensor category:

By Proposition 2.10 the tensor functor T × T → T induces a right exact functor Lex(T ) ×
Lex(T ) ∼= Lex(T × T ) → Lex(T ). The various constraints making up the tensor category T can
be described as natural transformations between certain functors. Hence again by Proposition
2.10 these extend uniquely to Lex(T ) and make this category into an abelian tensor category.

2.3 Base change

In this subsection we consider a cocomplete R-linear category A and its base change along a ring
homomorphism R → R′. We recall the construction of this base change from [SR72, II.1.5.2]:

Construction 2.14. The category AR′ is defined as follows: Its objects are pairs (X, a) consisting
of an object X ∈ A and a homomorphism a : R′ → End(X) of R-algebras. Morphisms (X, a) →
(X ′, a) are morphisms X → X ′ in A compatible with a and a′ in the natural way.

There is a natural functor A → AR′ , X 7→ X ⊗R R′ which is left adjoint to the forgetful
functor AR′ → A.

Proposition 2.15 ([SR72, II.1.5.3.1]). The functor A → AR′ from Construction 2.14 satisfies the
following 2-universal property: For every R′-linear cocomplete category B, the functor A → AR′

induces an equivalence
Funcc,R′(AR′ ,B) → Funcc,R(A,B)

from the category of cocontinuous R′-linear functors AR′ → B to the category of cocontinuous
R-linear functors A → B.

Here, given a cocontinuous R-linear functor F : A → B, the cocontinuous R′-linear extension
F ′ : AR′ → B sends a pair (X, a) to the largest quotient of F (X) on which the two actions of R′

coincide.
Now assume in addition that A is a tensor category with the tensor product given a cocontin-

uous R-linear functor A⊗A → A. Via the universal property from Proposition 2.15, this functor
induces a R′-linear functor AR′ ×AR′ = (A×A)R′ → AR′ . By [SR72, II.1.5.4], this functor makes
AR′ into a R′-linear tensor category. Then the functor A → AR′ is a tensor functor which has the
following 2-universal property:

Proposition 2.16. For every R′-linear cocomplete tensor category B with cocontinuous tensor
functor, the functor A → AR′ induces an equivalence

Fun⊗cc,R′(AR′ ,B) → Fun⊗cc,R(A,B)

from the category of cocontinuous R′-linear tensor functors AR′ → B to the category of cocontin-
uous R-linear tensor functors A → B.

2.4 Categories of representations of group schemes

Let R be a ring and G an affine group scheme over Spec(R).

Definition 2.17. (i) We denote by RepG the category of representations of G on arbitrary
R-modules.

(ii) We denote by Rep◦ G ⊂ RepG the full subcategory of rigid objects, that is of representations
of G on finitely generated projective R-modules.

(iii) We denote the forgetful functor to Mod(R) on any of these categories by ωG.
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(iv) For a ring homomorphism R → S, an affine group scheme H over Spec(S) and a homomor-
phism h : H → GS , we denote by h∗ the induced f -linear tensor functors RepG → RepH
and Rep◦ G → Rep◦ H.

The subcategory Rep◦ G is closed under tensor products. On Rep◦ G there exists an exact
structure given by those sequences for which the underlying sequence of R-modules is exact. We
will always endow Rep◦ G with this exact structure. Equivalently, this exact structure is induced
via Lemma 2.1 from the embedding Rep◦ G ↪→ RepG.

Lemma 2.18. The following are equivalent:

(i) Every object of RepG admits an epimorphism from a direct sum of objects of Rep◦ G.

(ii) The inclusion Rep◦ G ↪→ RepG induces an equivalence Lex(Rep◦ G) ∼= RepG.

Proof. The implication (i) ⇒ (ii) follows from Lemma 2.8.
The fact that the objects of Rep◦ G are dualizable implies that they are finitely presented in

RepG. Hence the implication (ii) ⇒ (i) is a special case of Proposition 2.11.

Definition 2.19. We say that G has enough dualizable representations if the equivalent conditions
of Lemma 2.18 are satisfied.

