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Abstract

We use the Tannakian formalism to define the Emerton-Gee stack for general groups. For a flat
algebraic group G over Z,, we are able to prove the associated Emerton-Gee stack is a formal algebraic
stack locally of finite presentation over Spf(Z,). We also define a derived stack of Laurent F-crystals with
G-structure on the absolute prismatic site, whose underlying classical stack is proved to be equivalent to
the Emerton—Gee stack.

In the case of connected reductive groups, we show that the derived stack of Laurent F-crystals with
G-structure is classical in the sense that when restricted to truncated animated rings, it is the étale sheafi-
fication of the left Kan extension of the Emerton-Gee stack along the inclusion from classical commutative
rings to animated rings. Moreover, when G is a generalised reductive group, the classicality result still
holds for a modified version of the Emerton-Gee stack. In particular, this completes the picture that the
derived stack of local Langlands parameters for the Langlands dual group of a reductive group is classical.

Contents

1 Introduction

Let K be a finite extension of @, with the ring of integers Ox. In [Min23], we constructed a derived
stack of Laurent F-crystals of rank d on the absolute prismatic site (Ox),, whose underlying classical stack
is equivalent to the Emerton—Gee stack for GL4. Moreover, we showed this derived stack is determined by the
Emerton—Gee stack, in the sense that it is essentially the left Kan extension of the Emerton—Gee stack along
the inclusion from classical commutative rings to animated rings. In other words, this left Kan extension,
which is defined in an abstract way, admits a nice moduli interpretation in terms of Laurent F-crystals.

In this paper, we will deal with more general groups GG. The motivation is two-fold. On the one hand, as in
[EG22], the Emerton—Gee stack plays an important role in proving the existence of crystalline lifts of residual


http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.12661v1

Galois representations valued in GLg4. It also provides a natural geometric setting for the weight part of Serre
conjecture and the Breuil-Mézard conjecture. So in order to study these questions for more general groups G,
it is desirable to have a G-version of the Emerton—Gee stack. On the other hand, the Emerton—Gee stack is
regarded as the natural geometric object on the spectral side of a conjectural categorical p-adic local Langlands
correspondence in [EGH22]. Its counterpart in the [ # p case, i.e. the (derived) stack of L-parameters, is shown
to be classical for reductive groups (cf. [FS21],[DHKM20],[Zhu20]). So it is natural to expect the existence of
a derived Emerton—Gee stack for general groups and show it is indeed classical in the case of reductive groups.
This will also enable us to study the parabolic induction of the (ind-)coherent sheaves on the spectral side.

1.1 The Emerton—Gee stack for general groups

We first explain how to construct a stack of étale (p, I')-modules for a general group G. The natural method
of dealing with general groups is using the Tannakian formalism. Let G be a flat affine group scheme of finite
type over Spec(Z,) and Rep(G) be the category of algebraic representations on finite free Z,-modules. We
can give a direct definition as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let X : Nilp; — Groupoids be the functor sending each R € Nilpy  to the groupoid of
exact @-functors Fun®™® (Rep(G), Mod?" (AR)), where Nilpy, s the category of p-nilpotent rings, Groupoids

is the 2-category of groupoids, and Mod‘P’F(AR) is the category of étale (,T')-modules with R-coefficient of
all ranks.

The main issue is to show this prestack is indeed a well-behaved stack. We can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem Z52). Let G be a flat affine group scheme of finite type over Spec(Z,). The prestack
Xg is a formal algebraic stack locally of finite presentation over Spf(Zy).

Before we explain our strategy of studying X, we first recall the existing works for some general groups.
When G is the Langlands dual group over Z,, of a tame group over K, the corresponding Emerton—-Gee stack
was constructed and studied in [Lin23b]. And for the group GSp,, this was studied in [Lee23] using the
concrete description of GSp,. The strategy in [Lin23b] is roughly the same as [EG22], i.e. first deal with an
affine Grassmannian, which has reasonable geometric properties, then study the stack of étale p-modules using
the results in the previous step, and finally consider the additional I'-action to study the étale (¢, I')-modules.
But as observed in [Lin23D], the Tannakian formalism is not always compatible with the important step in
[EG22] reducing the case of ramified K to that of unramified K.

In order to deal with more general groups, we take a different perspective. In fact, we aim to extract
as much information as possible from the GL,; case. To motivate this, let us recall a more classical context.
Suppose G is a linear algebraic group over C and X is a smooth projective curve over C. The classical way
to prove Bung, the stack of G-torsors on X, is an algebraic stack locally of finite type is as follows. One first
fixes an embedding G — GL,,. For Bungg,, , one can construct explicit smooth atlas. Then one can try to
prove the morphism Bung — Bungt,, is schematic and locally of finite presentation. We want to emphasize
that the projectivity of X plays an important role in the second step.

Now taking K = @, for simplicity, one could regard Az, = Z,((T));, as a “curve” and view Ag = R((T)) =
Az, “®7z,R as the base change of the curve along Z, — R for a p-nilpotent ring . There is no projectivity
involved but the additional (¢, T')-action can provide some finiteness. So we could hope to prove the morphism
Xg — Xg1,, is schematic. But it seems still hard to show this.

Remark 1.3. From the above perspective, the Emerton—Gee stack shares a similarity with Bung associated
to the Fargues—Fontaine curve.

We can go a bit further. In [BroI3], Broshi proved the stack of G-torsors over a flat proper curve X over any
field k is an algebraic stack locally of finite type using a new perspective on G-torsors. In fact, for a flat affine
group scheme G of finite type over Z,, Broshi proved that one can find an algebraic representation V' of G, a
tensorial construction ¢(V) and a line bundle L C V' which splits, such that G ~ Aut(V, L)El, where Aut(V, L)
sends a Zp-algebra R to the set of automorphisms f : Vg — Vg such that ¢(f) : t(V)r — t(V)r fixes Lg.
Using this description, Broshi further proved that a G-torsor over a scheme Y over Z,, is the same as a so-called
Y-twist (y,Ly), i.e. a pair of vector bundles on Y such that there exists a fppf cover Y — Y such that
(€3, Ly ) is isomorphic to (Vy, Ly). In particular, there is a morphism Bung — Bungr, x Bungr,,,_, where

IFor those groups which have reductive generic fibers, this result is proved in [Kis10, Proposition 1.3.2].



d = dimgz, V and t(d) = dimg, (V') (we secretly changed the locally split line bundle to the corresponding
quotient bundle). So now one can try to prove Bung — Bungr,, x Bungr, (1 is schematic. This is the route
we will follow in the context of étale (p,I')-modules.

More precisely, let G be a flat affine group scheme of finite type over Z,. Fix a pair (V, L) such that
G ~ Aut(V,L). We will show étale (¢,I')-modules with G-structure are the same as étale (¢, T')-twists (cf.
Lemma 2.T3]). Due to some technical issue concerning topology, this is first proved for finite type Z,-algebras
in Subsection 2] and then for general algebras in Subsection after we have shown the stack of étale -
modules with G-structure is limit preserving. Then we can get a natural morphism X¢ — Xer, X Xar,,)_,
We can further factor this morphism through another stack X& parametrising tuples (€, F, f : () — F),
which consist of a vector bundle £ of rank d, a vector bundle F of rank ¢(d) — 1 as well as a surjective
morphism f : ¢(£) - F. Then we get a natural monomorphism i : Xg — X2 and a forgetful morphism
T Xé — XGL,i X XGLt(d)—l'

For the morphism 7 : X¢ — Xgr, X XGL,,,_,, We can actually show it is representable in formal schemes.

This boils down to showing the surjective Hom functor HomSurJ (€, L) between two étale (p,T')-modules is
representable in formal schemes (cf. Lemma 224]). In the context of Bung associated to a curve, this is the
representability of the Quot functor. In our context, the interpretation of surjectivity is involved. In fact, the
de Rham prestack functor naturally appears, which accounts for the representability in formal schemes instead
of schemes.

For the monomorphism i : Xg — A, the situation is much more complicated. Again, in the context of
Bung associated to a curve, the representability of this morphism is basically guaranteed by [OIs06]. But there
is no shortcut in our context. The basic tool for proving such representability is Artin’s criteria. We have to
check all the axioms by hand (cf. Proposition 2.33] 2.38] and 251)). Among them, the effectivity of formal
objects and the openness of versality are much more delicate yet more interesting. For the effectivity of formal
objects, the subtlety lies in that the Emerton—Gee stack for GL,, is only a formal algebraic stack. So the
formal objects consisting of étale (p,T")-modules are not expected to be effective. This makes the effectivity
of formal objects in our context quite surprising.

In order to prove the openness of versality, Artin introduced the deformation theory and the obstruction
theory and some crucial conditions they need to satisfy in [Art74]. As i: Xg — XS is a monomorphism, the
deformation theory is actually trivial in our context. But we do need to construct a reasonable obstruction
theory and prove it satisfies Artin’s conditions (see Section ). This might be the most difficult part in
the proof of Theorem In fact, we have to use derived algebraic geometry, more precisely the theory of
cotangent complexes of derived Artin stacks, to deal with some technical issues. The basic observation is that
we can similarly define a stack (BG)°® and a map BG — (BG)° as above. Regarding them as derived stacks,
the relative cotangent complex of BG — (BG)° will naturally admit a (p,T')-structure and we can find an
obstruction class stable under the (¢, T')-action, which will finally give us a good candidate of the desired
obstruction theory.

Remark 1.4. It is not obvious to us if the obstruction theory we constructed also works for étale p-modules.
The subtlety lies in that we are not sure whether the Frobenius invariants and coinvariants of finitely generated
étale p-modules are still finite over the coefficient ring or not.

Remark 1.5. In [Lin230)], Lin can also prove the quasi-compactness of the corresponding Emerton—Gee stacks.
This requires to study the mod p representations in detail. In fact, we have been informed by Lin that the quasi-
compactness in our case can be deduced from his paper [Lin23d)] at least when p > 3.

1.2 Derived Emerton—Gee stack for general groups G

As in the case of GLg4, we can also construct a derived stack of Laurent F-crystals with G-structure on
the asbolute prismatic site (O ), which is hoped to be classical as well. For technical reasons, we will use
the transveral absolute prlsmamc site (O K) which simply consists of all the transveral prisms in (Og )y, i.e.
prisms (A4, I) with A/I[p] =

Definition 1.6. Let N'l,lpZ be the oo-category of p-nilpotent animated rings and Ani be the co-category of
anima. We define the derived stack of Laurent F-crystals Xq : N’LlpZ — Ani by sending each R € N’LlpZ to

the anima )
. ~L =
Xo(R):=  lim  BG(A®zR[7)*™

(A,I)G(OK)Z



To study Xg, one might try to use the Tannakian formalism again. Unfortunately, there seems to be no
Tannaka duality in the setting of (p-nilpotent) animated rings. This causes lots of trouble when we try to
prove the classicality of the derived stack X, or even to prove it satisfies the sheaf property as there is no
analogue of Drinfeld-Mathew’s descent result in the case of general groups, which is one of the reasons that
we resort to transversal prisms. To fix this issue, we will take a general reduction procedure, i.e. start with
discrete animated rings, where the Tannaka duality is available, and then use cotangent complex to linearise
everything.

As in [Min23], we can still prove the following result.

Theorem 1.7 (Theorem B.II)). Let G be a flat affine group scheme of finite type over Z,. There is an
equivalence between the stack Xg and the underlying classical stack "X of the derived stack Xg.

This is the starting point of proving the classicality of the derived stack Xg. We first look at the case
where G is a connected reductive group. The basic tool is the same as [Min23], i.e. using [GRI7, Chapter 1,
Proposition 8.3.2]. In fact, this is the only way we know to prove classicality of a general derived prestack.
[GRI7, Chapter 1, Proposition 8.3.2] enables us to compare two derived prestacks admitting a deformation
theory by comparing their pro-cotangent complexes at classical points. We refer to [Min23, Section 3] for more
details on the derived deformation theory.

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem B28). Let G be a connected reductive group over Z,. The derived stack X¢ is
classical up to nilcompletion, i.e. (Lan®Xq)# ™ ~ 21 where (Lan®Xq)# ™ is the nilcompletion of the étale
sheafification of the left Kan extension of “X¢g along the inclusion Nilpr — Nilpr.

To prove this theorem, we have to show both (Laulrldfg)#’“i1 and X2 admit a deformation theory as
required by [GRIT, Chapter 1, Proposition 8.3.2], and prove they are locally almost of finite type, which
makes it sufficient to compare pro-cotangent complexes at points valued in discrete algebras of finite type.
The proofs of these results are quite different from [Min23]: we argue by induction on the truncation degrees
of animated rings and use the cotangent complexes.

Next in order to compare pro-cotangent complexes at points valued in discrete algebras of finite type, the
naive idea is to use some arguments involving faithfully flat descent and Nakayama’s lemma to reduce to the
points valued in finite fields. This works for complexes but not for pro-complexes. Fortunately, we can actually
show the pro-cotangent complexes at points valued in discrete algebras of finite type are indeed complexes.
For (Lan®X5)#™!, the important input is that Xg is a formal algebraic stacd. For X2l we can directly show
the pro-cotangent complex is given by the shifted Herr complex associated to the adjoint étale (¢, I')-module
corresponding to the point.

Remark 1.9. In [EG22], it is shown that the Herr complex associated to the adjoint étale (p,T")-module
corresponding to a point of finite type provides a good obstruction theory for the (classical) Emerton—Gee
stack. This makes our derived extension of the Emerton—Gee stack fit into a picture similar to the perfect
obstruction theory introduced in and studied in [STVI|], where derived extensions of Deligne—Mumford
stacks are studied in order to provide a [—1,0]-perfect obstruction theory. The shifted Herr complex is a
perfect complex of amplitude [—1,1] as for Emerton—Gee stacks, we essentially consider the “unframed local
deformation theory” instead of the “framed local deformation theory”.

Once we are reduced to classical points valued in finite fields, we can use the same proof of [Min23|
Proposition 3.51] combined with Theorem [Tl below due to Paskiinas—Quast to prove Theorem In fact,
Theorem [LTT] will guarantee an infinitesimal version of Theorem by [GVI1S, lemma 7.5].

Now we shift our focus to the generalised reductive groups introduced in [PQ24].

Definition 1.10 ([PQ24] Definition 2.5]). A generalised reductive group scheme over a scheme S is a smooth
affine S-group scheme G, such that the geometric fibres of G° are reductive and G/G° — S is finite.

Pasktinas and Quast are able to prove the following important result about the framed local deformation
ring, which generalises the GL,-case proved in [BIP23].

Theorem 1.11 ([PQ24] Theorem 1.1]). Let G be a generalised reductive group over Z,. Let ky be a finite
field of characteristic p. Let p : Gx — G(ky) be a residual representation. Then the framed local Galois
deformation ring RE is a local complete intersection.

21t might be even better to know Xg is an ind-algebraic stack. This is true if X is quasi-compact, which is the case at least
when p > 3 by Remark [[L5]



Note that in the setting of generalised reductive groups, for a representation p : Gx — G(R), we will only
consider the G°-conjugation instead of the whole G-conjugation. This is then compatible with the setting
of the Langlands parameters. In order to be compatible with Galois representations, we have to consider a
modified version of the Emerton—Gee stack.

Definition 1.12 (Definition B3T] B30). For a generalised reductive group G over Z,, we define a stack X&™
by the following pullback diagram

XE™ —— Spf(Z,) (1.1)

L

Xog —— A4

where G := G/G° and the right vertical map Spf(Z,) — Xz means the trivial étale (¢,T)-module with G-
structure. As in practice we really care about X5™ instead of Xg, we call XE™" the Emerton-Gee stack
associated to the generalised reductive group G.

We can also define a modified derived stack X2 of Laurent F-crystals by replacing Xg (resp. Xg) in the
above diagram with X¢g (resp. Xg).

It is essential to consider this modified version of (derived) Emerton—Gee stack when we want to relate it
to Galois representations. In fact, let R be a finite Artinian local ring, a Galois representation p : Gx — G(R)
is only concerned with the trivial G-torsor over R. When G is a connected reductive group, every G-torsor
over R is trivial, which can be proved by reducing to the finite field case and using Lang’s theorem. If G/G° is
nontrivial, then there might be non-trivial G-torsors over R. So we can not expect étale (¢, I')-modules with
R-coefficient to be the same as Galois representations over R for such group G.

Now we state the classicality result for generalised reductive groups.

Theorem 1.13 (Theorem B33). Let G be a generalised reductive group over Z,. The derived stack XE" is
classical up to nilcompletion, i.e. (Land%%en)#’n” ~ X2 where (Land%%en)#’n” is the nilcompletion of the
étale sheafification of the left Kan extension of Cl%%en along the inclusion Nilpr — N'lllpzp.

In the case where G is the L-group of a reductive group over K, Theorem [[.13] then completes the picture
that the derived stack of local Langlands parameters is classical for arbitrary reductive groups.
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2 Emerton—Gee stack for general groups

Let K be a finite extension of @, with residue field k. Let G be a flat affine group scheme of finite type
over Z,. We will construct a moduli stack of étale (¢,T")-modules with G-structue and show it is a formal
algebraic stack locally of finite presentation over Spf(Z,).

We write K ((p) to denote the extension of K obtained by adjoining all p-power roots of unity. The
Galois group Gal(K ((pe )/ K) is naturally identified with an open subgroup of Z5. Let Kcye denote the unique
subextension of K ({p~) whose Galois group over K is isomorphic to Z, and ks be its residue field. We write
I' := Gal(K.y./K)) and fix a topological generator v € T..

As in [EG22], for any p-nilpotent ring R, we write AL = (W (k) ®z, R)[[T]] and A = (W(ka) ®z,
R)((T)). There are compatible p-action and I'-action on Ag. But if K is ramified, A}, might not be ¢-stable.

