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ABSTRACT. We introduce the space II(G) of equivalence classes of m-points of
a finite group scheme G, and associate a subspace II(G)js to any G-module
M. Our results extend to arbitrary finite group schemes G over arbitrary fields
k of positive characteristic and to arbitrarily large G-modules the basic results
about “cohomological support varieties” and their interpretation in terms of
representation theory. In particular, we prove that the projectivity of any (pos-
sibly infinite dimensional) G-module can be detected by its restriction along
m-points of G. Unlike the cohomological support variety of a G-module M,
the invariant M — II(G)as satisfies good properties for all modules, thereby
enabling us to determine the thick, tensor-ideal subcategories of the stable
module category of finite dimensional G-modules. Finally, using the stable
module category of G, we provide II(G) with the structure of a ringed space
which we show to be isomorphic to the scheme ProjH® (G, k).

0. INTRODUCTION

In [14], we considered flat maps « : k[t]/t? — kG factoring through an abelian
subgroup scheme C C G of a finite group scheme G over an algebraically closed
field k. Such maps were called “abelian p-points”. As pointed out to us by Rolf
Farnsteiner (cf [15]), our theory requires us to restrict consideration to flat maps
«a which factor through a unipotent abelian subgroup scheme. We call these more
restricted maps “p-points” of G; all of the results of [14] are valid if “abelian p-
point” is replaced by p-point. In particular, for a finite group scheme G over an
algebraically closed field k, [14] introduces a space P(G) of equivalence classes of
p-points, with the equivalence relation determined in terms of the behaviour of re-
strictions of finite dimensional kG-modules. Furthermore, to a finite dimensional
kG-module M, we associated a closed subspace P(G)s. These invariants are gen-
eralizations of Carlson’s rank variety for an elementary abelian p-group E and the
cohomological support variety for a finite dimensional kE-module M [8],[2].

The purpose of this paper is to pursue further our point of view, thereby ex-
tending earlier results to any finite group scheme G over an arbitrary field k& of
characteristic p > 0 and to an arbitrary kG-module M. We suggest that our con-
struction of “generalized p-points” (which we call “r-points”) is both more natural
and more intrinsic than previous considerations which utilized a combination of
cohomological and representation-theoretic invariants.

The innovation which permits us to consider finite group schemes over an ar-
bitrary field and their infinite dimensional (rational) representations is the consid-
eration of equivalence classes of flat maps K[t]/tP — KGg which factor through
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some unipotent abelian subgroup scheme Ck of Gk not necessarily defined over k,
where K/k is some field extension. Our fundamental result is Theorem 3.6 which
asserts that for an arbitrary finite group scheme over a field £ there is a natural
homeomorphism
Ve : II(G) —— Proj(H* (G, k))

relating the space II(G) of m-points of G to the projectivization of the affine scheme
given by the cohomology algebra H*(G, k). In other words, consideration of flat
maps K[t]/t? — KGk for field extensions K/k enables us to capture the informa-
tion encoded in the prime ideal spectrum of H*(G, k) rather than simply that of
the maximal ideal spectrum. Indeed, we verify in Theorem 4.2 a somewhat sharper
result, in that we determine (up to a purely inseparable field extension of controlled
p-th power degree) the minimal field of definition of such a 7-point in terms of its
image under Ug.

The need to consider such field extensions K /k when one considers infinite dimen-
sional kG-modules had been recognized earlier. Nevertheless, our results improve
upon results found in the literature for infinite dimensional modules for various
types of finite group schemes over an algebraically closed field [3], [5], [6], [18],
[22], [23]. Perhaps the most important and difficult of these results is Theorem 5.3
which asserts that the projectivity of any (possibly infinite dimensional) module
M for an arbitrary finite group scheme G can be detected “locally” in terms of
the restrictions of M along the m-points of G. This was proved for finite groups
in [6], for unipotent group schemes in [3] and for infinitesimal group schemes in
[23]. This, together with the consideration of certain infinite dimensional modules
introduced by Rickard in [26], provides us with the tools to analyze the tensor-ideal
thick subcategories of the stable category of finite dimensional kG-modules.

Our consideration of the (projectivization) of the prime ideal spectrum rather
than the maximal ideal spectrum of H*(G, k) enables us to associate a good in-
variant (the II-supports, II(G)y C TI(G), of the kG-module M) to an arbitrary
kG-module. This invariant II(G) s is defined in module-theoretic terms, essentially
as the “subset of those 7-points at which M is not projective.” Although II(G) s
corresponds naturally to the cohomological support variety of M whenever M is
finite dimensional, it does not have an evident cohomological interpretation for infi-
nite dimensional kG-modules. The difference in behaviour of this invariant for finite
dimensional and infinite dimensional kG-modules is evident in Corollary 6.7 which
asserts that every subset of II(G) is of the form II(G)s for some kG-module M.
Our analysis is somewhat motivated by and fits with the point of view of Benson,
Carlson, and Rickard [6].