For an R-scheme S, a fiber functor on Rep◦ G over S is an exact R-linear tensor functor
ω : Rep◦ G → ModS . We denote by ωG : Rep◦ G → ModR the standard fiber functor (i.e. the
forgetful functor).

Definition 2.20. Let R′ → R′′ be an homomorphism of R-algebra and let ω : Rep◦ G → ModR′

be a fiber functor.

(i) Let End(ω)(R′′) be the R′′-module of R′′-linear natural transformations ωR′′ → ωR′′ .

(ii) Let End⊗(ω)(R′′) be the submodule of End(ω)(R′′) consisting of those natural transfor-
mations h such that for all X and Y in Rep◦ G, the associated endomorphism hX⊗Y of
ω(X ⊗ Y )R′′ is equal to hX ⊗ idω(Y )R′′ + idω(X)R′′ ⊗hY .

(iii) For varying R′′, these modules form natural sheaves End⊗(ω) ⊂ End(ω) over Spec(R′).

(iv) We endow End⊗(ω) with the natural conjugation action of Aut⊗(ω)(R).

Proposition 2.21 ([Zie22, Thm. 3.2]). There exists a natural isomorphism between the sheaf
Lie(Aut⊗(ω)) of Lie algebras and the sheaf End⊗(ωG). This isomorphism is equivariant with
respect to the adjoint action of Aut⊗(ω) on Lie(Aut⊗(ω)) and the above Aut⊗(ω)-action on
End⊗(ω).

The following result generalizes Deligne’s theorem on the fqpc-local isomorphy of any two fiber
functors on a Tannakian category.

Theorem 2.22 (Lurie ([Lur05, 5.11]). If G is smooth and has enough dualizable representations,
then any two fiber functors Rep◦ G → ModS are isomorphic fqpc-locally on S.

3 Graded Fiber Functors

Let R be a ring, let S be a scheme over Spec(R) and let G be an affine group scheme over Spec(R)
which has enough dualizable representations.

We fix a totally ordered abelian group (Γ,≤) which we write additively. We let DΓ be multi-
plicative group scheme over Spec(Z) with character group Γ.

Definition 3.1. (i) We denote by Mod(S) the category of quasi-coherent OS-modules.
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(ii) We denote by Gr(S) ∼= RepS DΓ
S the category of Γ-graded quasi-cohorent sheaves with its

standard structure as an abelian tensor category.

(iii) We denote by forg : Gr(S) → Mod(S) the forgetful functor.

Definition 3.2. (i) A graded fiber functor γ on Rep◦ G over S is an exact R-linear tensor
functor T → Gr(S).

(ii) A morphism between two graded weak fiber functors is a tensor morphism.

(iii) We denote the resulting category of graded fiber functors on Rep◦ G over S by Hom⊗(Rep◦ G, Gr)(S).

(iv) For a morphism of schemes S′ → S, composition with the pullback functor Gr(S) → Gr(S′)
defines a pullback functor Hom⊗(Rep◦ G, Gr)(S) → Hom⊗(Rep◦ G, Gr)(S′). With these pull-
back functors the categories Hom⊗(Rep◦ G, Gr)(S) for varying S form a fibered category over
Spec(R) which we denote by Hom⊗(Rep◦ G, Gr).

Definition 3.3. For any graded fiber functor γ on Rep◦ G over S, we let Aut⊗(γ) be the functor
(Sch/S) → (Groups) which sends S′ → S to the group of tensor automorphisms of (γ)S and
morphisms to pullbacks.

Proposition 3.4. For any graded fiber functor γ on Rep◦ G over S, the functor Aut⊗(γ) is
representable by a scheme which is affine over S.

Proof. The functor forg : Gr(S) → Mod(S) induces a monomorphism Aut⊗(γ) → Aut⊗(forg ◦γ).
Since e.g. by Theorem 2.22 the functor Aut⊗(forg ◦γ) is representable by a scheme which is affine
over S, it suffices to show that this monomorphism is representable by a closed immersion. This
can be shown by the argument used in the proof of [Zie15, Theorem 4.6].