Definition 2.1. An étale (¢, T")-module with R-coefficient is a finitely projective module M over A together
with a semi-linear @-action ppr : M — M and a continuous semi-linear I'-action such that

1. The p-action commutes with the I'-action;



2. The Ag-linear map @3, M — M induced by par s an isomorphism.

Let Mod¥* (AR) denote the category of étale (@, T)-modules over Ag. Forgetting about the T-action, we can
also define the category Mod?(AR) of étale p-modules over Ag.

Definition 2.2 (The Emerton-Gee stack for GLg4). The Emerton—Gee stack for GLg is the functor Xgr, :
Nilpr — Groupoids which sends each p-nilpotent ring R to the 1-groupoid of étale (p,T")-modules of rank d
over Ag.

To define étale (¢, I')-modules with G-structure, we will adopt the approach of the Tannakian formalism.

Definition 2.3. Let R € Nilp; . An étale (p,T')-modules with G-structure and R-coefficient is an ezact
®-functor F : Rep(G) — Mod?" (AR), where Rep(G) is the category of algebraic representations of G on
finite free Zy-modules. Let Fy,Fy be two such functors. A morphism Fy — F5 is a natural transformation
U Fiy = Fy satisfying Uv, v, =~ Uy, @ Uy, .

Let ModgF(AR) denote the category of étale (o, T')-modules with G-structure and R-coefficient and ModgF(AR)Z
be its underlying groupoid.

Now we can define the prestack of étale (¢, I')-modules with G-structure.

Definition 2.4. Let Xg : Nilpr — Groupoids be the prestack sending each R € NilpZP to the groupoid
Mod& " (AR)™.

In order to study the prestack X, we need to have a good understanding of Modg’F(A r)~. Note that if
we forget about the (¢, I')-structure, then we get a functor Xo(R) — BG(AR) for each R. Traditionally, there
are three equivalent definitions of G-torsors, i.e. the geometric one, the Tannakian one and the cohomological

one (cf. [SW20, Appendix to Lecture 19]).
For our purpose, we also need another perspective introduced in [Brol3|. Let us first recall some important

notions in [Brol3].

Definition 2.5 (Tensorial construction). Let V' be an algebraic representation of G on finite free Z,-modules.

By a tensorial construction t(V'), we mean some finite iteration of the operations /\i, ®,®,Sym’, (-)V.

Broshi gave another description of the algebraic group G, which leads to a new interpretation of the
G-torsors.

Theorem 2.6 ([Brol3l Theorem 1.1]). Let G be a flat affine group scheme of finite type over a Dedekind
scheme X. Then there is an algebraic representation V' of G, a tensorial construction t(V') and a locally split
line bundle L C t(V) such that G ~ Aut(V, L), where Aut(V, L) is the representable functor whose T-points
are automorphisms f of V& Or such that f(L® Or) =L ® Or.

In particular, this theorem applies to X = Spec(Z,,). This is indeed a generalisation of Chevalley’s theorem
to mixed characteristic.

From now on, we fix a triple (V,¢(V), L) as in Theorem [20] such that G ~ Aut(V, L). Then we have the
following definition.

Definition 2.7 (Twist of (V,L)). Let Y be a scheme over Z,. We define a Y -twist to be a pair (Ey,Ly)
where Ey is a vector bundle on 'Y and Ly is a locally split line bundle in t(Ey) such that (Ey,Ly) is fppf

locally isomorphic to (V, L), i.e. there is a fppf cover Y — Y and an isomorphism f : Ey = Vyr such that
f(Lys) = Ly:. An isomorphism of Y-twists g : (Ey,Ly) — (&4, L%) is an isomorphism of vector bundles
g: & — & such that g(Ly) = LY. Let Twisty (V. L) denote the groupoid of Y -twists.

One nice consequence of the characterisation G ~ Aut(V, L) is the following equivalent descriptions of
G-torsors.

Theorem 2.8 ([BroI3, Theorem 1.2, Corollary 1.3]). Let G be a flat affine group scheme of finite type over
Z,. For any scheme Y over Zy, there is a natural equivalence functorial in Y of the following groupoids.

1. The groupoid BG(Y') of geometric G-torsors over Y.

2. The groupoid Fun®® (Rep(G), Bun(Y)) of exact @-functors F : Rep(G) — Bun(Y), where Bun(Y) is
the category of vector bundles on Y .



3. The groupoid Twisty (V, L) of Y -twists of (V, L).

Ezxplicitly, given a geometric G-torsor P, the corresponding functor F' € Fun®® (Rep(G), Bun(Y')) sends
V € Rep(G) to Px%Spec(Sym® (VY ®z,Oy)). Given a functor F' € Fun™® (Rep(G), Bun(Y)), the correspond-
ing Y -twist is given by (F(V), F(L)). Given a Y -twist (Ey, Ly ), the corresponding G-torsor is Isom((Vy, Ly ), (Ey, Ly )).

Remark 2.9. The assumption that Y is faithfully flat over Z, in [Brol3, Theorem 1.2] is unnecessary as
mentioned in the footnote of [SW20, Theorem 19.5.1]. Also, we often do not distinguish a geometric G-torsor
from its associated cohomological G-torsor (see [SW2(, Theorem 19.5.1]).

2.1 Etale (¢, T')-modules with G-structure

Let R € Nilp; . The goal of this subsection is to show étale (¢,I')-modules with G-structure and R-
coefficient are equivalent to étale (¢, T')-A g-twists, which are A p-twists equipped with compatible (¢, T')-
actions. Note that we can apply Theorem to Y = Spec(Ag). In particular, we get an equivalence
Fun®®(Rep(G), Bun(AR)) ~ Twista,(V,L). Then the Frobenius map ¢a, : Agr — Apg induces a functor
Fun®®(Rep(G), Bun(AR)) — Fun®®(Rep(G), Bun(Ag)) by composing with the exact ®-functor O n
Bun(Ag) — Bun(Ag). In the same way, we also have ¢} 1 Twista,(V,L) — Twista,(V, L) as pullback
preserves tensorial constructions. Then we get a commutative diagram

5

Fun®®(Rep(G), Bun(AR)) S, Fun®® (Rep(G), Bun(AR)) (2.1)

Twista ,(V, L) Twista, (V; L).

*
PAp

Note that the category Mod¥(AR) of étale p-modules over Ap can be defined via the following 2-fiber
product in (2, 1)-category of categories

Mod®(Ag) Bun(Ag) (2.2)

L L(@ZRvid)

Bun(Ag) 2. Bun(Apg) x Bun(Ag).

Definition 2.10. Let TvvistﬁR (V, L) denote the 2-fiber product

Twist%, (V, L) ——————— Twista,(V, L) (2.3)

L [(%Jd)

Twist 4, (V, L) —=— Twist 4, (V, L) x Twist4,, (V, L).

and Fun®%?(Rep(G), Bun(AR)) denote the 2-fiber product

Fun®® ¢ (Rep(G), Bun(Ax)) Fun®®(Rep(G), Bun(AR)) (2.4)

L Lw:Rw

Fun®® (Rep(G), Bun(AR)) 2 Fun®® (Rep(G), Bun(Ag)) x Fun®®(Rep(G), Bun(A4Rg)).

Explicitly, an object in Twisty (V,L) is a pair of étale p-modules (€ay,La,) such that the inclusion
LA, —t(Eay) is compatible Wlth the induced Frobenius action on t(Eay). Note that La, is not required to
be locally split as étale ¢p-modules.

Lemma 2.11. There is an equivalence of groupoids Ev : Fun®®(Rep(G), Mod? (AR)) — TvvistﬁR (V,L).



Proof. As the two functors Mod? (A g) — Bun(Ag) sending (p*M = M) to @*M, M respectively are both
exact ®-functors, we then have

Fun®(Rep(G), Mod? (A g)) =~ Fun™®?(Rep(G), Bun(A )

by Diagram and the fact that the morphisms between exact ®-functors are required to be symmetrical
monoidal. Then this lemma follows from Diagram 211 O

Now choosing a topological generator v of I, we can consider the subgroup Igise := {7) C I' generated by
~. We can then define Fun®® (Rep(G), Mod? "= (A )) and Twisti’ll;d‘“(V, L) similarly.

Lemma 2.12. There is an equivalence of groupoids Ev : Fun®® (Rep(G), Mod#" 4= (Ag)) = Twistﬁ’lzd‘“ (V,L).
Proof. Similar to Lemma 21T} O

By replacing Tgisc with I', we can define the groupoids Fun®®(Rep(G), Mod? " (A)) and Twistﬁ’}; (V,L)
by requiring the I-actions to be continuous. As Mod?'(AR) is a full subcategory of Mod? 4= (AR) and
the inclusion functor is an exact @-functor, we see Fun®®(Rep(G), Mod?"' (A g)) is also a full subcategory of
Fun®® (Rep(G), Mod#" 4= (A g)). By LemmalZIZ we get a fully faithful functor Fun®®(Rep(G), Mod? " (A r)) —
Twisti’gd‘“(v, L), whose essential image lies in Twisti’;(V, L).

Then we have the following equivalence.

Lemma 2.13. The evaluation functor Ev : Fun®™® (Rep(G), Mod?" (ARr)) = Twistﬁ’g(v, L) is an equiva-
lence.

It is clear that this functor is fully faithful. So it remains to prove it is essentially surjective. To prove this,
we need to use the explicit functors described in Theorem 2.8, especially the geometric G-torsors. We assume
R is of finite type over Z, at the moment and leave the general case to the next section after we prove the
stack of étale (p,')-twists is limit preserving.

Given an A p-twist (Ea,,LAay) € Twistﬁ’}; (V, L), the geometric G-torsor corresponding is

P :=TIsom((Va,,Layg), (Eap: LAag))-

In particular, we have compatible ¢-action and I'-action on P induced by those on (€a,,, £a ). More precisely,
we can consider the isomorphism sheaf P’ := Isom((Va, Lay), (0" Eag, 9" Lay)). As (V, L) is actually defined
over Z, which is ¢-invariant, there is a natural isomorphism (Va,,La,) =~ (¢*Va,,¢*La,). Then for
any scheme Y over Spec(Ag), we have Hom(Y, P’) = Hom(p.Y, P) where ¢,Y is the Ap-scheme YV —
Spec(ARr) 2 Spec(Ag). This implies P’ = ¢*P. So we get an isomorphism ¢*P = P over Spec(Ar)
induced by (¢*Ean, ©*Lar) — (Ean, Lay). The same reason shows that the G-torsor P is equipped with a
compatible I'-action. We will have to discuss the “continuity” of the I'-action on P. To this end, we need to
introduce a natural topology on O(P).

Note that Ag is a Banach ring with the T-adic topology. In particular, A contains a topologically
nilpotent unit. As R is finite type over Z,, we see that Ap is Noetherian. Then by [KLI5l Remark 2.2.11],
any finite A gp-module is naturally a finite Banach A z-module.

We collect some useful lemmas about finitely generated modules over Apg.

Lemma 2.14. 1. Let M be a finitely generated Ar-module. Then any submodule N of M is closed.

2. For any Apg-linear morphism [ : My — My of finite Ar-modules, [ is continuous and strict (i.e. the
quotient topology on f(My) is the same as the subspace topology inherited from My ).

Proof. 1. Note that A contains a topological nilpotent unit 7. Then by [KLI5, Lemma 2.2.6(b), Theorem
2.2.8], the open mapping theorem is valid. Now by the same proof of [BGR84], Proposition 3.7.2.1], we
see N is closed.

2. By [KL15, Remark 2.2.11(c)], the continuity is clear. Now by [KLI5H, Theorem 2.2.8], the natural topology

on f(Mj) is equivalent to the quotient toplogy. So we just need to show the natural topology on f(Mj)

is equivalent to the subspace topology inherited from Ms. As the subspace topology makes f(M;) a
finite Banach A g-module by Ttem (1), this follows from [KLI5, Remark 2.2.11(c)].
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Definition 2.15 (Filtered colimit topology). For any Apg-module M, we can write M = colimM; as the
filtered colimit of all its finite A r-submodules. By endowing each M; with its natural topology, we can equip
M with the filtered colimit topology, i.e. every subset N C M is open if and only if the intersection N N M; is
open in M; for each i.

The next lemma shows the compatibility of the filtered colimit topology and the natural topology for finite
A r-modules.

Lemma 2.16. For any finitely generated Apr-module M, the natural topology is equivalent to the filtered
colimit topology.

Proof. Let U be an open subset of M under the natural topology. Then for any submodule M; of M, the
intersection U N M, is open in M; under the subspace topology on M;. But the subspace topology is equivalent
to the natural topology, we see U N M; is open in M; under the natural topology. So U is open in M under the
filtered colimit topologt. For thr converse, let U’ be an open subset of M under the filtered colimit topology,
then by the definition of the filtered colimit topology, U’ is open in M under the natural topology. (|

Lemma 2.17. Let M be an Apr-module equipped with the filtered colimit topology. Then any A r-submodule
N of M is closed in M.

Proof. Note that the intersection of NV with each finite A g-submodule M; of M is again finite A g-submodule
of M;. As any finite A g-submodule of M; is closed in M;, we see that N is closed in M. O

Write P = Spec(S) with S being faithfully flat over Ag. Equip S with the filtered colimit topology.
Lemma 2.18. The I'-action on S is continuous.

Proof. Note that P = Spec(S) = Isom((Va,,, Lay), (Ean, Lar)). We have the following pullback diagram

Isom((Vay, Lag), (Ean, Lay,)) —Isom(La,,La,) (2.5)

|

ISOIH(VAR, SAR) I — M(LARv t(EAR))

where the right vertical map is induced by the inclusion L£a, — t(€a,) and the bottom horizonal map is
induced by the inclusion La, < t(Va,).

Note that Isom(Va ,,Ea,) = Spec(St) is a closed subscheme of Hom(Va,,,a,) = Spec(gl), where S =
Symjy ,(Va, ® £X,.)- There is a T-action on S induced by the T-action on Ea,,. As the -action on Ea,, is
continuous, we see that the I'-action on Va,, ®5XR is also continuous, which implies that the induced I'-action
on S, is also continuous with respect to the filtered colimit topology.

Let Isom(La,,,La,) = Spec(Ss) be the closed subscheme of Hom(La ,,,£a,) = Spec(Ss), where Sy =
Symj . (La, ® Ly ). Then the T-actions on La, ® L} . and Sy are also continuous.

Then we see the induced I'-action on S; ®4 ,, S is also continuous. Write Hom(La ,,t(Ea,,)) = Spec(Ss).
We then have a surjective A g-morphism §1 RAR 5’2 — 51 ®g, S2 with compatible I'-actions, i.e. there is a
commutative diagram

FXSl XAg SQ—»'gl XAg 52 (26)

| |

I'x S ®g, S —= 51 ®g, Sa.

The upper horizontal map is continuous. Then by Lemma [Z19] the bottom horizontal map is also continuous,
i.e. the I'-action on S = 51 ®g, S2 is continuous.

O

Lemma 2.19. Let f: M — N be a surjective Ag-linear morphism of Ar-modules. Equip M and N with the
filtered colimit topology. Then we have

1. The morphism f is continuous.



2. If My is a saturated closed (resp. open) subset of M, i.e. My = f=*(f(My)), then f(M) is a closed
(resp. open) subset of N. In particular, this means f is indeed open.

Proof. 1. Let Ny be a closed subset of N. Then we need to prove that for any finite A g-submodule M,
of M, the intersection f~1(N7) N My is closed in My. Note that f(My) is a finite A g-submodule of N.
Therefore, N1 N f(Mp) is closed in f(My). Let fo : My — f(Mp) be the restriction of f on My. Then
we have f~1(Ny) N My = f5 ' (N1 N f(Mp)), which is then closed in My as fo is continuous.

2. Let Mj be a saturated closed subset of M and Ny be a finite A g-submodule of N. Consider Ny\(No N
f(My)), the complement of Ny N f(M7) in No. It suffices to prove No\(No N f(M7)) is open in Ny. Let
M; be any finite A g-submodule of M such that f(M;) = Ny and f; : M; — Ny be the restriction of f on
M;. By the open mapping theorem, we see that f; is open. In particular, the image of the complement
of My N M; in M; under the map f; is open in Ny. Take the union of images of all finite A zp-submodules
which map onto Ny, which is exactly No\(NoN f(M7)). This proves the case of saturated closed subsets,
which also implies the case of saturated open subsets.

Now suppose M’ C M is an open subset of M’. Let I be the kernel of f. Then we see that the saturation
Sat(M') := f=1(f(M")) is exactly the set I + M’, which is open. So this means f(M’) is open.
O

Now we finish the proof of Lemma for finite type Z,-algebra R.

Proof of LemmalZ13 for finite type Z,-algebra R. Given a geometric G-torsor P = Spec(S) coming from
Twistji’g(V, L), the associated functor Fp € Fun™®(Rep(G), Mod? "= (AR)) is given by O(P) x¢ (W @z,
Oa,)) for any W € Rep(G). More precisely, we have the equaliser

Fp(W) —= O(P) ©z, W —% O(P) &z, O(G) ©z, W (2.7)

where p13 is the natural inclusion and 7 is induced by the G-action on Op ®z, W given by g(p, w) := (pg, g lw)
(here we see P as a right G-torsor). The ¢-action and I'-action on Fp(W) are inherited from P.

Now we want to prove the I'-action on Fp(W) is continuous. Note that Fp (W) is a finite projective
A g-submodule of S ®z, W. Then the subspace topology on Fp(W) C S ®z, W is equivalent to its natural
topology. To see this, let U be an open subset of Fp(W) under the subspace topology, then there exists an
open subset U’ of S ®z, W such that U' N Fp(W) = U. By the definition of filtered colimit topology, we
see U is an open subset of Fp (W) under the natural topology. For the converse, let V' be an open subset of
Fp(W) under the natural topology. As F'p(W) is a closed subset of S ®z, W, we see the union of V' and the
complement S ®z, W\Fp(W) is open in S ®z, W, whose intersection with Fp(W) is V. So V is open under
the subspace topology.