We establish in Theorem 6.3 a bijection between the tensor-ideal thick subcate-
gories of the triangulated category stmod (G) of finite dimensional G-modules and
subsets of II(G) closed under specialization. This theorem verifies the main conjec-
ture of [18] (for ungraded Hopf algebras), a conjecture first formulated in [20] in the
context of “axiomatic stable homotopy theory” and then considered in [18], [19].
As a corollary, we show that the lattice of thick, tensor-closed subcategories of the
stable module category stmod (@) is isomorphic to the the lattice of thick, tensor-
closed subcategories of DP*"f (ProjH®(G, k)), the full subcategory of the derived
category of coherent sheaves on ProjH®*(G, k) consisting of perfect complexes.

Finally, Theorem 7.1 demonstrates how the scheme structure of ProjH*(G, k)
can be realized using II(G) and the category stmod (G).
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We remark that the consideration of m-points suggests the formulation of finer
invariants than II(G)as which would provide more information about a kG-module
M. In a forthcoming paper [16], the authors and Andrei Suslin formulate the
maximal Jordan type of a finite dimensional representation of a finite group scheme
based on the point of view and results of this paper. This in turn enables the
formulation of the non-maximal support variety of a G-module M which provides
information complementary to that provided by II(G) .

Throughout this paper, p will be a prime number and all fields considered will be
of characteristic p. We shall typically denote by k an arbitrary field of characteristic
p and denote by k an algebraic closure of k.

The first author thanks Paul Balmer for helpful comments and insights. The
first author thanks ETH-Zurich for providing a most congenial environment for the
preparation of this paper, and the second author is especially grateful to the Insti-
tute for Advanced Study for its support. The Petersburg Department of Steklov
Mathematical Institute generously offered us the opportunity to work together to
refine our central notion of equivalence of m-points. Finally, we gratefully acknowl-
edge the contribution of Rolf Farnsteiner who observed that for our theory to be
valid we must restrict attention to p-points (and, more generally) 7m-points, flat maps
which factor through the group algebra of a unipotent abelian subgroup scheme.

1. RECOLLECTION OF COHOMOLOGICAL SUPPORT VARIETIES

Let G be a finite group scheme defined over a field k. Thus, G has a commutative
coordinate algebra k[G] which is finite dimensional over k and which has a coproduct
induced by the group multiplication on G, providing k[G] with the structure of a
Hopf algebra over k. We denote by kG the k-linear dual of k[G] and refer to kG
as the group algebra of G. Thus, kG is a finite dimensional, co-commutative Hopf
algebra over k.

Examples to keep in mind are that of a finite group 7 (so that k is the usual
group algebra of 7) and that of a finite dimensional, p-restricted Lie algebra g (so
that the group algebra in this case can be identified with the restricted enveloping
algebra of g). These are extreme cases: 7 is totally discrete (a finite, etale group
scheme) and the group scheme Gy associated to the (p-restricted) Lie algebra of
an algebraic group over k is connected.

By definition, a G-module is a comodule for k[G] (with its coproduct structure)
or equivalently a module for kG. If M is a kG-module, then we shall frequently
consider the cohomology of G with coefficients in M,

H*(G,M) = Ext¥(k, M).

If p = 2, then H*(G, k) is itself a commutative k-algebra. If p > 2, then the even
dimensional cohomology H*(G, k) is a commutative k-algebra. We denote by

H*(G.k), ifp=2,

H*(G, k) =
(G, ) {He”(G,k) if p> 2.

As shown in [17], the commutative k-algebra H*(G, k) is finitely generated over
k. Following Quillen [24], we consider the maximal ideal spectrum of H*(G, k),

|G| = Specm H*(G, k).
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Following the work of Carlson [8] and others, for any finite dimensional kG-module
M we consider

|G|nm = Specm H* (G, k)/ annge 1) Extg (M, M),

where the action of H*(G, k) on Extg, (M, M) is via a natural ring homomorphism
H*(G,k) — Extg (M, M) (so that this annihilator can be viewed more simply as
the annihilator of idy; € Ext% (M, M)).

In this paper, we shall be interested in prime ideals which are not necessarily
maximal. Indeed, this is the fundamental difference between this paper and [14].
We shall not give a special name for Spec H*(G, k), the scheme of finite type over
k whose points are the prime ideals of H*(G, k) or to the scheme
Spec H*(G, k)/ annge (g 1) Extg (M, M), refinements of |G| and |G|y respectively.

We shall often change the base field k via a field extension K/k. We shall use
the notations

GKZGXSpeCkSpeCK, Mg =M Qi K
to indicate the base change of the group scheme G over k and the base change of the
kG-module M to a KGi-module (where KGg = kG ®; K will often be denoted
KQG).
In [28, 29], a map of schemes

Ve : V,.(G) — Spec H* (G, k)

is exhibited for a finite, connected group scheme G over k and shown to be a
homeomorphism. Here, V,.(G) is the scheme of l-parameter subgroups of G, a
scheme representing a functor which makes no reference to cohomology. Moreover,
this homeomorphism restricts to homeomorphisms

Ve : Vo(G)n — Spec H* (G, k) / annge (g ) Extg (M, M)

for any finite dimensional kG-module M, where once again V,.(G)as is defined
without reference to cohomology. One of the primary objectives of this paper is to
extend this correspondence to all finite group schemes. Even for finite groups other
than elementary abelian p-groups, such an extension has not been exhibited before.