Construction 3.5. Since Gr(S) can be identified with the category of representations of DΓ over
S, by [SR72, II.3.1.1] the action of DΓ gives an isomorphism

DΓ
S

∼−→ Aut⊗(forg : Gr(S) → Mod(S)).

Thus to any fiber functor γ on Rep◦ G over S we can associate the cocharacter

χ(γ) : DΓ
S
∼= Aut⊗(forg : Gr(S) → Mod(S)) → Aut⊗(forg ◦γ).

Definition 3.6. Let GFF(S) be the following category:
Objects are pairs (ω, χ) consisting of a fiber functor ω on Rep◦ G over S and a cocharacter χ

of Aut⊗(forg ◦γ) over S.
A morphism (ω, χ) → (ω′, χ′) is a tensor morphism λ : ω → ω′ for which the following diagram,

in which the vertical morphism is induced by λ, commutes:

Aut⊗(ω)

��
DΓ

S

χ 44

χ′
**
Aut⊗(ω′)

The following generalizes a result of Saavedra Rivano for Tannakian categories, c.f. [SR72,
IV.1.3].

Theorem 3.7. Every graded fiber functor γ on Rep◦ G over S fits into the following commutative
diagram:

Rep◦ G

γ

''��
Rep◦ Aut⊗(forg ◦γ)

χ(γ) // Gr(S)

Hence the natural functor Hom⊗(Rep◦ G, Gr)(S) → GFF(S) which sends γ to (forg ◦γ, χ(γ)) is
an equivalence of categories.

6



Proof. The commutativity of the diagram follows from the construction of χ(γ). Then using this
diagram one readily defines a functor GFF(S) → Hom⊗(Rep◦ G, Gr)(S) which is inverse to the
functor in question.

4 Filtered Fiber Functors

We continue with the setup from the previous section.

4.1 Filtered Modules

Let S be a scheme.

Definition 4.1. We denote by Fil(S) the category of Γ-filtered quasi-coherent sheaves on S, that
is the following category:

(i) Objects of Fil(S) consist of a quasi-coherent OS-module M of together with an increasing
filtration (F≤γM)γ∈Γ by quasi-coherent submodules F≤γM ⊂ M such that ∩γ∈ZF

≤γM = 0
and ∪γ∈ZF

≤γM = M.

(ii) Morphisms (M, (F≤γM)γ) → (N , (F≤γN )γ) are OS-linear morphisms h : M → N which
satisfy h(F≤γM) ⊂ F≤γN for all γ ∈ Γ.

By abuse of notation we shall often write M for an object (M, (F≤γM)γ∈Γ) of Fil(S).
This category is naturally a tensor category: The tensor product of M and N is given by the

module M⊗N with the filtration given by

F≤γ(M⊗N ) =
∑

γ1+γ2=γ

F≤γ1M⊗ F≤γ2N .

As in [Zie15, Lemma 4.2], the dualizable objects of Fil(S) are those for which M is a locally
free OS-module of finite rant and for which all F≤γM are locally direct summands of M.

We call a sequence
0 → L → M → N → 0

in Fil(S) exact if the sequence

0 → F≤γL → F≤γM → F≤γN → 0

is an exact sequence of quasi-coherent sheaves for all γ ∈ Γ. This makes Fil(S) into an exact
category.

In case S = Spec(R) for a ring R we also write Fil(R) for Fil(S). This is then a R-linear
exact tensor category.

For M ∈ Fil(S) and γ ∈ Γ we let F<γM := ∪γ′≤γF
≤γ′

. There is a natural exact ten-
sor functor gr : Fil(S) → Gr(S) which sends a filtered module M to its associated graded
⊕γ∈ΓF

≤γM/F<γM.
Similarly, there is a natural exact tensor functor fil : Gr(S) → Fil(S) which sends a graded

module M = ⊕γ∈ΓMγ to the same module M equipped with the filtration F≤γM = ⊕γ′≤γMγ′
.