Now as the I'-action on S ®z, W is continuous by Lemma T8 we see I' x Fp(W) — Fp(W) must also be
continuous. So Fp is indeed in Fun®®(Rep(G), Mod*" (Ag)). We are done. O

Remark 2.20. Let R be a finite type Zy-algebra. The proof of Lemma[213 shows that these two groupoids
are also equivalent to the groupoid of G-torsors equipped with compatible semi-linear @ and I'-actions such that
the I'-action is continuous with respect to the filtered colimit topology.

2.2 Surjective Hom functor of étale p-modules

In this section, we first study the prestack Rg of étale p-modules with G-structure and then use this to
show X is also a formal algebraic stack locally of finite presentation over Spf(Z,).
Recall we fixed a pair (V, L) such that G = Aut(V, L).

Definition 2.21. Let Rg denote the prestack NilpZP — Groupoids sending each R € NﬂpZP to the groupoid
Fun®™® (Rep(G), Mod?(AR)) (= TwistﬁR(V,L) by Lemma [217).

Instead of using locally split line bundles in the definition of twists of (V, L), the following lemma enables
us to work with surjections of vector bundles, which will be more convenient for our aim.
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Lemma 2.22. The groupoid Twisty (V,L) (resp. Twistﬁ’;(V, L)) is equivalent to the groupoid of pairs
(Eapn, [ :t(Eap) = Fa,) where Ea,, is an étale o-module (resp. étale (p,T')-modules) and f is a surjective
morphism of étale p-modules (resp. étale (¢,T')-modules) such that ker(f) is finite projective over Ag of
rank 1, and there exists a fppf cover Y — Spec(Ag) such that (Ey,f : t(Ey) — Fy) is isomorphic to
(Vy,pT : t(Vy) — t(Vy>/Ly).

Proof. This follows from the fact: If La, is locally split in #(€a,) as vector bundles, then the quotient
t(Eay)/La,, is also a vector bundle. O

Let d = dimz, V' and t(d) = dimgz, t(V'). Attached to the chosen pair (V, L), there is a natural morphism
of prestacks 7 : Rg — Ra Xspt(z,) Ri(a)—1 defined by

(SAva : t(EA.R> - fAR) = (EAR7‘FAR)

where Ry, resp. Rya)—1, is the prestack of finite projective étale p-modules of rank d, resp. t(d) — 1.

In order to study the morphism =, let us introduce another prestack R¢; which sends each R € Nilp = to
the groupoid of pairs (Ea,, f : t(Eay) — Fay,) where Ea,, is an étale p-module of rank d, Fa, is an étale
p-module of rank ¢(d) — 1, and f is a surjective map of étale ¢-modules. So the morphism 7 factors through
the natural map 7° : R, = Ra Xspe(z,) Re(d)—1-

Proposition 2.23. The morphism m° : R¢g, — Ra Xspt(z,) Reay—1 s representable in formal schemes locally
topologically of finite type. In particular, R¢, is limit preserving.

Proof. Consider any point Spec(R) — Ra Xgpt(z,) Reay—1- Let Ar be the following pullback of prestacks

Ar Spec(R) (2.8)

L]

RE ——=Ra Xspi(z,) Ri(d)-1-

We need to prove Apg is a formal scheme locally topologically of finite type over R.

As Ra Xspt(z,) Re(a)—1 is limit preserving, we can assume R is of finite type over Z,. The point Spec(R) —
Ra Xspt(z,) Ri@)—1 gives us Ea,, which is an étale p-module of rank d, and Fa,, which is an étale ¢-
module of rank t(d) — 1. Then for any finite type R-algebra S, Ag(S) is the setoid (by [Sta23| Tag 05U1])
of the surjective morphisms from ¢(Ea,) to Fa,, where Eo, (resp. Fag) is the base change of £, (resp.
Fay) along Agp — Ag. In particular, this means as a prestack over R, Ap is equivalent to the functor
Homf,(t(Eay), Fay) sending each R-algebra S to the set of surjective morphisms from ¢(€a,) to Fa, as
étale p-modules. So it suffices to prove this surjective Hom functor is representable by a formal scheme locally
topologically of finite type over R, which is provided by Lemma 2.24]

O

Lemma 2.24. Let &1, &2 be finite projective two étale p-modules over Agr where R is of finite type over Z/p®.
Then the surjective Hom functor Homfurj (&1, &2) 1is representable by a formal scheme locally topologically of
finite type over R.

Before we prove Lemma [2.24] let us first recall the notion of de Rham prestack. The reason why we care
about de Rham prestack is that the surjectivity of any morphism of modules can be checked after base changing
to the reduced coefficient ring.

Lemma 2.25. Let A be commutative ring. Let M, N be two finitely generated A-modules. Then a map
f: M — N is surjective if and only if freq : M @4 Ared = N ®4 Areq is surjective.

Proof. Let K be the cokernel of f. Then that f is surjective is equivalent to K = 0. Note that K = 0
is equivalent to K ®4 Ay, = 0 for all maximal ideals m of A. By Nakayama’s lemma, this is equivalent to
K ®4 A/m =0 for all maximal ideals of A. Now the lemma follows from A/m = A,eq/m. ([

Definition 2.26 (de Rham prestack). Let X be a prestack. Define its de Rham prestack Xar by Xar(A) :=
X (Area) for any commutative ring A.

We give some useful lemmas concerning the de Rham prestack functor.
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Lemma 2.27. If X a limit preserving prestack over Z,, then Xqgr s also limit preserving.

Proof. Let A be any commutative ring. Write A = colimA; as the filtered colimit of all its finite type Z,-
subalgebras. There is a natural map colimA; ;eqa — Ared, Which is obviously surjective. Note that for any
inclusions A; < A, we also get injective maps A; ycq < Ared. So the map colimA; ;cq — Areq is also injective.
This imples Xqr(A) = X (Ared) = coimX (A; yea) = colimX4r(A;). We are done. O

Lemma 2.28. Let f : X — Y be a morphism of limit preserving prestacks over Z,.
1. If f is an open immersion, then far : Xar — Yar is also an open immersion.
2. If f is a closed immerison, then fqr : Xar — Yar @s a formal completion of a closed immersion.

Proof. Let x : Spec(C) — Yar be a C-point of Yyr. By Lemma 227 Yir is limit preserving. Then we may
assume C is of finite type over Z,. The point x corresponds to a point & : Spec(Cred) — Y.

1. If f is an open immersion, then the fiber product X; = X Xy z Spec(Crea) is an open subscheme of
Spec(Cred). In particular, Xz induces an open subscheme X, of Spec(C) whose underlying reduced
scheme is just X;.

Let Spec(D) — Spec(C') be a map whose reduced map Spec(Dyed) — Spec(Crea) factors through Xz —
Spec(Creq). Then Spec(D) — Spec(C) must uniquely factor through X, — Spec(C). This implies that
X, is just the fiber product Xgr Xy, Spec(C).

2. If f is a closed immersion, then the fiber product Xz = X xy; Spec(Creq) is a closed subscheme of
Spec(Cred). Write Xz = Spec(Crea/I). Let Spec(D) be of finite type over Z, and Spec(D) — Spec(C)
be a map whose reduced map Spec(Dreq) — Spec(Cred) factors through Xz — Spec(Cheq), i.6. we have
the following commutative diagram

C D (2.9)

C‘red - Cred/I —— Dieq.

Let I be the kernel of C' — Cyeq/I. Then I is sent to the nilradical rad(D) of D under the map C' — D.
As D is of finite type over Z,, there exists some integer n > 1 such that rad(D)" = 0, which implies the
map C' — D factors through C/I" — D. So we see that the fiber product Xar Xy, Spec(C) is the
formal scheme Spf(C?).

O
Now in order to prove Lemma [Z24] we want to reduce to the basic case. Recall the following definition.

Definition 2.29 ([EG22, Definition 3.2.3]). If K is a finite extension of Q,, we set K¢ := K N Ko((peo),
where Kq is the mazimal absolutely unramified subextension of K.

Then we have coefficients ring A g and A gvasic. By the paragraph just below [EG22, Definition 3.2.3], we
know that A is a finite free A jvasic of rank [K, K¢ and the inclusion A guasic C A is g-equivariant.

For any R-algebra S, we write A pasic ¢ and Ag g as the corresponding coefficient rings to distinguish
between K and K. By the proof of [EG22] Lemma 3.2.5], we know that for a finite projective étale ¢-
module Mg over A grasic g, the additional structure required to make Mg into a finite projective étale p-module
over Ak g is the data of a morphism of étale p-modules over A grasic g

f 1Ak s®a Mg — Mg

Kbasic g

which satisfies the following conditions

1. the composite Mg AN Ak s®a Mg EN Mg is the identity morphism;

Kbasic g

2. the kernel of f is A g-stable.
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Then the Ak g-structure on Mg is given by a - m := f(a ® m). Using this description, we can obtain the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.30. Let &1,&; be finite projective two étale p-modules over Ax r where R is of finite type over
Z/p®*. Let E7,E5 be their underlying étale @-modules over A pvasicr respectively. Then the natural morphism
Hom? (&1, &) — Hom? (7, E5) is a closed immersion of affine schemes of finite presentation over R and so is
Isom? (€1, &) — Isom®(£7, £3).

Proof. Let fi : Axs @A, puse o € — & be the map corresponding to the étale ¢-structure over Ag g of
& for i =1,2. Let S be an R-algebra and g : £7 ¢ — &5 ¢ be an element in Hom? (€7, £5)(S). Then g is
an A s-linear map if and only if for any A € Ak s and m € &7 5, we have g(fi(A @ m)) = fa(A @ g(m)).
By [EG21] Lemma 5.4.8], we know that Hom? (€7, £S) is an affine scheme of finite presentation over R. Also
following the argument in the proof of [EG21, Lemma 5.4.8], we may assume both & and & are finite free.
In this case, g, f1, fo are matrices with entries in A grasic 5 = (W (k225€) @z, S)((T)). Write g = Y05, ¢:T"
with each g; being a matrix with entries in W (k521°) @7, S. [EG21, Lemma 5.4.8] shows that g is controlled
by all g;’s with ¢ < ¢t and ¢ does not depend on S, which gives the finite presentation of Hom? (€7, £3). Then
g(fid®@m)) = fo(A®g(m)) is a system of equations with finitely many variables. Hence Hom? (&, &) is the
closed subscheme of Hom? (€7, E5) cut out by the above equations. So we are done. The statement about the
isomorphism functors then follows from the following Cartesian diagram

Isom? (&, &) — Isom”? (€7, E5) (2.10)

| l

Hom”(é‘l, 52) —>HO_IHLP(5f, 65)

O
Now we are ready to prove Lemma
Proof of Lemma[2-24] Note that we have a Cartesian diagram
Hom?, (&1, £2) — Hom?, /(7 £3) (2.11)

| |

Hom? (&1, &3) —— Hom* (&7, £5).

Then by Lemma 230, we may assume AE is ¢-stable so that we can use all results concerning étale p-modules
in [EG21].

Recall that R is of finite type over Z/p®. We first assume &; and &; are finite free of rank r, ¢ respectively
and r > t. Choosing bases of £, &>, an element g in Hom(&y, &) is given by a matrix in M,«:(Ag). Write
g = .91 with g; € My t(W(koo) ®z, R). For simplicity, we let R = W(kso) ®z, R. Let X and YV
be the matrices of g, , e, With respect to the chosen bases respectively and n > 0 be an integer such that
X,Y, X1 Y~ all have entries with poles of degree at most n. Then by the proof of [EG21], Proposition 5.4.8],
we must have s < (2n +ap)/(p — 1) and all g; are determined by the g; for i < (2n+ (a — 1)p)/(p — 1).

Let s1 =[(2n+ap)/(p—1)] and s2 = [(2n+ (a — 1)p)/(p — 1)]. Then there is a natural morphism

¢ : Hom¥ (&1, &) — H (ResR/R(AT”))dR

i€[—s1,52]

by sending each g = > _,» | g:T" € Hom¥ (€1, &) (S) to Hie[fsl,@] i, where g; is the image of g; in (W (koo ) ®2z,
S)red = koo ®F,, Sred for any R-alegbra S. The reason why we consider this map is the following. If g represents
a surjective map, then by Lemma 28] this is equivalent to that g € M™*" (W (koo ) ®z, S)rea((1'))) represents
a surjective map. Moreover that g represents a surjective map is equivalent to that the ideal generated by all
the (t x t)-minors of g = >, _ ;7" is the unit ideal. As (W (ko) ®z, S)red is reduced, this is equivalent to
that the leading coefficient g; of g represents a surjective map from (W (ko) ®z, S)logq to (W (ko) ®z, S)kog-
So we can characterise surjective maps via their images under the morphism .
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By [Sta23| [Tag 09TP], the surjective Hom functor § := Hom
scheme of Hom(R", R")) = A};t. There is also the closed immersion SpecR — A};t corresponding to the
trivial map from R” to R'. By [BLRI2, Proposition 7.6/2], the map Resp, p(8) — ResR/R(A%Xt) is still an
open immersion and the map Resy, r(SpecR) — Resp / R(A%Xt) is still a closed immersion.

For each i € [—s1, 2], we can define the following pullback diagram

(R, RY)) is represented by an open sub-
surj

A (ITjer_s, i1 (Resgz p(SpecR))ar) x (Resp, 5 (F))ar (2.12)

Hje[fsl,sﬂ (RGSR/R(A;%X"))dR Hje[fsl,i] (RGSR/R(Agxn))dR

where the bottom horizontal map is the projection map and the right vertical map is induced by applying the
de Rham prestack functor to the product of the closed immersion and open immersion mentioned above. By
Lemma 2.28] the left vertical map is representable in formal schemes locally topologically of finite type. As
the trivial morphism is not surjective, we have Uie[—sl,sz] A; = ]_L.E[_SI’SZ] As.

Now by the above discussion on the leading coefficients of g, we can see that Ho_mfurj (&1, &) is exactly the
pullback of the following diagram

I—Io—rnfulrj (61’52) HiE[fsl,SQ] Qll (213)

Hom? (&, &) —— Hje[fsl,sﬂ (RGSR/R(Agxn))dR-

This implies the natural map Homfurj (£1,&) — Hom¥(&1,E&2) is representable in formal schemes locally

topologically of finite type. So we are done with the case of free modules.

For general &1, &>, we can always find F7, F» such that Fy @& @ Fo and E & Fo are both finite free. Let e
be the idempotent attached to F1 in F; @& &1 @ Fa, ea be the idempotent attached to &1 in Fy; & &1 & Fo, ez be
the idempotent attached to Fo in F1 & & & F2 and ey be the idempotent attached to Fs in 5 & Fa, e5 be the
idempotent attached to & in E5 & Fy. We first consider the closed subspace ) in Ho_mfurj (Fi® &1 D Fa,EaD Fa)
cut out by the equations ge; = 0, eqgea = 0 and (1 — e4)ges = 0. Then there is a natural map Y —
Hom?(F3, F2). Let i : Spec(R) — Hom?(Fa, F2) be the morphism corresponding to the identity map. Then ¢
is a closed immersion. To see this, note that Hom? (F, F2) is the closed subscheme of Hom? (E; @ Fa, 2 ® Fa)
cut out by the equations ges; = 0,e59 = 0. And the point corresponding to the identity map is the closed
subspace of Hom? (F», F2) cut out further by the equation g = e4. So i : Spec(R) — Hom?(Fs, F2) is a closed

immersion. Now we see that Hom (&1, &) is the the following pullback

Hom? .(&1,&) —— Spec(R) (2.14)

surj

l |

y I{()_mw(fg,fg).

So Hom? .(&1,&>) is a closed subscheme of Hom? . (F; & & b Fa,E b Fa). We are done. |

surj surj

Similarly, we can also define a prestack A5 which sends each R & NilpZP to the groupoid of pairs (€a,,, f :
t(Ea,) — Fay) where Ea, is an étale (¢, I')-module of rank d, Fa,, is an étale (¢, I')-module of rank t(d) — 1,
and f is a surjective map of étale (o, I')-modules. Then we have the factorisation Xg — Xg — Xy X Xyqy—1-

Lemma 2.31. The morphism Xg — Xa X Xjqy—1 is representable in formal schemes locally topologically of
finite type.

Proof. Let Ea, € Xy(R) and Fap, € Xygy—1. As Xy X Xy(g)—1 is limit preserving, we may assume R is of finite
type over Z,,.
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[}
surj

By Lemma 2:24] we know that the surjective Hom functor Hom? .(¢(€a ), Fay) is representable by a for-

mal scheme locally topologically of finite type over R. Note that the surjective Hom functor Homfu’rpjdisc (t(Eap), Far)
(as étale (i, Tgisc)-modules) can be defined as the pullback diagram

I_Io—m%rdisc (t(EAs)v'FAR) I_I()—m;purj (t(SAR)v'FAR) (2.15)

surj
(y",id)

How?, (H(Eay), Fay) ——— Hom?, . (H(En,) Fay) x Hom? . (t(Ea,), Fas)

surj surj surj

where 7* is the functor sending f to v~ 'o f o~ and A is the diagonal functor. Then we deduce that

Ho_mfdfjd‘“ (t(Eap), Fa,) is also representable by a formal scheme locally topologically of finite type over R by
[Sta23| Tag 0AIP].

Note that any surjective map t(Ea,) — Fa, of étale (¢, Tgisc)-modules is necessarily continuous with

respect to the natural topology and hence must also be a surjective map of étale (¢,I')-modules. So the

surjective Hom functor Homfdrrj(t(SAR), Fa,) of étale (p,I')-modules is the same as Homf]l’fjd‘sc(t(SAR), Fag)
e,

surj

This means Hom
over R.

(t(Ear), FAy) is also representable by a formal scheme locally topologically of finite type

O
As this point, we can also finish the proof of Lemma 2.3

Proof of LemmalZ13 As X2 is limit preserving by Lemma 23Tl we know X and the stack of étale (¢, T')-
twists are both limit preserving by [EG22l Lemma D.28] and Lemma 212l Then this lemma follows from the
case of finite type Z,-algebras, which we have already proved. O

2.3 Artin’s criteria

Now in order to study the morphism Xg — Xy X Xyg)—1, it remains to study the morphism Xg — A2
thanks to Lemma [Z31l Note that X — X& is a monomorphism as the existence of an fppf cover such that
the pullback of a pair (€a,,,Fa ) is isomorphic to (Va,,Va,/La,) is a property instead of part of the data.
We will resort to Artin’s axioms for the representability of functors by algebraic spaces.

Lemma 2.32 ([Sta23} Tag 07Y2]). Let F — G be a transformation of functors o : (Sch/Spec(Zy))gos: — Sets.
Assume that

1. « 1s injective,
2. F satisfies the following conditions

(a) F is a sheaf for the étale topology,

(b) F is limit preserving,

(¢) F satisfies the Rim-Schlessinger condition,
(d) Every formal object is effective,

(e) F satisfies openness of versality.
3. G is an algebraic space locally of finite presentation over Zj.
Then F is an algebraic space locally of finite presentation over Zy.

We first discuss the case of étale p-modules. For any map Spec(R) — Rg, let Br denote the pullback of
the diagram R¢e — Rg < Spec(R). In particular, Bg — Spec(R) is a monomorphism. We then have the
following proposition.

Proposition 2.33. Bp satisfies the conditions (a), (b), (¢) in Lemma[Z.52
Proof. As R, is locally of finite presentation over Spf(Z,), we may assume R is also of finite type. Let

(Eap t(Eay) — Fay) be the data corresponding to Spec(R) — RE.
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1. Condition (a): Bp is an étale sheaf over R. As Br(A) for any A is either empty set or a singleton set,
we see BR(Al X Ag) = BR(Al) X BR(AQ) as AA1><A2 = AA1 X AAQ. Now let Ay — As be a faithfully
flat map of R-algebras. Then we need to prove Br(A;) is the equalizer Eq(Br(A2) = Br(42 ®4, A2)).
It then suffices to prove when Br(As) = {*}, we have Br(A41) = {*}. In other words, given an exact ®-
functor F; : Rep(G) — Mod?(A 4,), we need to show Fy descends to an exact ®-functor Fy : Rep(G) —
Mod¥(A 4,). For each V' € Rep(G), we can define Fy(V) to be the étale p-module over A 4, obtained
by the faithfully flat descent of F5(V'), which is guaranteed by that étale p-modules satisfy faithfully
flat descent. For any map f : Vi — Vo, as Hom?(Fy (V1), F1(V2)) is an affine scheme over A; by Lemma
230 which is an fpqc sheaf, we get a morphism Fy(f) : F1(V1) — F1(V2) by descending the morphism
Fy(f) : Fo(Vi) — Fa(Va). Then for any short exact sequence 0 — V3 — Vo — V3 — 0 in Rep(G), we
get a sequence 0 — F1 (Vi) — F1(Va) — F1(V3) — 0. We first assume A; is of finite type over Z,, then
A4, — A, is faithfully flat by [EG21] Lemma 5.1.7]. So we see 0 — Fy (V1) — F1(Va) — Fi(V3) — 0 is
also exact. It is clear that Fy is a ®-functor, so Br(A1) = {*}. By the condition (b) which will be proved
below, i.e. Bg is limit preserving, we conclude By is an étale sheaf by [GRI9, Chapter 2, Proposition
2.2.7).

2. Condition (b): B is limit preserving. Let A be an R-algebra. Write A = lim_A; as the filtered colimit
of finite type R-subalgebras. Then we need to prove Br(A) = lim, Br(A;). Note that Br(A4;) is either
empty or a singleton set. So it suffices to prove that if Br(A) = {x}, then there exists an A; such
that Br(A;) = {x}. Let F' : Rep(G) — Mod¥(A 4) be the exact ®-functor corresponding to Br(A).
Let A = lim, Ay,. For each V € Rep(G), we have F(V) € Mod?(A 4). Then there exists A; such
that F(V) € Mod¥(A4,) as the moduli stack of étale p-modules is limit preserving. Now for any
h: Vi — Vi € Rep(G), we first can choose a j such that (V1) and F(V2) are actually in Mod” (A4, ).
Now as the affine scheme Hom? (F'(V1), F'(Vz2)) by Lemmal[2Z30lis of finite presentation over A, we see that
Hom?(F(Vy), F(V2))(A4) = lim, Hom? (F(V1), F(V2))(A;). So there exists a k such that F(h) actually
lies in Hom? (F(V4), F(V2))(Ag). In particular, this mean we get a functor F' : Rep(G) — Mod¥(A) such
that after base change along A — A 4, we get the original F' : Rep(G) — Mod¥ (A ).

It is clear that F is a ®@-functor. Let us now prove it is exact. Let 0 — Vi — Vo — V3 — 0 be a short
exact sequence in Rep(G). Then we have a short exact sequence 0 — F (Vi) — F(Va) — F(V3) — 0.
As A — A, is injective, we see that F(V;) — F(V;) is also injective for i = 1,2,3. So F(V;) —
F(V3) is injective and the composite F(V;) — F(Va) — F(V3) is 0. Now by Lemma 224 we see the
surjective Hom functor is limit preserving. So F(V2) — F(V3) is also surjective. Let K be the kernel of
F(V3) — F(V3). As the isomorphism Hom functor of étale ¢-modules is also limit preserving by Lemma
230, we see the natural map F(V;) — K is also an isomorphism. So we have a short exact sequence
0— F(Vi) = F(Va) — F(V3) — 0.

This means we have an exact ®@-functor F : Rep(G) — Mod¥(A). As the moduli stack of G-torsors is
locally of finite presentation, we then get a functor F : Rep(G) — Mod(A 4,) for some j, whose base
change to A coincides with the underlying G-torsor of F. In particular, this means there exists a fppf
cover ); — Spec(A ;) such that (F(V)y,, F(L)y,) is isomorphic to (Vy,, Ly;). Now we can choose
an s such that F'(V), F(L) lie in Mod”(A4,) and there is a map from A4, — Aj4,. Then we see
Br(As) = {x}.

3. Condition (c): Bp satisfies the Rim-Schlessinger condition, i.e. for any pullback diagram of local Artinian
rings of finite type over R
A——=B

L

C——=D,

the functor Br(A) — Br(C) X g, (p) Br(B) is an equivalence. To verify this, it suffices to assume C' — D
is surjective with square zero kernel. Then we have a pullback diagram of rings

Ay—Agp

.

Ac—=Ap
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such that the square of the kernel of A — Ap is 0. Now we can use the facts that the moduli stack of
G-torsors is an algebraic stack and that an algebraic stack satisfies the strong Rim-Schlessinger condition
(cf. [Sta23| Tag 0CXP]). This implies Bg satisfies the Rim-Schlessinger condition.

O

The remaining conditions (d), (e) are more delicate. The rest of this subsection is devoted to proving
condition (d) for Br. The condition (e) will be dealt with in the next subsection.
We begin with a lemma concerning algebraic representations of G.

Lemma 2.34. Let W be a finite free Zy-representation of G. Then there exists finite free Z,-representations
Wy, Wy such that

1. W is a subrepresentation of Wy and Wy /W s finite free over Z,;

2. Wi is a quotient representation of W = (R° (Sym®(VEN)V) Q(B;_, Sym' (VE?)) for some integers
5,8 >0, where V is our fived Zy-representation and d = dimz, V.

Proof. The proof is basically the same as [Mill7, Theorem 4.12]. We sketch the proof. Write dimz, (W) = m.

Let (W, p) be the corresponding O(G)-comodule and (O(G), A) be the Hopf algebra. Then W £ W@ O(G) =
O(G)™ is an injective homomorphism of O(G)-comodules, where W is the underlying space of W with trivial
group action. In particular, W is a direct summand of Wy ® O(G) as Z,-modules as (id ® €) o p = id
where € : O(G) — Z, is the co-identity map. Let W7 be the image of W under the j-th projection map
O(G)™ — O(G). Then W — €, W, So we may assume W C O(G).

We choose a basis of V' and identity G as a subgroup of GL4. Then there is a surjective homomorphism

O(GLa) = Zp[Tij,1/det)1<i j< — O(G) = Zpltij, 1/ det]i<i j<a

sending 73; to t;;. As W is finite dimensional, it is contained in a subspace

Wi o= {f(t;;) | deg(f) < s} - det™

of O(G) for some s,s" € N.
As W is a direct summand of O(G) as Z,-modules, it is also true that W is a direct summand of W7 as
Z,-modules. Note that W is the image of

N = {f(Ty;) | deg(f) < s} -det™ C O(GL).

The space {f(T};) | deg(f) < s} is exactly the direct sum @;_, Sym’(V®9). The determinant representa-
tion det is contained in Sym®(V®%), which implies (det)~" is a quotient of (Sym?(V®?))V. So N is a quotient
of Wa = (®° (Sym?(VEN)Y) Q(P:_, Sym"(VE?)), which implies that W, is also a quotient of Wy. We are

done.
O

Let (S, &, fn) be a formal object over R, i.e. &, : Rep(G) — Mod?(Ag, ) is a compatible system of exact
®-functors, where S is a Noetherian complete local Z,-algebra with maximal ideal m and S, = S/m"™. We
want to prove all these functors come from an exact ®-functor Rep(G) — Mod¥(Ag).

Recall that (€ay,t(Eay,) = Fay) is the data corresponding to Spec(R) — Rg. Let (Eag,t(€ay) = Fay)
be the point Spec(S) — Spec(R) — Rg. Write La, = ker(t(€a,) = Fay). Then P :=Isom((Vay, Lag), (Eag.Lag))
is an affine scheme of finite presentation over Ag by Diagram and we have an isomorphism ¢} P ~ P.
Moreover, the formal object (S, &y, fn) implies that P, := P Xgpec(as) SPec(Asg, ) is a G-torsor over Ag, for
each n.

Now consider P! := P xa, P, which is just Isom((Vp, Lp), (Ep,Lp)). There is a natural isomorphism
(Vp,Lp) ~ (€p,Lp) corresponding to the identity map id : P — P. In particular, this means (Ep, Lp)
corresponds to the trivial G-torsor over P, i.e. Pl~PpP Xz, G with the natural G-action on the component G.

For each W € Rep(G), we have a compatible system of finite projective étale p-modules &, (W) over Ag, .

We can consider the inverse limit mn &, (W), which is a finite projective étale p-module over KE = mn Ag, .
In particular, this induces an exact ®-functor & : Rep(G) — ModW(KE). SoP:=P X Spec(As) Spec(KS) is a
G-torsor over KS.
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Note that there is a natural G-action on P induced by the isomorphism G ~ Isom((V,L),(V,L)). So
P is in fact a G-torsor over the quotient stack [P/G]. And the self-product P x|p,g P is the trivial G-
torsor P Xgpee(z,) G over P. Let W € Rep(G). We can consider the G-action on Op ®z, W given by
g(p,w) = (pg, g~ 'w), which makes Op ®z, W a G-equivariant vector bundle over P. In other words, we get
a vector bundle on [P/G].

Remark 2.35. In fact, we can also write the G-torsor P over [P/G| as an isomorphism functors of [P/G]-
twists.  Namely, for any morphism T — [P/G], the corresponding G-torsor T over T is isomorphic to
Isom((Vi, Lt), (Mg, Nt)) for some T-twist (Mr, Nr). The G-torsor *T over T then corresponds to (¢* My, ©* Nr).
The T-twist (M, N1) with étale p-structure forms a compatible system when T — [P/G] varies. We then get

an étale -[P/G]-twist (M{p;c, Nip/cy) over [P/G] such that P ~ Isom((Vip/a1, Lip/ay), (Mipsays Nipjay))-

On the other hand, we can consider the equaliser of A g-modules
p13
EW) ——=0O(P) @z, W ? O(P) ®z, O(G) @z, W(= O(P X /¢ P) ®z, W) (2.16)

where p13 is the natural map and 7 is induced by the G-action on Op x z, W. This is just the descent data
associated with the G-equivariant sheaf Op ®z, W. Recall that the étale p-structure on (Eag, LAg) induces an

~

étale p-structure on O(P), i.e. there exists an isomorphism ¢p : 93 (O(P) = O(P). And the G-action induced

by (V, L) is compatible with the Frobenius induced by (€ag, Lag). As ¢ : Ag — Ag is flat by [EG21] Lemma

5.2.5] and the paragraph above ﬂEQZ_Zl, Lemma 2.2.16], there is an induced 1somorphlsm (W) 2 &(W).
Since P is a G-torsor over As, the module §( ) is just the equaliser by Theorem 2.8

EW) —— O(P) @z, W —= O(P) @z, O(C) ©, . (2.17)

As Ag is Noctherian, the map Ag — Ag is flat. So we see that &(W) ®As Ag E(W)

Let £p : Rep(G) — Mod¥(O(P)) (resp. £p : Rep(G) — Mod?(O(P)) be the exact @-functor corresponding
to tile trivial G-torsor P! (resp. P! = ﬁxf&s P) over P (resp. P). Since ©aO(P) = O(P) (resp. @%SO(]S) =
O(P)), for each W € Rep(G), the module {p(W) (resp. {5(W)) is also an étale p-module over Ag (resp.

As), though not finitely generated over Ag (resp. Ag).
By the description in Theorem 2.8 we have the equaliser

P13
£p(W) —= O(P") @z, W —=% O(P') &z, O(G) @z, W. (2.18)
Considering the base change of the Equaliser diagram [Z16] along P — Spec(Ag), we get a diagram
p1a
W) ©a, O(P) — O(P') @z, W =% O(P') @z, O(G) &z, W. (2.19)

Then, we get a unique map iy : EW) = (W) ®@a, O(P) — Ep(W) by the universality of the equaliser. As
both £(W) and £p(W) are (not necessarily finitely generated) étale p-modules over Ag and ¢ : Ag — Ag is
flat, the image Im(iy) also inherits an étale ¢-module structure over Ag.

When W = V, we have €p = EAS ®As ( ) = &p(V). Note there is a natural map Ea, — Ep =
Ens @as O(P). As the base change Ag — O(P) = O(P) ®a, Ag is faithfully flat and the natural map
As — Ag is injective, we see that Ag — O(P) is injective. This implies that Ea, — Ep = Ea, Oas O(P) is
also injective.

Let & be the intersection Ea g NIm(iy ) in Ep. Then & is a finitely generated étale ¢-submodule of £a .
There is a left exact sequence of étale p-modules

0 L Ea, @Im(iv) S &p

where f(a) = a®a and g(z ®y) = x —y. Now consider its base change along Ag — AS, we get a short exact
sequence of étale p-modules over A g

0— 5‘0/ RAg ;&5 i) 5&5 @Im(’iv) RAg KS i> Eﬁ_
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Recall that P is a G-torsor over Ag and we have EV)®as Ag g(V) = &3, and the following diagram

EV) —=£(V) (2.20)
Ea. Ep Es.

Then Im(iy) ®a4 Ag is naturally isomorphic to €3 - C €p. This means that £ ®a Ag is isomorphic to

5@ as étale p-modules. By [EG21] Theorem 5.5. QOE and the following Lemma 2306, we see that £ = Eay,
ie. €ag CIm(iv).

Lemma 2.36. Let M is a finite projective etale p- module over AS If My C Ms C M are two finite projective
étale p-modules over Ag such that My @4 AS M =~ Moy R4, As, then My = M> as étale p-modules over
As.

Proof. Let N be the quotient My /My, which is a finitely generated étale ¢-module over Ag. Then N®a KS =
0. By [EG21] Theorem 5.5.20], we see N = 0. So M; = M.

O

Let £(W) be the image of £(W) in E(W) As Ag — Ag is flat, we have (W) ®Ag Ag = (W) ®As Ag
fA(W) as étale p-modules. When W =V, we also have £, C £(V) = Im(iy) C € as étale p-modules. As
exact ®-functors between rigid categories preserve dualities by m Proposition 1.9], we can apply the
above argument to V¥ to get £X_ C{(VY) C Ep and £(VV) ®as Ags = E(VY).

Lemma 2.37. Let 0 — Wy i> Wa 2> W3 — 0 be a short ezact sequence in Rep(G). If there exists a finitely
generated étale p-submodule E; C E(Wa) over Ag such that E; ®aq Ag EWa) ®ag Ay E(Wa) as finite
projective €tale p-modules over ZE, then &, is finite projective and there exists a short exact sequence of finite
projective étale p-modules over Ag

04)51 LEQng‘)O
whose base change to Ag is isomorphic to 0 — E(Wl) ER E(Wg) EN E(Wg) — 0.

Proof. That & is finite projective follows from [EG2IL Theorem 5.5.20]. B
Now note that we have an injection of étale p-modules £(W1) — £(W2). We let & C £(WW7) be the preimage
of &. Then there is a left short exact sequence

0 & 5 & @MW) L &)

where i(a) = a® a and j(z & y) = x —y. In particular, &; is a finitely generated étale p-module over Ag.
Now consider the base change of the above left exact sequence along Ag — Ag

0— & RAg ;&S i) (52 & E(Wl)) RAg KS L> E(WQ) RAg KS = g(WQ)

By our assumption 2 ®4 KE = E(W2)®ASK; = E(Wg) and E(W1)®a KS = g(Wl), we see &1 QA4 1&5 =
&(W7). Then by [EG21L Theorem 5.5.20], the étale p-module &; is indeed finite projective.
Let &5 be the quotient £/&;. Then &3 is a finitely generated étale p-modules. The base change of the

short exact sequences 0 — & — & — &3 — 0 along the map Ag — Ag is then isomorphic to 0 — E(Wl) ER
EWy) L £(W3) — 0. So we get &3 ®as Ag = E(Ws). By [EG21] Theorem 5.5.20] again, we see &3 is a finite
projective étale p-module. O

Now we are ready to prove Bp satisfies condition (d) In Lemma 232

Proposition 2.38. By satisfies the condition (d) in LemmalZ33, i.e. every formal object is effective.