4.2 Filtered Fiber Functors

Definition 4.2. Let S be a scheme over R.

(i) A filtered fiber functor on Rep◦ G over S is an exact R-linear tensor functor φ : Rep◦ G →
Fil(S).

(ii) An isomorphism φ → φ′ of such filtered fiber functors is an isomorphism of tensor functors.
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(iii) For a filtered fiber functor φ, we call the functor forg ◦φ : Rep◦ G → Fil(S) → Mod(S) the
underlying fiber functor of φ.

(iv) For a morphism of schemes S′ → S and a filtered fiber functor φ on Rep◦ G over S, we let
φS′ be the composition Rep◦ G → Fil(S) → Fil(S′).

For a filtered fiber functor φ with underlying fiber functor ω and an object X ∈ Rep◦ G, we
will denote the filtration of ω(X) given by φ by (ω(X)φ≤γ)γ∈Γ.

Definition 4.3. For a filtered fiber functor φ on Rep◦ G over S, we let Aut⊗(φ) be the functor
(Sch/S) → (Groups) which sends S′ → S to the group of tensor automorphisms of φS′ and
morphisms to pullbacks.

The following fact is proved in the same way as Proposition 3.4.

Proposition 4.4. Let φ be a filtered fiber functor on Rep◦ G over S. The functor Aut⊗(φ) is
representable by a closed subgroup scheme of Aut⊗(forg ◦φ). In particular it is affine over S.

Definition 4.5. Using Theorems 3.4 and 4.4, we can associate to any filtered fiber functor φ on
Rep◦ G over S the following group schemes which are affine over S:

(i) G(φ) := Aut⊗(forg ◦φ)

(ii) P (φ) := Aut⊗(φ) ⊂ G(φ)

(iii) L(φ) := Aut⊗(gr ◦φ)

(iv) U(φ) := ker(P (φ)
gr→ L(φ))

Lemma 4.6. Let S be a scheme over R. Every filtered fiber functor φ : Rep◦ G → Fil(S) extends
to a cocontinuous tensor functor φ̃ : RepG → Fil(S). Such an extension φ̃ is unique up to a
unique isomorphism.

Proof. By our assumption onG, the inclusion Rep◦ G ↪→ RepG induces an equivalence Lex(Rep◦ G)
∼−→

RepG. Under this equivalence, the existence and uniqueness of φ̃ follows from the universal prop-
erty given by Proposition 2.10.

Proposition 4.7. We consider ring homomorphisms R → R′ → R′′ and a filtered fiber functor
φ : Rep◦ G → Fil(Spec(R′′)).

(i) There exists a filtered fiber functor φR′
on Rep◦ GR′ over R′′ which makes the following

diagram commute:
Rep◦ G

��

φ

''
Rep◦ GR′

φR′
// Fil(Spec(R′′))

Such a functor φR′
is unique up to a unique isomorphism.

(ii) The base change functor Rep◦ G → Rep◦ GR′ induces an isomorphism from the group of
tensor automorphisms φR′

to the group of tensor automorphisms of φ.

(iii) The base change functor Rep◦ G → Rep◦ GR′ induces isomorphisms P (φR′
)

∼−→ P (φ),
L(φR′

)
∼−→ L(φ) and U(φR′

)
∼−→ U(φ) of group schemes over R′′.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 4.6, the functor φ extends to a cocontinuous tensor functor φ̃ : RepG →
FilR′ which is unique up to unique isomorphism. By [SR72, II.2.0.02], the functor RepG →
RepGR′ is canonically isomorphic to the functor RepG → (RepG)R′ from Construction 2.14.
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Hence by the universal property given by Proposition 2.16, there is a right-exact R′-linear ten-
sor functor φ̃R′

, which is unique up to unique isomorphism, which makes the following diagram
commute:

RepG

φ̃

%%��
RepGR′

φ̃R′
// Fil(R′).