3[EG21] Theorem 5.5.20] is first proved by considering Fp-algebras. In this case, Ag is also ¢-stable. So the same arguments
work for Ag. The step inducing the general case from the case of Fp-algebras is standard and works for Ag as well. So [EG21]
Theorem 5.5.20] holds true for Ag.
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Proof. Let (S,&,, fn) be a formal object, i.e. &, : Rep(G) — Mod?(Ag,) is a compatible system of exact
®-functors, where S is a Noetherian complete local Z,-algebra with maximal ideal m and S,, = S/m".

For any n,m € Zxq, we have a natural map @"(£5™) — £(Q" (V®™)) by the above discussion. Then its
image is a finitely generated étale p-submodule of £(@" (V™)) satisfying the assumption of Lemma 237 The

same is true for ®" (V®™)V. Then by Lemma 234 and Lemma [Z37 for any short exact sequence 0 — W; ER
Wy £ W3 — 0 in Rep(W), we get a short exact sequence 0 — &(W)) ER E(Wa) EN &(W3) — 0 of finite projec-

o~

tive étale p-modules over A g, whose base change is 0 — (W) EN E(Wg) RN E(Wg) — 0. But in Lemma 237

there are many different presentations of W as a subquotient of (®Q° (Sym®(V®?))¥) Q(P;_, Sym’(V4%)). So
we need to verify they will give rise to the same finite projective étale o-modules over A g. By the construction
in Lemma 37 for each W € Rep(G), all the possible £(W) are contained in £(W). So we need to prove that
if My, My are two finite projective étale p-submodules of (W), then M; = M,. To prove this, consider the
left short exact sequence

0= MyN My S My My 2 EW)

where a(a) = a®a and Sz ®y) = v —y. We see that My N Ms is still a finitely generated étale p-module
and its base change to Ag is isomorphic to E(W) So My N My is finite projective by [EG21 Theorem 5.5.20].
Then by Lemma 236 we have My = Ms. R

Hence we get an exact ®@-functor £ : Rep(G) — Mod?(Ag) whose base change along Ag — Ag is exactly
€ : Rep(G) — Mod?(Ag). O

Now let Spec(R) — X& be an R-point and BL be the pullback of the diagram Xg — X& « Spec(R). Then
BL — Spec(R) is a monomorphism.

Proposition 2.39. BL satisfies the conditions (a),(b),(c),(d) in Lemma[Z32

Proof. We first consider the case of étale (¢, T'qisc)-modules with G-structure. By using the same argu-
ments as the proof of Proposition and 2238 we can see the corresponding BE(“SC satisfies the conditions
(a), (b), (), (d) in Lemma 232

Note that there is a pullback diagram

Xy —— X2, (2.21)

L

Taisc Taisc,0
RG RG

which implies BY, = B};di“. So we are done. O
Now in order to show BE is an algebraic space locally of finite presentation over Spec(R), we have to prove
the condition (e), i.e. the openness of versality. As always, this is the most difficult one to verify.

2.4 Obstruction theory

We focus on verifying the openness of versality for BII;L in this subsection. The basic tool is still provided
by [Art74]. Let us first recall some fundamental notions in [Art74] tailored in our context. Let F be a limit
preserving functor from Nilp; = to Sets.

Definition 2.40 (Deformation theory [Art74, 2.5]). Let Ao be a reduced ring in Nilpy . For any finite
ag € F(Ap) and finite Ag-module M, define Dy, (M) := Fibg, (F(Ag & M) — F(Ap)).

Definition 2.41 (Obstruction theory [Art74] 2.6]). An obstruction theory for F is the following data.

1. For each infinitesimal extension A — Ag, i.e. Ag is reduced and the kernel of this map is nilpotent, and
a € F(A), a functor
O, : {finite Ag-modules} — {finite Ag-modules}.
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2. For each deformation situation, i.e. a diagram
A" — A— Ay, Ker(A' — A) =M

of infinitesimal extensions of a reduced ring Ag, where A" — A is surjective and M is a finite Ag-module,

and a € F(A), an element 0,(A") € Ou(M) which is zero if Fib,(F(A") — F(A)) is not empty.

There are some conditions that the deformation theory and the obstruction theory are supposed to satisfy
in order to prove the openness of versalituy.

Conditions 2.42 ([Art74] 4.1]). 1. The modules D and O are compatible with étale localization: If g :
A — B is étale, b= f(a), then

Dbo(M ® Ao BO) = DGO(M) XA, By,

and
Op(M ® 4, Bo) = Oa(M) ® 4, Bo.

2. D is compatible with completions: If m is a mazimal ideal of Ay, then
Do (M) @ Ag = lim Dy, (M/m" M).
3. There is an open dense subset of Spec(Ap) such that any finite type point s in this subset satisfies
Dy (M) @4, k(s) = Dag (M @24, k(s)),

and
Ou(M) @4, k(s) C Og(M R4, k(s)).

These conditions will imply the openness of versality by [Art74, Theorem 4.4]. Let us first deal with the
deformation theory, which is the easy part. In fact, the functor By, — Spec(R) is a monomorphism, which
implies the fiber D, (M) is trivial. So D,, (M) must satisfy all the above conditions.

Now we move to study the obstruction theory. For any point a : Spec(A) — BYL — Spec(R) with R being of
finite type over Z, and A being of finite type over R, we need to construct a functor from the category of finite
Ag-modules to the category of finite Ap-modules satisfying Artin’s conditions, where Aq is the reduced ring of
A. Intuitively, given a finite Ag-module M, this functor is concerned with lifting the point a to Spec(A & M).
Unveiling the definition of B, this only depends on whether we can lift the G-torsor over A 4 to A 4 such
that this lift has underlying pair given by the map Spec(A @ M) — Spec(R).

The above discussion leads us to consider the pullback diagram

Cr — Spec(AR)

L

BG (BG)°.

where (BG)° is the stack of pairs (£, : t(£) — L) such that £ is a vector bundle of rank d and L is a vector
bundle of rank #(d) — 1, and « is a surjective map. The right vertical morphism is induced by the morphism
Spec(R) — X& and Lemma 213

Lemma 2.43. The stack (BG)° is an algebraic stack locally of finite presentation and the monomorphism
BG — (BG)° is representable and locally of finite presentation.

Proof. We use the same arguments as in [Brol3l Section 2]. By the representability of relative Quotient
functor, the natural map (BG)° — BGL, is representable and locally of finite presentation. So (BG)° is an
algebraic stack locally of finite presentation.

Let (€, £ C t(€)) be the universal pair over (BG)°. Let Z := Isom((V, L), (£, L C t(£))). Then T — (BG)°
is representable in schemes, affine and of finite presentation.

Now by [Brol3l lemma 2.5] (let X = Spec(Z,) in loc.cit), there is an Artin stack 7 locally of finite
presentation over (BG)® representing the condition on (BG)°-schemes T' such that Z x(pg). T is flat and pure
over T'. In particular, Z x gy T is flat over T. Let U be its open image in 7. Then U represents the condition
on (BG)%-schemes T such that U x payo T is flat, surjective and pure over T'. As G is faithfully flat over Z,,
it is pure over Z,. Then by the last paragraph of the proof of [Brol3l Lemma 2.1], we see U ~ BG. Hence
BG — (BG)° is representable and locally of finite presentation. O
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Lemma [243] then implies that Cr — Spec(AR) is locally of finite presentation. In particular, this means
the relative cotangent complex T*(Cr/Spec(ARr)) is an almost perfect complex of Oc,,-modules, i.e. for each
n > 0, there exists a perfect complex T, of O¢,-modules such that 7<, T}, ~ 7<,T*(Cr/Spec(Ar)). Moreover,
HY(T*(Cr/Spec(AR))) provides a natural obstruction theory in Artin’s sense. Our observation is that there
is a natural (o, I')-action on H!(T*(Cr/Spec(AR))) which preserves the obstruction class. This will enable us
to construct an obstruction theory for the morphism Bj, — Spec(R).

To make this idea work, we have to consider the derived version of Cr (cf. Remark 247). By abuse of
notations, we still write BGH (resp. (BG)°) as the étale sheafification of the left Kan extension of BG (resp.
(B@G)°) along the inclusion from the classical commutative rings to animated rings. Then both BG and (BG)°
are derived Artin stack locally almost of finite presentation by [GRI7, Proposition 4.4.3 and 4.5.2]. By the
proof of [GRIT, Proposition 4.4.3], we see BG — (BG)° is still representable. In particular, we can consider
the following homotopy pullback diagram

CR — Spec(AR)

L

BG —— (BG)°

where Cp is a derived (0-)Artin stack whose underlying classical stack is Cg. Since A g is Noetherian which is
locally almost of finite presentation, we see Cp is also locally almost of finite presentation as filtered colimit
commutes with fiber product.

For any point a : Spec(A4) — B — Spec(R) with R being of finite type over Z, and A being of finite type
over R, we can consider the following induced diagram

Spec(A 1) —2> Spec(A.4) (2.22)

Spec(Z,) — BG = (BG)°

where all the squares are homotopy pullback diagrams and my : Spec(Z,) — BG is the universal G-torsor
over BG. In particular, the map a’ : Spec(A 4) — Cpg factors through Cr as A 4 is discrete. And the maps
mo, T, w2 are all faithfully flat. So ,A: is also discrete. In fact, it is the G-torsor over A 4 corresponding to
the map Boa’.

Let Ay still be the reduced ring of A and M be a finite Ap-module. Then M ® 4, A 4, is a finite A 4,-module
and A4, is the reduced ring of A 4. Now we consider the relative cotangent complex T, (Cr/Spec(Ar)) of
Cr — Spec(AR) at the point a’. For simplicity, we write T, := T,(Cr/Spec(AR)) = T*(CR/SpeC(AR))@)H@CR
A 4. As Cp is locally almost of finite presentation, the cotangent complex T*(Cpr/Spec(AR)) is an almost
perfect complex of Oc,,-modules. So T, is also an almost perfect complex of A 4-modules.

Suppose there is a deformation situation A’ — A — Ay, Ker(A’ — A) = M. Then it induces a deformation
situation Ag — Agq — Ay, Ker(Agy — Ay) = M ®4, Aa,. By the general theory of cotangent complex,
there exists an obstruction class o4 (Aa) € H(T},(M)) := H'(RHom(T}, ®% , Aay, M @4, Aa,), which
vanishes if and only if there exists a lifting Spec(A 4/) — Cg of @' : Spec(A 4) — Cgr. More precisely, there is
a square-zero extension

Ay —— Ay (2.23)

G
Afp—"> A, ® (M @4 A1)

where triv : Ay — Ajx @ (M ®4 A4)[l] is the trivial section and s : Ay — Ax B (M ®4 A,)[1] is the
section induced by M < A’ — A. Then the existence of a lifting Spec(A 4/) — Cr of a’ : Spec(A4) — Cr

4This is actually the same as Definition Bl we will introduce later.
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is equivalent to the equivalence between the composite Spec(A s & (M ®4 A4)[1]) = Spec(A ) LN Cr and

triv

the composite Spec(Aa & (M ®4 A4)[l]) — Spec(A4) LN Cpr. By the definition of cotangent complex,
the composite Spec(Aa @ (M @4 Aa)[1]) = Spec(Aa) 2+ Cg corresponds to an element in H'(T7(M)),
which we denote by 04 (A4/). In fact, Spec(As & (M ®4 A4)[1]) = Spec(A4) corresponds to an element
in H'(RHom(T (Spec(A 4)/Spec(AR)), M @4 Ay4)), whose image in H' (T, (M)) is just oq (A ). Also the
composite Spec(A 4@ (M @4 A)[1]) v, Spec(A 4) = Cg corresponds to 0 € H(T},(M)). So the existence
of a lifting is equivalent to 04/ (A 4/) = 0.

We claim that there is a (¢, I')-action on T, In fact, there is an equivalence between cvoa , and «, which
induces an equivalence between 3 o0a’ o o and 3o a’. So this induces further an isomorphism

Thoa (BG/(BG)°) ®% , » Aa ~ T}, (BG/(BG)°).

So we get a p-action on T, (BG/(BG)°) ~ T,,(Cr/Spec(Ag)). The same arguments can produce a com-
patible T-action T}, (BG/(BG)°) ~ T;,(Cr/Spec(Ag)). This also yields a (¢,T)-action on H'(T};,(M)).
More precisely, as ¢ : Aa, = A4, is flat, we have

C*HYTH(M)) := HY (T} (M)) @Ay .0 Aay = H'(RHom(T), @5, Auy, M @4, An,) @A, Aay)-

Recall that T% is an almost perfect complex. As M ®4, A 4, is discrete and we are only concerned with H?,
we may assume 17 is a perfect complex. Then this implies

Hl(RHom(T;‘, (XﬂkA AAO;M®A0 AAO) ®AA0 AAo) = Hl(RHom(T;, ®EAA7(P AAO,M®AO AAo ®AA01‘/’ AAo))'

Using T7, ®]IAA7&P Ay, =T ®HAA Ay, and M @4, Aa, Qa0 Aa, = M @a, Aa,, we get an isomorphism
O HY T (M)) = HY (T (M)). Similarly, we can get a [-action on H (T}, (M)).

Now go back to our deformation situation. Recall that there exists an obstruction class o, (Aa/) €
HY(T;(M)) := H'(RHom(T}}, ®% , Aa,, M @4, Aa,)), which vanishes if and only if there exists a lifting
Spec(A4) — Cpg of a’ : Spec(As) — Cpr. As Ay and A, are both discrete, the existence of a lifting
Spec(A4) — Cpg of a’ : Spec(A4) — Cpr is equivalent to the existence of a lifting Spec(Aa/) — Cr of
a’ : Spec(A 4) — Cg, which is then controlled by the obstruction class 04/ (A /).

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.44. We have o,/ (Aa/) € HY(T}, (M))?=bI=1

Proof. We only have to show 04/ (A 4/) is p-invariant. The same argument can show o4/ (A 4+) is also I'-invariant.

Recall that o, (A as) corresponds to the composite Spec(As @ (M ®4 AA)[1]) = Spec(A ) LN BG,
where s is the section in Diagram Then the image of 04 (Aar) in @*HY(TF(M)), i.e. 1® oq(Aa),
corresponds to the composite Spec(Aa @& (M ®4 A4)[1]) 2 Spec(Aa) > Spec(A 4) b, pa. Unraveling
the construction, the isomorphism ¢ : ¢*H (T (M)) = H* (T (M)) is induced by the equivalence Soa’op ~
Boa’:Spec(As) — BG, which actually gives the isomorphism ¢} 75, (BG/(BG)°) ~ T, .. (BG/(BG)®).
So under this equivalence, the composite Spec(A 4 ® (M ®4 A4)[1]) < Spec(Aa) 2> Spec(A 4) vy BG s

sent to Spec(A 4 @ (M @4 Aa)[1]) = Spec(Aa) LGN BG, which simply means ¢(1 ® 04/ (A ar)) = 04/ (A ar).
So we are done.
O

Now we have a good candidate of an obstruction theory for the morphism B}, — Spec(R). Given an
infinitesimal extension A — Ag as in Definition 2Z41] let a : Spec(A4) — B, — Spec(R). We define a functor

O, : {finite Ag-modules} — {Ap-modules}

by sending each finite Ag-module M to the Ag-module O, (M) := HY(T},(M))¥=1I=1. For each deformation
situation A" — A — Ay, Ker(A’ — A) = M, we have shown there exists an obstruction class o, (A /) €
HY (T3 (M))¢#=LE=1 controlling the existence of liftings. So in order to show our functor O, is indeed an
obstruction theory, we need to prove O, (M) is indeed a finite Ap-module. This is our next task.

Lemma 2.45. For each finite Ag-module M, we have H' (T}, (M)) is a finite A a,-module.
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Proof. As Cp is locally almost of finite presentation over A g, we know 77, is an almost perfect complex of
A 4-modules. Then 77, ®HAA A 4, is also an almost perfect complex of A 4,-modules. As M ® 4, A 4, is discrete
and we are only concerned with H!, we may assume 77, ®HAA A 4, is a perfect complex and then it is easy to
see H' (T, (M)) is a finite A 4,-module. O

Now we know that H' (T, (M)) is a finite A 4,-module with a (o, I')-action. In particular, H' (77 (M)) has
a natural topology induced from that on A 4,. We claim that the I'-action on T}, is continuous, which will be
very important in our later proof that O, indeed defines an obstruction theory.

Lemma 2.46. The I'-action on H'(T},(M)) is continuous.

Proof. We need to use Diagram In particular, let Spec(A4,) =% Spec(A4,) be the base change of
Spec(A4) =2 Spec(A,) along Spec(A4,) — Spec(A4). Then Spec(A4,) is the corresponding geometric
G-torsor over Spec(A 4,). By Lemma I8 we know that I'-action on A—VAU is continuous with respect to the
filtered colimit topology on KA/O.

Put K := H' (T} (M)) ®a,, A,. If we can prove the I-action on K is continuous with respect to its
filtered colimit topology, then the I'-action on H' (T}, (M)) will be automatically continuous.

Note that HL(T};(M))@a ,, Aa, = H'(RHom (T} @5 , Aay, MDa, Aa,)®%, Aay). Againas M4, A,
is discrete and we are only concerned with H!, we may assume 77, ®HAA A 4, is a perfect complex. Then we
have K = H'(RHom(T? ®@% , Aay, M ©4, Aa,)).