By composing φ̃R′
with the inclusion Rep◦ GR′ ↪→ RepGR′ we obtain a functor φR′

as desired,
which is however a priori only right exact. However, the fact that every element of Rep◦ GR′ is
dualizable implies that φR′

is exact.
From the various universal properties which we have used to construct it, one checks that any

such functor φR′
must arise in this way and that hence it is unique up to unique isomorphism.

(ii) In the construction of φR′
given above, the various universal properties show that the

groups of tensor automorphisms of the functors φ, φ̃, φ̃R′
and φR′

are canonically equal.
(iii) Let R′′′ be an R′′-algebra. Then by (i) the filtered fiber functors (φR′′′)R

′
and (φR′

)R′′′

on Rep◦ GR′ over R′′′ are isomorphic. Applying (ii) two these fiber functors for varying R′′′ shows
that the induced homomorphism P (φR′

) → P (φ) is an isomorphism. Carrying out the analogue
of the above arguments for graded instead of filtered fiber functors shows that L(φR′

) → L(φ) is
an isomorphism. This implies that U(φR′

) → U(φ) is an isomorphism.

4.3 Splittings

We continue with the notation from the previous subsection. We fix a scheme S over R and a fil-
tered fiber functor on φ on Rep◦ G over S. We denote the underlying fiber functor forg ◦φ : Rep◦ G →
ModS of φ by ω.

Definition 4.8. (i) A splitting of φ is a graded fiber functor γ on Rep◦ G over S for which
φ = fil ◦γ.

(ii) The filtered fiber functor φ is splittable if there exists such a splitting.

(iii) The functor Spl(φ) : (Sch/S) → (Sets) sends a scheme S′ over S to the set of splittings of
φS′ and acts on morphisms by pullbacks.

The following generalizes [Zie15, Lemma 4.10] and is proved in exactly the same way:

Lemma 4.9. Giving a splitting of φ is the same as giving a cocharacter χ of P (φ) over S whose
composition with gr : P (φ) → L(φ) is the cocharacter χ(gr ◦φ) of L(φ).

Definition 4.10. We call a cocharacter χ as in Lemma 4.9 a cocharacter which splits φ.

Lemma 4.9 gives a natural left action of U(φ) on Spl(φ): Any conjugate of a cocharacter which
splits φ by a section of U(φ) again splits φ.

Lemma 4.11 ([SR72, IV.2.2.1]). This action turns Spl(φ) into a U(φ)-pseudotorsor, in the sense
that for each scheme S′ over S, the group U(φ)(S′) acts simply transitively on Spl(φ)(S′).

The following is our main theorem:

Theorem 4.12. Let G be a smooth affine group scheme over R which has enough dualizable
representations. Let φ be filtered fiber functor on RepG over some R-scheme S. Then φ is
splittable on every affine open subset of S.

The proof of this result will be given in several steps. Clearly the claim for affine S implies the
claim for general S. Hence we assume from now on that S = Spec(R′) for an R-algebra R′.
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The case where R is a field

First we consider the case where R is a field:
In case Γ = Z, the following is given by [Zie15, Theorem 4.15]. However, the proof given in

loc.cit. also works for arbitrary index groups Γ.

Theorem 4.13. Assume that R is a field and that φ is a filtered fiber functor on Rep◦ G over S.
Then φ is splittable.

Étale-local splittability

Next we show that in the situation of Theorem 4.12, the filtered fiber functor φ is splittable
étale-locally on S. For this we will need the following results:

Lemma 4.14. Let M be a finitely generated module over a local ring R with residue field k. Let
U and V be two local direct summands of M . If the special fibers Uk and Vk give a direct sum
decomposition Mk = Uk ⊕ Vk, then M = U ⊕ V .

Proof. Since R is local, the submodules U and V are direct summands of M . So there exist
projections π : M → U and π′ : M → V . We consider the addition map f : U ⊕ V → M and the
map g = (π, π′) : M → U⊕V . By our assumption, the special fibers of both f and g are surjective.
Hence by Nakayama’s lemma, the two compositions f ◦ g and g ◦ f are surjective. By [Sta18, Tag
05G8], any surjective endomorphism of a finitely generated module is an isomorphism. So f ◦ g
and g ◦ f are isomorphisms, which implies that f and g are isomorphisms.