Now by Diagram 222, we see that

T;’ ®HAA AAo = T;o (BG/(BG)O) ®]£Z‘p AAo'

For any v € T', we have the following commutative diagram

Spec(A a,) (2.24)

where the two small squares are pullback diagrams and 7 : Spec(_&;)) — Spec(vz%m) is induced by the

equivalence avoy ~ «a : Spec(A 4,) — BG. By abuse of notation, we write 7 : Spec(KA/o) — Spec(ji,?o) the
composite ¢ o ¥ (in fact, this is the same as the y-action on Spec(_&;,) we constructed in Section ). Then the
~v-action commutes with 73.

Note that the y-action on T, ®HAA A—VAO is induced by the equivalence v o w3 ~ v 0 y o w3, which is exactly

given by 7 : Spec(A 4,) — Spec(A 4, ). Under the equivalence T7% %, A, ~ T (BG/(BG)°) ®HZ“p AL, we
see that the y-action is just id ® v : Ty (BG/(BG)°) @5 Au, — T;,(BG/(BG)°) @3 Ay,

So the T-action on K = H'(RHom(T}; (BG/(BG)°) ®%p A, M ®4, Ay,)) is simply induced by the I'-
action on A 4,. As M is discrete and we are only concerned with H?, we may assume T (BG/(BG)°) is a per-
fect complex of Z,-modules. Then K = H'((Ty, (BG/(BG)°)" @f M)&Y4 Aa,) = H' (T}, (BG/(BG)°)¥ @F
M)) ®%, 11;0. Since H'((T}, (BG/(BG)°)Y ®Hip M)) is a finite Ag-module and the I'-action on A 4, is con-
tinuous, we see the I'-action on K is also continuous. So we are done.

O
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Remark 2.47. The key point in the above proof is that T}, @' | ZA/O has a Zy-model, i.e. Ty (BG/(BG)°).
This is possible as we work with derived Artin stacks or more precisely Cr. On the contrary, if we work
with Cr and T*(Cr/Spec(ARr)), then it is not obvious to us that T*(Cr/Spec(Ar)) admits a Z,-model so
that we can run the same argument to show the continuity of I'-action. This is because cotangent complexes
only commute with flat base change (or arbitrary base change in the derived setting). But we do not know the
flatness of BG — (BG)° or Spec(Agr) — (BG)°. In fact, if BG — (BG)° is flat, then it must be an open
immersion, in which case the obstruction theory will be trivial.

As a result, HY(T (M)) becomes a finitely generated étale (i, I')-module. Note that we are working with
reduced rings over F,. So it makes sense to talk about (¢, I')-stable lattices. In particular, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.48. H' (T (M)) admits a (¢,I')-stable lattice.
Proof. The proof is the same as that of [EG22, Lemma 5.1.5] once we have Lemma [240] O

Proposition 2.49. The functor O, sending finite Ao-module M to H' (T, (M))?=1I=L gives an obstruction
theory for the morphism BY — Spec(R).

Proof. Tt remains to show H'(T7 (M))¢=11=1 is a finite Ag-module. Once we have Lemma[Z48 the arguments
in the proof of [EG22, Theorem 5.1.22(1)] work verbatim here. O

Now we need to verify Artin’s conditions on the obstruction theory. As mentioned earlier, the conditions
on the deformation theory is trivial as D, is trivial functor in our context. So we focus on the obstruction
theory. By examining the paper [Art74], one can see that in order to prove the openness of versality [Art74]
Theorem 4.4], the Ttem (3) in Artin’s conditions concerning the obstruction theory is only used at the
bottom of Page 177 and top of Page 178, where A (the ring By in loc.cit) is integral and the finite Ag-module
M is assumed to be finite free. So we could make the same assumptions when dealing with Item (3).

Proposition 2.50. 1. The functor O is compatible with étale localizations: If f: A — B is étale, then
Op(M @ By) = Ou(M) @ By
where b = BL(f)(a) and By is the reduced ring of B.

2. Let Ag be integral and M be a finite free Ag-module. There is an open dense subset of Spec(Ag) such
that any finite type point s in this subset satisfies

Ou(M) @ k(s) C Ou(M @ k(s)),
where k(s) is the residue field of the point s.

Proof. Write M := H' (T (M)) = H'(RHom(T?,

a’

M ®4 A y)) for simplicity.

1. For the first one, note that M¥=1T=1 = HP(C’(M)), where C*(M) is the Herr complex associated to
the finitely generated étale (¢, I")-module M.

Since A — B is flat, we have A 4 — Ap is also flat by [EG22, Proposition 2.2.4]. In particular,
M ®a, Ap = H'(RHom(T),, M @4 Ap)) ®a, Ap = H (RHom(T), M @4 Ap) @4, AB).

As M is discrete and we are only concerned with H', we may assume T, is a perfect complex of
A s-modules. So

H'RHom(T, M ®4 Ax) @a, Ap) = H' (RHom(T}, ®a, Ap, M &4 Ap))
and
Op(M @4, Bo) = H'(RHom(T}, ®a, Ap, M @4 Ap))?~ =1 2 (M @4, Ap)¥~1I=0
As A — B is étale, we have By = Ao ®4 B and M ®4, By = M ®4 B. Then it suffices to show

C*(M)®4 B~C*(M®a, Ap).
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By the proof of [EG22] Theorem 5.1.22], we have
C*(M) ~ C*(M/T™9M)

for any n > 1, where M is a (¢, ')-stable lattice in M. Write M as the filtered colimit h_r)mz T, As
each T~/ is (¢, ')-stable by [EG22, Lemma 5.1.6], it suffices to prove

TM/T"M @4 B = T'Mp/T"Mp

for all # < n. Here Mp =M ®AX AJES, which is a (@, T')-stable lattice in M ®a, Ap. As M is finitely

presented over AX, we can find a short exact sequence
My — My = M — 0

where 9y and My are finite free. It is clear that T°9N; /T"M; @4 B = TN, g/T"M; g for j = 1,2. So
we are done.

. As Ay is finite type over F,, it is a Jacobson ring. In particular, finite type points of Spec(Ag) are the
same as its closed points.

We proceed in two steps to find such an open subset. First we look for an open subset such that for any
finite type point s, the following map is injective

M= @ k(s) = (M @4, k(s)) P~

Note that M#=27=1 is just H°(Herr(M). Recall that the Herr complex of an étale (¢, I')-module & is
defined to be the complex
< (p—1,y—1) cae (v—hHe(1—y) <.

Similarly, (M ® 4, k(s))?="7= is H(Herr(M ® 4, k(s))).

We know that M is finitely generated over A 4, = (koo ®r, Ao)((T')) and A 4, is finite free over Ao((T)).
By [EG21] Lemma 5.1.5], the ring Ao((7)) is also integral. Then by [Sta23| Tag 0529], there exists an
open subset of Ay((T)) such that M is flat over this open subset. We may assume this open subset is

Spec(AO((T))[ﬁ]) for some f(T) € Ao((T)). Let f € Ag be the leading coefficient of f(T"). Then we
h~ave an inclusion AO((T))[ﬁ] C AO[%]((T)). This implies the base change M ® 4((T)) AO[%]E(T)) =
M ®a,, AAO[%] is flat over AO[%]((T)). As the ring AO[%]((T)) is flat over AO[%], the module M ®4 ,,

AAU[%] is also flat over AO[%].

Up to replacing Ag with AO[%], we may assume M is flat over Ag. This implies
Herr(M) ®HA0 k(s) ~ Herr(M ® 4, k(s)).

By using the Kunneth spectral sequence Tor:?“ (HP(Herr(M), k(s))) = HP~9(Herr(M) ®4, k(s) and
[Sta23] [Tag 0529], we can find a g € Ag such that

- 1 ~ 1
H(Herr(M)) ®a, k(s) @4, AO[E] < H(Herr(M) ® 4, k(s) @4, Ao[g])
for all finite type points s € Spec(Ao[é]). Using the facts that M is flat over Ay and H*(Herr(M)) are
finitely generated Ag-modules (note that the argument in the proof of [EG22, Theorem 5.1.22(1)] works

for M), we can get
~ 1 ~
Herr(M) ®a, AO[E] ~ Herr(M ®a 4, AA0[§]>

by the same argument as in the proof of [EG22] Theorem 5.1.22(2)]. So we finish our first step.

The second step is to show there exists an open subset of Spec(Ap) such that for all finite type points s
in this open subset, there is an injection

M ®a, k(s) — H (RHom(T}, ®% , Apgs)s M @4 Ayy))) (2.25)
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which induces an injection
(M @4, k(s))?=1T= — HYRHom(T), @Y%, Akge)s M @4 Aps))~ =1 = O (M @4, k(s))

Note that 3
M ®4, k(s) = H' (RHom(T}),, M @4 A4)) @A, Ak(s).-

By [Sta23| [Tag 056V], we may assume A is regular and integral. Then Aj has finite global dimension
by [Sta23, [Tag 000E]. Moreover A 4, will also be regular hence of finite gloabl dimension. In particular,
A (s) has a resolution of projective A 4,-modules of length at most dim A 4,. As T}, is an almost perfect
complex and we are only concerned with H*, i.e. H'(RHom(T},, M ®4 A4)) and H'(RHom(T}, @3 ,
Aoy, M ®4 Ay(s))), we may assume 77, is a perfect complex.

Then
RHom(T}), ®% , Ax(sy, M @4 Ays)) = (To" @5 M) ®HAA0 A ~ (T @% M) ®],L40((T)) k(s)((T))
and

H'(RHom(T, M@ A L)) RA L As(s) = HYT @G M@, Ansy = HY (T @5 M)@ 401y k(s)(T)).

As TV @Y% M is a perfect complex over A 4, it is also a perfect complex over Ag((T)). Recall that
Ap((T)) is integral. By some standard arguments about the base change of cohomology, we know there
exists an f(T) € Ao((T)) such that for any point § € Spec(AO((T))[ﬁ]) with residue field k(3), there
is an isomorphism

HY T @% M) @ a,((r)) k(8) = HNTY @5 M @3, (1)) k(3)).

Now let f be the leading coefficient of f(T"). For any maximal ideal m C Ag, we see that if f ¢ m, then
f(T) ¢ mAg((T)). Note that (Ag/m)((T)) = Ap((T))/m. So for any finite type point s € Spec(Ao[%]) C
Spec(4p) with maximal ideal my C Ay, the corresponding point § corresponding to ms((7)) lies in
Spec(Ao((T))[ﬁ]) and has residue field k() = k(s)((T")). Hence the injection holds for any
s € Spec(AO[%]).

Putting the two steps together, we then find an open dense subset of Spec(Ap) which satisfies the
condition.

O

Proposition 2.51. B}% s an algebraic space locally of finite presentation over R. In particular, it is a scheme.

Proof. As mentioned earlier, together with the trivial deformation theory, Proposition is sufficient to
induce the openness of versality of the morphism BY — Spec(R). Combined with Proposition and
Lemma 232 we conclude B, is an algebraic space locally of finite presentation over R. As BY, — Spec(R) is
a monomorphism, the last statement follows from [Sta23, Tag 0418] and [Sta23| [Tag 0463]. O

Theorem 2.52. The morphisms Xg — Xq X Xyay—1 is representable in formal schemes and locally of finite
presentation. In particular, Xg is a formal algebraic stack locally of finite presentation over Spf(Z,).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 251 Lemma and [Z3T1 O

Remark 2.53. It is not obvious that our construction of the obstruction theory for B}; can apply to Br. The
key point is that we are not sure if the Frobenius invaiants of a finitely generated étale (o, T')-module over A 4,
is a finite Ag-module, which seems necessary to define a reasonable construction theory.

3 Derived Emerton—Gee stack for general groups

In [Min23], we proved that the underlying stack of the derived stack of Laurent F-crystals on (Ok), is
equivalent to the Emerton-Gee stack. Moreover, we proved that the derived stack of Laurent F-crystals is
classical up to nilcompletion, i.e. when restricted to truncated animated rings, it is the étale sheafification
of the left Kan extension of the Emerton—Gee stack along the inclusion from discrete commutative rings to
animated rings. In this section, we aim to generalise these results to more general groups.
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3.1 Classifyings stack BG

Let G still be a flat affine group scheme of finite type over Z,. In order to define derived Laurent F-crystals
with G-structure, we will use the classifying stack BG.

Definition 3.1. Let G® be the simplicial sheaves such that each G™ is representable by the n-fold product of G.
We define BG to be the homotopy colimit (or geometric realisation) of G® in the co-topos Shv(Ani(Ring), Ani)
with respect to the fpqc topology, where Ani is the co-category of anima and Ani(Ring) is the oo-category of
animated rings.

If R is a discrete animated ring, then BG(R) is just the groupoid of G-torsors over R. As we have seen
before, discrete G-torsors have several different descriptions. For general animated ring R, the natural way is
to use Tannaka duality to study BG(R). Unfortunately, it is not clear to us if there is a Tannaka duality in
the setting of anmiated ringdJ. Therefore, new ideas are required to deal with BG. Our strategy is to use the
cotangent complex to linearise everything.

3.2 Derived stack of Laurent F-crystals with G-structure

Our first task is to define a derived prestack of Laurent F-crystals with G-structure. In [Min23], the descent
theorem [Min23l Theorem 2.4] due to Drinfeld and Mathew plays an important role in the study of such a
derived prestack. However, it is not clear to us if the co-category of G-torsors satisfies the I-completely flat
topology. This causes lots of trouble in studying Laurent F-crystals. For example, we do not know if [BS23]
Proposition 2.7] still holds true for G-torsors in the animated setting.

To make the I-completely flat descent well-behaved, we consider the category of transveral prisms. Let us
recall its definition.

Definition 3.2 ([BL22], Definition 2.1.3). A prism (A, I) is called a transversal prism if A/I has no p-torsion.
Example 3.3. The Breuil-Kisin prism (& = W (k)[[ul], (E(u))) is a transveral prism.
Note that for a transveral prism (4, ), the ring A is Z,-flat as it has no p-torsion.

Definition 3.4. Let ((’)K)Z denote the transversal absolute prismatic site, i.e. the objects in ((’)K)Z are the
transversal prisms in (O )y and the topology is still the I-completely flat topology.

Let R € Nilp; and (A,1 = (d)) be a transveral prism. Then by [Min23, Lemma 3.28], for any n > 0, we

have ﬂn(AQ@HipR[%]) =~ A®gz,m,(R)[3], which makes I-completely flat descent behave well as we will see in the
proof of Lemma Now we give the following definition of Laurent F-crystals with G-structure.

Definition 3.5 (Derived prestack Laurent F-crystals with G structure). Let X : Nilp, — Ani denote the
functor sending an animated ring R € Nilpr to the anima of Laurent F'-crystals with G-structure

~ 1
Xe(R) = lim BG(A@LR[f])vzl
(A,I)E(OK)Z

Lemma 3.6. Let (A,I) — (B,I) be a flat cover in (OK)X and (B*,I) be the associated Cech nerve. Then

for any truncated animated ring R € Nilpgpoo, we have
BG(AB"R[2))*=! ~ lim BG(B'&" R[L))¢=!
T T

Proof. We prove by induction on the truncation degree of R. Assume R is discrete, i.e. R 2 mo(R). Then by
Tannaka duality, we have

BG(A@LR[%])*":l ~ (Funex’®(Rep(G),Vect(A@LR[%])))“Dzl.

5There is a Tannka duality in the setting of Eso-rings (cf. [Lurl8, Corollary 9.3.7.3]), whose existence suggests that there
should be no Tannka duality for p-nilpotent animated rings.

28



The latter is also equivalent to Fun®® (Rep(Q), Vect(A@L R[3])#='). This is also true by replacing A with B’
for all 7.
By the descent theorem [Min23, Theorem 2.4] of Drinfeld-Mathew, we know

~L .1 . iaL o1
Vect(A® R[f]) ~ @Vect(B ® R[f])

which induces
Vect(A<§>LR[l])“”:1 ~ lg'm Vect(Bi@)LR[E])“’:1
I R I

As all the maps Vect(A® R[3))#=! — Vect(B'® R[%]) ¢=1 and Vect(B'® R[%]) =1 Vect(B'® R[%])
are exact tensor functors, we get

~ 1 A 1
Fun®® (Rep(G), Veet (A5 R[7))#~") = lim Fun™® (Rep(G), Vect (B'E " R[))7 ).

This proves the lemma for discrete rings.
Assume the lemma holds true for all R € NllpZ" Let R € Nllp
diagram

=1 Recall that we have the pullback

T<pt1 R ——>7<, R (3.1)

l l

T<nR ——— 7<p, R ® mp41(R)[n + 2].

As we have mentioned, A@LR[%] is also in N11p<""’1 and 7rn+1(A®LR[%]) = A®m,41(R)[3] by [Min23]
Lemma 3.28].

Let e : Spec(A@)LTSnR[%]) — BG be a G-torsor over AQA@LTS”R[%] and e; : Spec(BiQA@]LTSnR[%]) — BG be
the corresponding G-torsor over A@LTSHR[%] for each 1.

By the definition of cotangent complex, we have pullback diagrams

Map(Z(BG), A8m41 (R)[Hn +2)) ———— =, (3.2)

| |

BG(AR 1<, R)[1]).

and

ke, (3.3)
igkpyr1 io L 1
BG(B'® R)[}]) —————— BG(B'® 1<, R)[3)).
Putting them together, we get a big diagram consisting of pullback diagrams
Map(T; (BG), A®my+1(R)[1][n + 2]) — lim, Map(T, (BG), B'@mp41(R)[7][n +2]) ————— *

| | |

Ya @11 Vpi [¥e/Aut(*.)]

| l |

BG(A®"R)[}]) lim, BG(B'® R)[4)) BG(A® <, R)[3])

where V4 (resp. Vpi) is the pullback ofBG(A@LR)[%] (resp. BG(Bi<§>LR)[%])) along the inclusion [, /Aut(*.)] —
BG(AB reu R)[7]) (resp. [ve,/Ant(xe,)] = BC(B'E r< R)[})).
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Note that T3 (BG) (resp. T (BG)) is a finite projective module over A@LTS»”R[%] (resp. Bi@)LTSnR[%])
shifted by [—1]. By [Min23 Theorem 2.4] of Drinfeld-Mathew, we see

- 1
B'®" r<,R[~].