The following result, as well as its proof, is essentially a repetition of a part of the proof of
[Zie15, Theorem 5.8].

Lemma 4.15. Let φ be a filtered fiber functor on Rep◦ G over S. Let s ∈ S be a point. If the fiber
φs is splittable, then there exists an étale neighborhood S′ → S of s such that φS′ is splittable.

Proof. Let χs be a cocharacter of P (φ)s which splits φs. By Theorem 2.22, the group schemes
GS and Aut⊗(ω) are isomorphic fpqc-locally on S. Hence since G is smooth so is Aut⊗(ω). By
[Dem70, Théorème XI.5.8] this implies that there exist an étale morphism S′ → S, a point s′ ∈ S′

over s with trivial residue field extension k(s′)/k(s) and a cocharacter χ of Aut⊗(ω) over S′ whose
fiber in s′ is equal to χs.

We show that φOS′,s′ is splittable: Let ω′ be the fiber functor (forg ◦φ)OS′,s′ on Rep◦ G over

OS′,s′ . Then for X ∈ Rep◦ G the filtered fiber functor φ gives a filtration (ω′(X)φ≤γ)γ∈Γ on ω′(X).
We write the grading of ω′(X) defined by χ as ω′(X) = ⊕γ∈Γ gr

γ
χ(ω

′(X)). This grading induces

an decreasing filtration on ω′(X) by the submodules ω′(X)χ≥γ := ⊕γ′≥γ gr
γ′

χ (ω′(X)) for γ ∈ Γ.

Now for X ∈ Rep◦ G and γ ∈ Γ we claim that the submodules ω′(X)φ≤γ and ω′(X)χ>γ :=
⊕γ′>γ gr

γ′

χ (ω′(X)) of ω′(X) give a direct sum decomposition

(4.16) ω′(X) = ω′(X)φ≤γ ⊕ ω′(X)χ>γ .

Since by construction the cocharacter χ splits φ in s′, this is the case in the fiber above s′.
SinceX ∈ Rep◦ G is dualizabl, so is φ′(X), and hence ω′(X)φ≤γ locally is a direct summand of
ω′(X). So is ω′(X)χ>γ by construction. Hence Lemma 4.14 show that the decomposition (4.16)
exists.

As in [Zie15, Lemma 4.3], the existence of these direct sum decompositions for all X and γ
shows that the two filtrations (ω′(X)φ≤γ)γ∈Γ and (ω′(X)χ≥γ)γ∈Γ are opposite in the sense that

grγ ω′(X) := ω′(X)φ≤γ ∩ ω′(X)χ≥γ

defines a grading of ω′(X) which splits both filtrations. Since this grading is functorial in X and
compatible with tensor products we have constructed a graded fiber functor γ′ on RepG over
OS′,s′ which splits φOS′,s′ .
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Using this we prove:

Theorem 4.17. In the situation of Theorem 4.12, the filtered fiber functor φ is splittable étale-
locally on S.

Proof. Consider a closed point s of S = Spec(R) and the associated ring homomorphism R → k(s).
By applying Theorem 4.13 to the filtered fiber functor φk(s) given by Proposition 4.7, we see that
the fiber φs is splittable. Hence by Lemma 4.15 there exists an étale neighborhood of s on which
φ is splittable. By varying s over S we obtain the claim.

Splittability

To obtain splittability over S itself, consider in more detail the structure of the automorphism
group P (φ):

Lemma 4.18. The extension φ̃ : RepG → Fil(S) from Lemma 4.6 is exact.

Proof. Since it suffices to prove the claim étale-locally on S, by Theorem 4.17 we may assume that
φ is splittable. Then the claim follows from the fact that every graded fiber functor on Rep◦ G
over S extends to an exact functor RepG → GrS .

Definition 4.19. Let φ be a filtered fiber functor on Rep◦ G over S. For an element α ∈ Γ≤0, we
let U≤α(φ) be the subgroup functor of P (φ) consisting of those sections which act as the identity
on the bundle ω(X)φ≤γ/ω(X)φ≤γ+α for all X ∈ Rep◦ G and all γ ∈ Γ.

We also let U<γ(φ) := colimγ′<γ U≤γ(φ) ⊂ P (φ).

Note that in particular U≤0(φ) = P (φ) and U<0(φ) = U(φ).

Lemma 4.20. In the situation of Proposition 4.7, the isomorphism P (φR′
) → P (φ) restricts to

isomorphisms U≤α(φ
R′
) → U≤α(φ) for all α ∈ Γ≤0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.18, the extension of φ (resp. φR′
) to RepG (resp. RepGR′) is exact. Since

every representation X ∈ Rep◦ G embeds into ω(X) ⊗ ρG ∈ RepG via the comodule morphism,
this implies that a section of P (φ) (resp. P (φR′

)) is in U≤α(φ) (resp. U≤α(φ
R′
)) if and only if it

acts as the identity on ω(ρG,R′)φ≤γ/ω(ρG,R′)φ≤γ+α for all γ ∈ Γ. This proves the claim.

Lemma 4.21. For each α ∈ Γ≤0 there exists an element α′ < α of Γ for which U<α(φ) = U≤α′(φ).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 4.20, whether a section of P (φ) lies in U≤α(φ) can be seen from
its action on ω(ρG,R′). Since ρG is finitely generated over R and can be written as a colimit of
dualizable representations, there exists an object X ∈ Rep◦ G together with a map X → ρG whose
image contains a generating set of ρG. For such an X it follows that a section of P (φ) is in U≤α(φ)
if and only if it acts as the identity on ω(X)φ≤γ/ω(X)φ≤γ+α for all γ ∈ Γ. Using this, the fact
that the filtration (ω(X)φ≤γ)γ∈Γ has only finitely many steps implies the claim.

Proposition 4.22. The subgroup functors U≤α(φ) and U<α(φ) of P (φ) are representable by closed
subschemes of which are smooth over S.

Proof. By Lemma 4.21 it suffices to prove the claim for the functors U≤α(φ). Since it suffices to
prove the claim étale-locally on S, by Theorem 4.17 we may assume that φ is splittable and that
S = Spec(R′) is affine. Then using Lemma 4.20 we may replace φ by φR′

and hence assume that
S = Spec(R).

By Theorem 2.22, the group schemes G and Aut⊗(ω) differ by a G-torsor on S. Using the
induced isomorphism Rep◦ G ∼= Rep◦ Aut⊗(ω) we may replace G by Aut⊗(ω) and hence can assume
that ω = forg : Rep◦ G → ModR. Then the claim is given by [SR72, IV 2.1.4.1].
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Construction 4.23. Assume that S = Spec(R). Let α ∈ Γ<0. Let g ∈ U≤α(φ)(S
′) for some

S-scheme S′. For X ∈ Rep◦ G, the endomorphism hX := g − idω(X)S′ of ω(X)S′ maps ω(X)φ≤γ
S′

into ω(X)φ≤γ+α
S′ for each γ ∈ Γ. Hence it naturally induces a homomorphism h̃X : gr(φ(X)) →

gr(φ(X)) of degree α. For X,Y ∈ Rep◦ G, the identity

hX⊗Y = hX ⊗ idω(Y )S′ + idω(X)S′ ⊗hY + hX ⊗ hY

implies that the h̃X are compatible with tensor products in the sense of Definition 2.20. Hence
for varying X these endomorphisms define an element

ℓ(g) ∈ End⊗(forg ◦ gr ◦φ)(S′).

By Theorem 2.22, the fiber functor forg ◦ gr ◦φ on Rep◦ G is isomorphic to ωG fpqc-locally
on X. Hence Aut⊗(forg ◦φ ◦ gr) is representable by a smooth group scheme over S′. So using
Proposition 2.21 we can consider ℓ(g) as an element

ℓ(g) ∈ Lie(Aut⊗(forg ◦ gr ◦φ))(S′) = Lie(Aut⊗(forg ◦ gr ◦φ))S′ .