T! (BG) ~ T/ (BG) ® 7

A®"7<, R[}]

This implies

lim Map(T7 (BG), Bi®7rn+1(R)[%][n +2]) ~

2

~ lim Map(T"!(BG). BiQA?ﬂ'nH(R)[%][n +2))
~ Map (T} (BG), Jim BGm 1 (R)[7 ][0 + 2)).

K2

On the one hand, we have an exact triangle for each 4
i~L 1 i~Lo 1 i~L 1
B'® TSH(R)[F] — B'® R[f] — B'® 7rn+1(R)[f][n+ 2].
The same holds by replacing B? with A. On the other hand, we know that
A 7o (R)[2] = lim BI& e (R) [
® T<n( )[f]g—g?} ® T<n(R)[7]

and

L1 . iaL 1
A® R[f] flng ® R[I].
So we get
~L 1 . iaL 1
A i1 (R)[7][n + 2] > im B'@ g1 (R) [ ][0 + 2,

which then implies

~ 1 ~ -A 1
Map(T; (BG), A8 1 (R) (][ +2]) = lion Map(1, (BG), B & 1 (R)[ ][+ 2).
In particular, this means the two oo-groupoid objects obtained by pulling back )4 and @11 Yp: along
ke — [*¥e/Autx.] are equivalent. We then conclude

Ya = lim Vg,

by the fact that colimit in the co-topos Ani is universal (cf. [Lur09, Theorem 6.1.0.6]).
Write H = mo(BG(AB 1<, R)[3])). As BG(AB <, R)[3]) = LI, cpl¥e/Aut(x,)], we see

~L 1 ~ L. isl 1
BG(A R)[7)) = lngG(B ® R)[7))-
We are done.

O

Definition 3.7. We define the nilcompletion of Xg to be %%ﬂ : Nilpr — Ani sending each R € Nilpr to
Xp(R) = lim Xo(re,R).

nil

Proposition 3.8. The derived prestack X¢y' is a derived stack for the flat topology.

Proof. Let R — S be a faithfully flat map in Nilpr. Let S® be the Cech nerve associated to this cover. Then
we need to prove

Xq(R) = @xg(si).
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Let (&, (£)) be the Breuil-Kisin prism, which is a cover of the topos Shv(((Ok)}), and (&°, (E)) be the
associated Cech nerve in Shv(((OK)Z). By Lemma [3.6] we then have
1

Xa(4) 5 lim BG(6"E" A[))*~

for any A € Nilpgpoo. Note that for each i and j, the map &" @< R — Sielrc 35 is E-completely faithfully
flat. By the same argument as Lemma [3.6] we can show

nal 1 . nal il
BG(6"® 1<;R[%]) = im BG(6"® 7<;5'[£])-

K2

This shows

~ 1. = - na it Lo . i
(s R) = lim BO(S"® 7, RI))*~" = lmlim BG(S"S ‘7, S ])*~" = lim X (<, 5"),

which implies XM(R) ~ Jim, X084, So we are done.
3.3 The underlying classical stack <X

In this subsection, we look at the underlying stack “Xg of Xg and compare it to the Emerton-Gee stack
Xa. Note that for any discrete ring R, we have

. SR o
CI%G(R)%%BG(G ®R[Z])” '

12

: ex no 1 =
Jim Fun "®(Rep(G), Vect(& ®R[E])‘P H

n

1

~ Fun®®(Rep(G), Vect((Ok)p, OA’R[EDW:U

by Tannaka duality and the exact ®-equivalence Vect((Ox)y, Op R[i])“”:1 ~lim Vect(G"®R[L])#=".
Recall the following result from [Min23].

Proposition 3.9 ([Min23], Corollary 2.27). Let R be a finite type Z/p®-algebra. Then there is an equivalence
of categories
L e=1 r
VeCt((OK)A7OA,R[I_A])(P ~ Mod?" (AR).
It is easy to see that the above equivalence is an exact tensorial equivalence. This immediately implies that
1Xe(R) ~ Xg(R) for any finite type Z/p®-algebra R. We claim that this is true for all p-nilpotent rings.

Lemma 3.10. Let R be any p-nilpotent ring. Then there is an exact tensorial equivalence of categories

1o
Vect((Ok ) p, OM[I—A]W—1 ~ Mod*' (AR).

Proof. Write R = hgl R; where R; goes through all finite type Z,-subalgebras of R. We claim that

. 1,01 ~ 1.
li Vect((Ox ) p OA,RI.[@]VA — Vect((Ox)p» OAR[I_AD@_I

and
lim Mod#" (Ag,) = Mod”" (Ap).

Note that both equivalences hold once we take the underlying groupoids. In particular, the above natural
functors are essentially surjective. It remains to prove the fully faithfulness.
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Let M; € Vect((Ok)p, OARi[i])‘P:l and N; € Vect((Ok)p» OA,Rj[i])Wzl' Then we know

Hom(M;,N;) = h_r)n Hom (M, Nj)

i,j—k

1 1 1 1
where M, Nji are the base change of M;,N; along OA,Ri[E] = Op g, [E]’ O\ g, [E] — OA,R;C[E] respec-
tively.
Note that
Hom(Mx, Njp,) =~ lim Hom(M;x (6", E), Ny (6", E))*~".
n<2

1 1 1 1 :
Let M, N be the base change of M;, N; along OA,Ri[ﬂ] — OA,R[Q]’ OA,RJ-[E] — OA,R[E] respectively. By
the same argument as the Proof of [Min23] Lemma 2.29], i.e. using [Min23, Lemma 2.24], we can get

lim Hom (M, Nz ) ~ Hom(M, N),

i,j—k
which then implies

. 1,01 ~ 1.
lim Vect((Ox ) p OA,RI.[@]VA — Vect((Ox)p» OAR[I—A])“D_l

For the part of étale (¢, ')-modules, let K¢ := K N Ky(Cp) (cf. [EG22, Definition 3.2.3]), where Kj is the
maximal unramified extension of Q,, inside K. An étale (p,I')-module M of rank n over Ag can be regarded
as an étale (¢, T')-module of rank n[K : K"*] over A goasic g.

Let M; € Mod®" (Ag,) and N; € Mod‘p’F(AR].). It suffices to prove

lim (Mg @ Nje) =070 = (MY @ N)P=H

i,7J—k
where My, Nji are the base change of M;, N; along Ag, — Ag,; and similar for M, N. We claim

. =1~ =1
lim (Mg, ® Njp)?=h = (MY @ N)¥
i,j—k
which then imply the above isomorphism by taking vy-invariants.
Now without loss of generality, we may assume M;, N; are both finite free and view them as étale p-modules
over A;}bmc’ Ry A;}bmc’ R, respectively. As A;}bmc is p-stable, we can always find ¢-stable lattices of M;, N;.
This enables us to use [Min23] Lemma 2.24] again to conclude h—H}i,jak(Mi\g ® Nji)?=t = (MY @ N)»=1

Using Lemma B9 we get

1
Vect((Ox ) p, Op gl==1)=" ~ Mod®" (Ag),

I
which is clearly an exact tensorial equivalence.
O
Theorem 3.11. There is an equivalence of stacks
Xo ~ %g.
Proof. This directly follows from Lemma B0 O

3.4 Classicality of Xg

In this subsection, we plan to investigate the classicality of the derived stack X, i.e. compare %‘C‘;ﬂ to
anXg)#mil, e basic strategy is the same as , i.e. use the following criterion.
LanXg)# ™l The b trategy is th the following crit
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Proposition 3.12 ([GRI7, Chapter 1, Proposition 8.3.2]). Let F; — Fa be a map of derived prestacks
admitting a deformation theory. Suppose there exists a commutative diagram,

leo

SN

where g1, go are nilpotent embeddings, and “'Fy is a classical prestack. Suppose also that for any discrete
commutative ring R € Nilpzp, and a map o € ' Fo(R) and x; = g; o 2o where i = 1,2, the induced map

Fi

Fa

T;,(F2) = T;, (F1)
is an isomorphism. Then f is an isomorphism.

Guided by the above proposition, we proceed in four steps.

Step 1: Show both X2 and (LanXg)# ™! have a deformation theory. Then by [GRIT, Chapter 1, Proposition
8.3.2], we are reduced to comparing their pro-cotangent complexes at all classical points.

Step 2: Show both of them are locally almost of finite type. This reduces the comparison of pro-cotangent
complexes to all classical finite type points.

Step 3: Show their pro-cotangent complexes at classical finite type points are indeed cotangent complexes, which
reduces the comparison further to points valued in finite fields.

Step 4: Relate both of them to the derived representations and use the result on the local Galois deformation
ring to compare the cotangent complexes at points valued in finite fields.

We refer to [Min23, Section 3.1] and [GRI7, Chapter 1] for more information about the derived deformation
theory. Now let us begin with Step 1, i.e. show that both %‘C‘;‘l and (LanXg)# ™! admit a deformation theory.

Proposition 3.13. The derived stack %IC‘;“ admits a deformation theory.

Proof. Note that BG is a derived Artin stack locally of finite presentation over Spec(Z,). Then the proof of
[Min23|, Proposition 3.25] still works here. O

Proposition 3.14. The derived stack (LanXg)? ™! admits a deformation theory.

Note that we do not know whether X is an ind-Artin stack or not. So the proof of [Min23| Theorem 3.29]
can not be used here. Instead, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.15 (J[GR19] Chapter 1, Lemma 7.4.3). Let f:Y — X be a map in PreStk. Assume that:

~

. X satisfies étale descent;
. [ is étale-locally surjective;
. Y admits deformation theory;

. Y admits deformation theory relative to X;

S RS

. Y is formally smooth over X .
Then X admits deformation theory.

Proof of Proposition[3.14] As Xg is a locally Noetherian formal algebraic stack, there is a smooth covering
Y =], Spf(A4;) = X where each Spf(A;) is a Noetherian affine formal scheme.

It is clear that the sheafified left Kan extension (Lan))# ™! admits a deformation theory as left Kan
extension commutes with colimits. By [GRI9, Proposition 4.4.3] and its proof, (Lan))# ™! — (LanXg)#mi
is still a smooth covering. So all the conditions in Lemma 317 are satisfied. We then conclude (LanXg)# il
admits a deformation theory. O

Remark 3.16. We can see from the above proof that the key input is that the Emerton—Gee stack is a formal
algebraic stack.
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Next we proceed to Step 2, i.e. deal with the issue of being locally almost of finite type.
Proposition 3.17. The derived stack (LanXg)# ™! is locally almost of finite type.

Proof. This follows from the same proof of [Min23] Proposition 3.33] as the only necessary input is that X is
locally of finite presentation over Spf(Z,), which we have proved. O

To prove this for f{réﬂ is a bit more complicated as the Tannaka duality is not available. We will prove by
induction and use the cotangent complex.
Proposition 3.18. The derived stack %IC‘;“ is locally almost of finite type.

nil

Proof. By definition, this means we need to prove X' preserves filtered colimit when restricted to Nilp%: for

each n > 0. Write R = lim_ R; € NilpZSpn as a filtered colimit. We then need to prove lim, X¢(R;) ~ Xa(R).
We argue by induction. When R is discrete, this is true by Corollary B.11]
Now assume this is true for all animated rings in Nilp%: for some n > 0. Let R € Nilp%:"’l. Let

e : Spec(7<pR) — X¢. Then by the definition of pro-cotangent complex, we have

Map(T¢ (Xg), o1 (R)[n + 2]) ————> %,

| !

Xg(r<n RO M1 (R)[n + 2]) —— X (T<n i)

We have similar diagrams for all R;. Note that 7<,, R ~ hgi T<nR; and w41 (R) = hgl i1 (Ri)-
using the Breuil-Kisin prism (&, (E)) and the associated Cech nerve (&°, (E)), we see that

Map(T¢(X6), 1 (R)[n 4 2]) = lim Map(T¢, (BG), 6j®77n+1(R)[%][” +2))e7

where e; : Spec((‘Sj@H“TSnR[%]) — BG is the point corresponding to e : Spec(t<,R) — X¢.
Again, all these hold similarly for all R;. By the same argument as the proof of Lemma [BI0 it suffices to
prove

Map(T¢ (X6), T+ 1 (R)[n + 2]) = lim Map(T7 (X6), T (Ri) [+ 2])

where the filtered colimit goes through all i such that the point e comes from e’ € X¢g(R;).
Hence it suffices to prove for each j, we have

Map(T}, (BG), & @y 41 (R)[%][n +2))P71 ~ limy Map(T7; (BG), &7 @wnH(Ri)[%][n +2))¢=L (3.4)

Note that T (BG) (resp. T (BG)) is a finite projective module over 6j®LT<nR[%] (resp. 6j®LT<nRi[%])
: < <

and T, (BQ) ® &8 (7< R %)) ~ T2 (BG).
J
As R is the filtered colimit h_n}lz R;, we have

&' Bren R~ (Il &8 1<, R)y

and : i ~L
&' @mp1(R) ~ (h_n);\ &R Tt (Ri)) -

Without loss of generality, we may assume 77 (BG), T7; (BG) are all finite free (cf. [EG21, Lemma 5.2.14]).
In this case, we can find @-stable finite free lattice in 77 (BG) as in the proof of [Min23, Proposition 3.31].
i
Write T7; (BG)® for the finite free lattice. Then we can get
i

(lim(T: (BG)*)” @ (&' &mn 1 (Ri)[n +2])p = (T7,(BG)*)" @ (& Emn g1 (R)[n + 2)).
Then B4 follows from [Min23, Lemma 2.24]. O
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Now using [Min23, Proposition 3.30], we are able to reduce the comparison of XM and (LanXg)#mil
to the comparison of their pro-cotangent complexes T (X) and 77 ((LanXg)# ") at all classical points
e : Spec(R) — “1Xg ~ Xg with R being finite type over Z,,.

In order to reduce further to the case where R is a finite field, we need to show both T (X1l) and
T ((LanXg)# ") are indeed cotangent complexes as in [Min23] Proposition 3.38 and 3.40], which is our Step
3.

Proposition 3.19. Let e : Spec(R) — (LanXg)# ™! be a classical point with R being a finite type algebra over
Z/p® for some a. Then the pro-cotangent complex T)((LanXg)# ™) is a complex of R-modules.

Proof. The proof is actually the same as that of [Min23, Proposition 3.38]. The only difference is that we do
not know Xg is quasi-compact or not. So we only have a smooth covering J = | |, Spf(4;) — X where each
Spf(A;) is a Noetherian affine formal scheme. But for any point e : Spec(R) — Xg, it can factor through
Y =1, Spf(A4;) = Xg étale locally. And any map Spec(A4) — YV = | |, Spf(A;) must factor through some finite
unions of Spf(4;). So we are indeed in the same case as [Min23, Proposition 3.38]. O

Proposition 3.20. Let e : Spec(R) — XM be a classical point with R being a finite type algebra over Z/p®
for some a. Then the pro-cotangent complex Te*(f{rc‘;‘l) is a complex of R-modules, which is exactly the shift
by (—1) of the dual of the Herr complex associated to the adjoint of the étale (v, T')-module with G-structure
corresponding to e.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [Min23| Proposition 3.40] once we know that for any point e : Spec(A) —
BG, the cotangent complex T*(BG@) is given by ad(M.)[—1] where M, is the corresponding G-torsor over A
and ad(M,) is the finite projective module over A corresponding to the vector bundle M, x& gV with g the
Lie algebra of G (cf. [Kha24l Section 2.4]). O

3.5 Derived Laurent F'-crystals and derived representations

We have finished the first three steps of our strategy. Next we start dealing with Step 4. As part of it, we
need to relate %‘é‘l to derived representations. This is achieved by first comparing derived Laurent F-crystals
on the absolute prismatic site to those on the perfect absolute prismatic site. Let us begin with the precise
definition of the latter.

Definition 3.21. Let (OK)Zerf’tr be the perfect transveral absolute prismatic site, whose objects are the

transveral perfect prisms in (OK)Zerf and topology is still the flat topology. For any animated ring R € NilpZ<p°°,

define
er . ~L 1 —
Xg(R)=  lm  BGA® R[7)",
(AJ)E(OK)Zerf,n

which is co-category of derived Laurent F'-crystals with G-structure on the perfect transveral absolute prismatic
site

Then we have the following result.

Proposition 3.22. Let R be an animated ring in Nilp%p"1Ct for some n. Then there is an equivalence

Xa(R) ~ X2 (R).

Proof. Using the Breuil-Kisin prism (&, (F)) and its perfection (Ao, (E)), we have

.,\ 1
Xe(R) = lim BG(@@LR[EW:l

ire
and .
er : i ok =
X(R) = lim BG(ALE RI)*!

It suffices to prove that



is fully faithful for all 7 and is an equivalence when i = 0.
We argue by induction. When R is discrete, we can use Tannakian duality. For each n, we have

BG(GZ@R[%])“":l ~ Fun®®(Rep(G), Vect(G@R%])*”:l)

and
PG| 1
BG(A;O@@R[E])w:l ~ Fun®*®(Rep(G), vect(AgO@uR[E])W:l).

By the proof of [Min23}, Proposition 2.23], we know that the functor Vect(&'®R[£])¥~! — Vect(AL ®R[%])¥~

is fully faithful for all ¢ and is an equivalence when ¢ = 0. So We are done when R is discrete.

Now assume the result holds for all animated rings in NllpZ - Let R € NllpZ< ”ﬁgl and e € Xg(T<nR) ~

%pGerf( R). Then by using the cotangent complex, it suffices to prove

i Map(T, (BG). 'St (R in-+2)7 = i Map(Ty (BG), Al B (R g + 2~

E

where ¢; € BG(6'®@7<,R[+])?~! and e; € BG(AlL ®71<, R[+])#~! are the points corresponding to e. By the

same argument as in the proof of [Min23, Proposition 2.23], we can show
(T2,(BG))" @ (&'@m i1 (R)[Z]ln +2]))*7" = (T, (BG))” @ (A @mnia (R)[F])In +2])) 7~

So we are done. O

Now we could proceed further to relate Laurent F-crystals to derived representations. For readers’ conve-
nience, we recall the unframed derived local Galois deformation functor defined in [GV18, Definition 5.4].