Using the equivariance statement in Proposition 2.21, the fact that the h̃X are of degree α
translates to the fact that ℓ(g) lies in the subspace grα(Lie(Aut⊗(forg ◦ gr ◦φ))S′ of elements of
degree α with respect to the grading of Lie(Aut⊗(forg ◦ gr ◦φ)) defined by gr ◦φ via the adjoint
action. The assignment g 7→ ℓ(g) is functorial in S′ and so we obtain a morphism

(4.24) ℓ : U≤α(φ) → V(grα Lie(Aut⊗(forg ◦ gr ◦φ)))

of schemes over S.

Lemma 4.25. Let α ∈ Γ<0.

(i) The morphism (4.24) is a group homomorphism with respect to the additive group structure
on its target.

(ii) The kernel of (4.24) is equal to U<α(φ).

Proof. (i) For sections g, h ∈ U≤α(φ)(S
′) and for an element x ∈ F γ(ω(X)S′) we find

(g(h(x))− x)− (g(x)− x)− (h(x)− x) = g(h(x)− x)− (h(x)− x) ∈ ω(X)φ≤γ+2α
S′ .

This implies (i).
Claim (ii) follows from the definition of (4.24).

The proof of the following fact is motivated by the proof of [Con14, 2.3.1]:

Proposition 4.26. Consider a homomorphism h : G → H of smooth affine group schemes for
which every geometric fiber of the induced inclusion i : G/ ker(h) → H is an isomorphism. Then
i is an isomorphism.

Proof. The quotient sheaf G/ ker(h) is representable by a separated algebraic space of finite type
over S (e.g. since it is equal to the quotient stack [G/ ker(h)]). The assumption on the fibers of i
implies that i is quasi-finite. Since i is a monomorphism and G/ ker(h) is separated, the morphism
i is separated as well. Hence by [Sta18, Tag 03XX], the algebraic space G/ ker(h) is representable
by a scheme. Since G is smooth over S, so is G/ ker(h). By the assumption on i, the induced map
Lie(G/ ker(h)) → Lie(H) is a isomorphism on every geometric fiber. Hence it is an isomorphism,
which shows that i is étale. Hence, by [Sta18, Tag 025G], as an étale monomorphism i is an open
immersion. Then the assumption on the fibers of i ensures that i is an isomorphism.

Theorem 4.27. For each α < 1, the quotient sheaf U≤α(φ)/U<α(φ) is representable by the affine
group scheme underlying a vector bundle over S.

More precisely, the morphism (4.24) induces an isomorphism

U≤α(φ)/U<α(φ)
∼−→ V(grα Lie(Aut⊗(forg ◦ gr ◦φ))).
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Proof. By Lemma 4.25, the morphism 4.24 factors through a monomorphism

U≤α(φ)/U<α(φ) ↪→ V(grα Lie(Aut⊗(forg ◦ gr ◦φ))).

of flat sheaves.
To show that this monomorphism is an isomorphism we may work étale locally on S. So by

Theorem 4.17 we may assume that S is splittable.
By Proposition 4.26, it suffices to prove that all geometric fibers of (4.24) are isomorphisms.

So using Lemma 4.20 we may reduce to the case that R is a field. Then the monomorphism
Uα(φ)/U<α(φ) ↪→ V(grα Lie(Aut⊗(gr ◦φ))) is representable by a closed immersion, and it suffices
to show that the source and target of this closed immersion have the same dimension. This is
given by [SR72, IV 2.1.4.1].

Now we can prove Theorem 4.12:

Proof. By Lemma 4.11 and Theorem 4.17, the sheaf Spl(φ) is a torsor under U(φ). By Theorem
4.27, the group scheme U(φ) is an iterated extension of vector group schemes over S. Hence any
U(φ)-torsor over an affine base is trivial.
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