Construction 3.23 (Unframed derived local Galois deformation functor). Let p: Gx — G(ky) be a residual
representation. We can define a functor Fi g : Art — Ani as

Fr,c(R) := Map g(| G|, |G(R)]) := lim Map 45(|Gil, |G(R)])

where G = @11 G, is the inverse limit of finite quotient groups and | - | means geometric realization of the
corresponding simplicial anima, i.e. |G;| = hgj G? and |G(R)| = hgj GL&(R) = ligj Map(O(G)®7, R)) .
Then the unframed derived Galois deformation functor is Fk ¢ p: Art;, — Ani is defined as

Fr.c,p(R) = Fibp(Fr o(R) = Fr.c(ky))

The next proposition shows that Laurent F-crystals are the same as derived representations when the
coefficient rings are Artinian local animated rings.

Proposition 3.24. Asssume G is a connected reductive group over Z,. Let R be an Artinian local ring in
NzlpZ for some n, whose residue field is finite. There is an equivalence

Xc(R) ~ Fr.c(R).

Proof. We use the same strategy as the proof of [Min23], Proposition 3.47]. We still define an anima BG (R, Gk )~
as follows

BG(R,Gx)~ := lim BG(R)™ = BG(C(Gk,Z/p") @ R)*--- BG(C(GEH, Z/p") @ R)~

where the cosimplicial animated rings C(GY%,Z/p") ® R is defined using the trivial Gg-action on Z/p®.

We will then compare both X¢(R) ~ X5 (R) and Fx ¢(R) with BG(R,Gx)~. But we need some new
inputs.

We claim that mo(BG(R)) = {x}, i.e. there is a unique G-torsor over R up to equivalences. To prove this,
recall that for any Artinian local ring in Nilp%", there exists a sequence R = R, — R,_1 — --- Ry — Ry = ky,
where ky is a finite field, such that there is an equivalence from R; to the homotopy pullback of a diagram
Ai_1 = kp @ kg[m;] « ks for some m; > 1.
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Note that for any m > 1, we have mo(G (ks @ kys[m]) = G(ky), which follows from that G(ky @ ky[m]) ~
Ueean,) Map(Te (G), kylm]) and mwo(Map(T; (G), kf[m])) = {}.
Novv assume mo(BG(R;)) = x. We have the pullback diagram by [GRIT, Chapter 1, Proposition 7.2.2]

BG(Riy1) ——— BG(kf)

l |

BG(R;) (ky © kplmita]).

Then by 7o(G(ky @ ky[mit1]) = G(ky) and mo(BG(R;)) = {*}, we also have mo(BG(R;+1)) = {*}. This finally
shows 7o(BG(R)) = {*} as mo(BG(ks)) = {*} by Lang’s theorem. Then we can use the same argument as in
[Min23, Proposition 3.47] to show BG(R,Gx)~ ~ X% (R).

Next in order to use the argument in [Min23| Proposition 3.47] to prove BG(R, Gk )~ ~ %pcerf(R), we need
to show that for each j € [0,n + 1], the base change functor

BG(C(Gle, 2/p") ® R) — BG(C(G, Amf%]/pa)  R)#=!

is fully faithful and is an equivalence when j = 0.

Again we argue by induction. When R is discrete, we could use the Tannaka duality. Then this follows
from Vect(C(GY,Z/p*) @ R) — Vect(C (G, mf[ ]/p ) ® R)?=! is fully faithful for all j € [0,n + 1] and is
an equivalence when j = 0, which has been proved in the proof of [Min23], Proposition 3.47].

Now assume this holds true for all n-th truncated rings. Let R € Nilpz >+ and e : Spec(C(Go, Z/p*) ®
T<nR) — BG. As usual, by using cotangent complex, we are reduced to showmg

Map(T; (BG), C(G, Z/p") @ ms1 (R)) =~ Map(T7 (BG), C (G, Ainf[%]/p") ® Tnt1(R))?™

where € is the corresponding point in BG(C/(GY, Ainf[%]/p“) ® R)¥=1.

It suffices to show
(T2 (BG)Y @ (C(G, Z/p") © musa (R)) = (17 (BG))Y @ (C(G, Amf[ 1/p") @ mas1 (R))) ¥
which then follows from [Min23], Sequence 3.8]

0 — C(G, Z/p") — C(GK’AIHf[ 1/p%) £= C(GK’Amf[ 1/p")

3.6 The case of connected reductive groups

Now we are going to finish the Step 4. Let G be a connected reductive group. Fixing a finite-field point
p e Xalky) ~ Fr G(kf) i.e. aresidual representation of the absolute Galois group G'x, we need to investigate

the functor (LanXg) : Art/,, — Ani defined as
R+ Fiby((LanXg)*™(R) — (LanXg)* " (kf)),
and the functor %ni}ﬁ : Art /i, — Ani defined as
R Fiby(XE(R) — X' (ky)),

where Art;, is the oo-category of Artinian local animated ring R with an identification of ky with the
residue field of R. Recall that an animated ring R is called Artinian local if mo(R) is a classical Artinian
local ring and 7. (R) is a finitely generated mo(R)-module. In particular all Artinian local animated rings
over Z, are truncated. For any M ¢ Perf(kf)["’ol, we have ky @ M is an Artinian local animated ring. So if
(LanXg)ZgE = (LanXg)?’“ﬂ ~ X, = Xa p, we can deduce T (Xg") = Ty ((LanXg)# ™) is an isomorphism.

We get an equivalence of functors X¢,; ~ Fk ¢ : Art,, — Ani by Proposition 32241 Then in order to
prove (Laméfg)zEE ~ Xg,p, it remains to prove the equivalence between (Laméfg)zEE and Fg @ . To this end, we
also need to introduce the derived prestack of derived representations in [Zhu20].
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Definition 3.25 ([Zhu20, Definition 2.4.3]). We define the derived prestack of framed G-valued continuous
representations of Gk over Z, as

Rey.c: Nilpg, — Ani, A imMap s (Z/p"[G®], Cers (G, A))-

We can also define the derived prestack RZ'K,G/G of unframed G-valued continuous representations of Gk over
Z, as the geometric realization of

"'%GXGXREK,GSGXR%K,G:REK,G (3.5)

in the co-category PreStk.
As in [Min23], the last crucial input is the following theorem.

Definition 3.26 ([PQ24] Definition 2.5]). A generalised reductive group scheme over a scheme S is a smooth
affine S-group scheme G, such that the geometric fibres of G° are reductive and G/G° — S is finite.

Theorem 3.27 ([PQ24] Theorem 1.1]). Let G be a generalised reductive group. Let ky be a finite field of
characteristic p. Let p: Gx — G(ks) be a residual representation. Then the framed local Galois deformation
ring RE 18 a local complete intersection.

Indeed, Theorem implies that the derived functor Fg g, is classical by [GVIS8, Lemma 7.5]. This
is the infinitesimal version of the global classicality theorem we aim to prove, which is also one of the key
ingredients in the proof of the global classicality theorem.

Now we prove the classicality result for connected reductive groups.

Theorem 3.28. Let G be a connected reductive group over Z,. Let ky be a finite field and p: Gx — G(ky)
be a residual representation. Then there is an equivalence of functors

(LSLH?C‘G)%‘7£ ~ ]:K,G,ﬁ-
As a consequence, we have (LanXg)# il ~ xuil,

Proof. To prove (LanXg)ZgE ~ Fk a5, the arguments in [Min23] Proposition 3.51] still work here. We briefly
explain the strategy. The proof can be divided into three steps:

1. prove (LanXg); ~ (LandRéK G/g)ﬁ;

clpe _~ RE .

2. prove (LanR¢, ¢ /6)s ~ RG, c/o.
C ~ —
3. prove RGK,G/G,ﬁ ~ FK,G.p-

For Step 1, we need to use that both X and CIREKG /G are limit preserving, as well as the equivalence between
the category of étale (¢, T')-modules with G-structure and the category of Galois representations valued in G
when the coefficient rings are finite Artinian local rings (cf. Proposition B:24). For Step 2, we need Theorem
or more precisely the infinitesimal classicality result guaranteed by Theorem The Step 3 is just
about the definitions of both sides.

To conclude (LanXg)# il ~ X2 we use Proposition .12 and the reduction process to the case of finite-field
points we have already finished. [l

3.7 The case of generalised reductive groups

Now we proceed to discuss the case of generalised reductive groups. Indeed, this is crucial in the setting of
Langlands parameters: one important example of generalised reductive groups is the L-group. More precisely,
let G be a (connected) reductive group over K. Write G for the associated Langlands dual group over Z,,, which
is a split (connected) reductive group. And there exists a finite Galois extension E/K such that Gal(E/K)
acts on G. The semi-direct product G := G x Gal(E/K) is called the L-group of G.

For a generalised reductive group G, we need to modify the definition of derived representations. Let us
begin with the unframed local Galois deformation functor.
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Definition 3.29 (Generalised unframed local deformation functor). Let p : Gk — G(ks) be a residual
representation. We can define a functor ffgg s Art — Anat by the following pullback diagram

Fi.a(R) —=|G°(R)| (3.6)

.

Fr.q(R) —=|G(R)]|.
Then the unframed derived Galois deformation functor is flgéré,ﬁ t Arty,, — Aniis defined as
FR 5(R) = Fiby(FEG(R) = Filg(kr)

For general coeflicients, we consider the derived prestack R¢ 4 /Go of unframed G-valued continuous
representations of G over Z, as the geometric realization of

RGO X GP X RY, ¢ == G° xR, ¢ == R&, ¢ (3.7)

in the co-category PreStk, i.e. we only consider the G°-conjugation now.
Accordingly, we give a definition of generalised derived stack of Laurent F-crystals.

Definition 3.30. For a generalised reductive group G, we define X&™ by the following pullback diagram

X" —— Spf(Zy) (3.8)

L

o — Xe.

We write G := G_/ G*° for simplicity and the right vertical map Spf(Z,) — Xa means the trivial derived Laurent
F-crystals with G-structure.

As both Spf(Z,) and X5 admit a deformation theory and are locally almost of finite type, we see X2 also
admits a deformation theory and is locally almost of finite type by [Min23, Proposition 3.23]. Moreover, as G
is a finite étale group scheme, it has trivial Lie algebra. This means T3} . (X5) = 0 by Proposition and
its proof. In particular, the relative cotangent complex 7 (Spf(Z,)/Xg5) := coFib(T} . (X5) — T*(Zy) = 0)
is 0 . Then the relative cotangent complex T*(X%"/X¢) = T*(Spf(Zy)/%Xz) ®0x,, Oxgen = 0. This implies
that Proposition B.20] holds true if X¢ is replaced by X&™.

Similarly, we can define a generalised Emerton—Gee stack.

Definition 3.31. For a generalised reductive group G, we define X&™ by the following pullback diagram

XE™ —> Spi(Z,) (3.9)

L

Xg —— g

where the right vertical map Spf(Z,) — X& means the trivial étale (p,T)-module with G-structure.

As the diagonal of Xz is representable in algebraic spaces and of finite presentation, we get that Spf(Z,) —
X is representable in algebraic spaces and of finite presentation, which implies Xgen — X is representable in
algebraic spaces and of finite presentation. So X&™ is still a formal algebraic stack locally of finite presentation
over Spf(Z,).

Now we prove Proposition [3.24] for these generalised definitions.

Proposition 3.32. Let R be an Artinian local ring in Nilp%p" for some n, whose residue field is finite. There
is an equivalence

XG"(R) =~ Fg o(R).
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Proof. On the one hand, we still define an anima BG(R, G )~ as follows
BG(R,Gx) := lim BG(R) = BG(C(Gk,Z/p") ©® R)3--- BG(C(GR,Z/p") @ R)

where the cosimplicial animated rings C(GY%,Z/p") ® R is defined using the trivial Gg-action on Z/p®.
On the other hand, we can define an anima |G(R, Gk)| as follows

|G(R, Gk)| =1im |G(R)| = |G(C(Gk, Z/p*) ® R)|3 -+ |G(C(GF Z/p") @ R).

By the proof of [Min23, Proposition 3.47], we can see that Fr c(R) ~ |G(R,Gk)| and BG(R,Gk) ~
xX2(R), BG(R,Gk) ~ f{%erf(R). By Proposition 322 we then get BG(R,G ) ~ Xc(R) and BG(R, Gk ) ~
Xa(R).

G(Us)ing Fr.c(R) ~ |G(R,Gk)l, we see that Fi¥o(R) ~ |G(R,Gk)| X|q(r) |G°(R)|. Since G° — G is an
open immersion, the natural morphism G°(C(G'%,Z/p"*) ® R) — |G°(C(G%, Z/p"*) ® R)| X c(r)| |G°(R)] is an
equivalence. So we get Fj(R) =~ |G°(R,Gk)l|, where |G°(R,G k)| is defined similarly as |G(R, Gx)|.

Next we are going to show X% (R) is also equivalent to |G°(R, Gk )|. Note that now we have X%"(R) ~
BG(R,GK) XBG(R,Gyx) *triv- There is a natural morphism from [G°(R, Gk)| to BG(R,GKk) X pa(r,c ) *triv-
To prove it is an equivalence, it suffices to prove

(a) The map |G°(C(G%,Z/p") ® R)| - BG(C(G%,Z/p*) ® R) X BG(C(Gi z/p*)oR) *eriv 18 fully faithful for
all 4.

(b) The map |G°(R)| — BG(R) X gg(pr) *triv 13 an equivalence.

Let us first look at (a). In fact, it is sufficient to show for any animated Z/p®-algebra S, the map G°(S) —
G(S) X g(s) * is an equivalence. This follows from the fact that G — G is (faithfully) flat, which implies G° is
isomorphic to the homotopy pullback of the diagram G'— G + Spec(Z,).

Now we proceed to prove (b). Recall that as G° is a connected reductive group, we have mo(BG°(R)) = {*},
ie. the trivial torsor is the only G°-torsor over R up to isomorphisms. Then the natural map |G°(R)| —
BG°(R) is an equivalence as the mapping spaces Map(x, x) in both of them are equivalent to G°(R) (cf. [GVIS|
Lemma 5.2]).

We also know that there exists a sequence R = R,, — R,—1 — --- 1 — Ry = ky such that there is an
equivalence from R; to the homotopy pullback of a diagram R;,_1 — kj & kf[m;| < ky for some m; > 1.
Associated to the short exact sequence 0 — G° — G — G — 0, there is a long exact sequence of pointed sets

0— G(kys) — G(ks) — G(kg) — H'(ks,G°) — H'(ky,G) — H'(ks, Q).

As BG°(ky) = {x}, we get a short exact sequence 0 — G°(ks) — G(kf) — G(ky) — 0 and an injection
H'(ks,G) = H'(ks,G). This gives us a homotopy pullback diagram

BGO(kf) Ktriv

]

BG(kf) S Bé(kf).

Since G is a finite étale group scheme over Z,, it has trivial cotangent complex. This implies 77 (BG®) ~
TX(BQ@) for any point e : Spec(A) — BG° — BG. By the definition of cotangent complex, we have homotopy
pullback diagrams

Map(T* (BG), k¢[m]) *triv (3.10)

| |

BG(ky @ kglmi]) xpa,) BG®(ky) — BG°(ky)

! |

In particular, we have

BG(ks © k[mil) X pa(ry) BG®(kg) = [Map(T*(BG), kg [mi])/G° (k)]
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As Map(T*(BG), ky[mi]) ~ Map(T*(B°), ks[m;]) and we know [Map(T™*(BQ), krim;])/G°(ks)] ~ BG°(k; ®
k¢[mi]), we then have BG°(ky © ky[mi]) =~ BG(ks @ ky[mi]) Xpa(x,;) BG®(ks). In other words, we have
pullback diagrams

BG®(ky @ ky[ms]) — BG°(ky) *triv (3.11)

! | |

BGks ® kf[m;]) — BG(ks) — BG(kf) ~ BG(k; @ kg[my])

where BG (ky) ~ Bé(kf@ k¢[m;]) is due to the triviality of the cotangent complex T*(BG) = 0.
Now as BG°, BG, BG are all infinitesimally cohesive, i.e. preserve square-zero extensions, we finish the
proof of (b). So we are done.
O

Once again, we have all the necessary ingredients and can use the full strength of [PQ24, Theorem 1.1] to
prove the classicality of derived Emerton—Gee stack for generalised reductive groups.

Theorem 3.33. Let G be a generalised reductive group over Z,. Let ky be a finite field and p: Gx — G(ky)
be a residual representation. Then there is an equivalence of functors

(Lam./Ygen)ZfE ~ ffggF

i il
As a consequence, we have (LanXéen)#*“‘l ~ XE™

Proof. We can use the same arguments in the proof of Theorem B.2§ or [Min23, Proposition 3.51], i.e. proceed
in three steps:

1. prove (LanXg™); ~ (LaHCIR%K7G/Go)ﬁ;

clpe ~ TRC .
2. prove (Lan®R¢ ¢/ qo)s = RG . c/go 5

3. prove REK,G/GO,p ~ flgéré’ﬁ.
For Step 1, we need to use that both XE™" and CIREK,G /o are limit preserving, as well as the equivalence
between the category of generalised étale (¢, T')-modules with G-structure and the category of generalised
Galois representations valued in G when the coefficient rings are finite Artinian local rings (cf. Proposition
B32). For Step 2, we use the full strangth of Theorem B27 Again, the Step 3 is just about the definitions of
both sides. '

To conclude (LanXg™)#nil ~ x& n0il - we use Proposition and the reduction process to the case of

finite-field points. [l
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