2. m-POINTS OF (G

We let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. In this section, we introduce
our construction of the m-points of G and establish some of their basic properties.
If f:V — W is a map of varieties or modules over k and if K/k is a field extension
then we denote by fx = f® 1k : Vg — Wi the evident base change of f. Given a
map « : A — B of algebras and a B-module M, we denote by o*(M) the pull-back
of M via a.

Our definition of 7-point is an extension of our earlier definition of p-point (as
corrected in [15]), now allowing extensions of the base field k. This enables us to
consider finite group schemes defined over a field & which is not algebraically closed.
Moreover, even if the base field k is algebraically closed, it is typically necessary
to consider more “generic” maps K|[t]/t? — KG than those defined over k when
considering infinite dimensional kG-modules.

We remind the reader that the representation theory of K[t]/t? is particularly
simple: a K[t]/tP-module is projective if and only if it is free; there are only finitely
many indecomposable modules, one of dimension i for each ¢ with 1 <14 < p.
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Definition 2.1. Let G be a finite group scheme over k. A m-point of G (defined
over a field extension K/k) is a (left) flat map of K-algebras

ag : K[t)/t? — KG

(i.e., a K-linear ring homomorphism with respect to which KG is flat as a left
K|[t]/tP-module) which factors through the group algebra KCx C KGg = KG of
some unipotent abelian subgroup scheme Ck of Gk (with Cx — Gk defined over
K, but not necessarily defined over k).

If B, : L[t]/t? — LG is another m-point of G, then ak is said to be a specialization
of B , written B | ak, provided that for any finite dimensional kG-module M,
o’ (Mk) being free implies that 85 (M) is free.

Two m-points ak : K[t]/t? — KG, B : L[t]/t? — LG are said to be equivalent,
written ax ~ O, if ax | O and G | ak.

Observe that the condition that a m-point ak : K[t]/t? — KG factors through
the group algebra of a unipotent abelian subgroup scheme Cx C Gk is the only
aspect of the definition of a m-point which uses the Hopf algebra structure of kG.
We point out that the homeomorphism of Theorem 3.6 requires consideration of
m-points ax which factor through the group algebra of unipotent abelian subgroup
schemes Cx C Gk defined over field extensions K/k of positive transcendence
degree even in the case in which G = SLy(y) (the first infinitesimal subgroup scheme
of the algebraic group SLs, with group algebra the restricted enveloping algebra of
Slg).

In the following remark we demonstrate that the notion of specialization of 7-
points often has a familiar geometric interpretation.

Remark 2.2. Let R be a commutative Noetherian domain over £ with a field of
fractions K. Let ap : R[t]/t? — RG be a flat map of R-algebras, and M be a
kG-module of dimension m. Let ax = ag ®r K : K[t]/t? — KG, and assume that
ag defines a m-point of G (i.e. we assume that ax factors through a unipotent
abelian subgroup scheme of Gk ). The action of ¢ on aj (M) is given by some
p-nilpotent matrix A, € M, (R), and o}, (M) is free if and only if the Jordan
form of the matrix A, consists of Jordan blocks each of which are of size p if and
only if the rank of A, is ijl -m.

Let ¢ : R — k be a map of k-algebras such that the base change of ap via ¢,
ag = ar ® k 1 k[t]/tP — kG, is a m-point of G. The action of ¢ on o (M) is
given by (Aa)p = Aa ®¢ k € M, (k), and, hence, o (M) is free as k[t]/tP-module
if and only if the rank of (Aa)e is pp%l -m. This is the case only if the rank of A4,
is prl -m. Therefore, a(Mg) being free implies o (M) being free. Since this
works for any module M, we conclude that a4 is a specialization of a in the sense
of Definition 2.1.

The following three examples involve sufficiently small finite group schemes G
that their analysis is quite explicit. Nonetheless, the justification of the “genericity”
assertions in these examples requires Theorem 3.6.

Example 2.3. Let G be the finite group Z/p X Z/p, so that kG ~ k[z,y]/(zP, yP).
A map ag : K[t]/tP — KG is flat if and only if ¢ is sent to a polynomial in z,y
with non-vanishing linear term [14, 2.2]. Such a flat map ax is equivalent to a flat
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map Sk : K[t]/t? — KG if and only if ax(t) and Gk (t) have linear terms which
are scalar multiples of each other [14, 2.2,2.6].

For example, a group homomorphism Z/p — Z/p X Z/p sending a generator o
of Z/p to (¢*,€7) where ¢, € are generators of Z/p, induces a map of group algebras

k[a]/(gp_l)Hk[()ﬂ/(cp_lafp_l); o-'_)czgj'
Viewed as a map of algebras, this is equivalent to « : k[t]/tP — k[z,y]/(«P, yP)
sending t to iz + jy since the images of the nilpotent generator under the two maps
differ by a polynomial in the generators of the augmentation ideal without linear
term.

Thus, any equivalence class has a representative which is given by a linear poly-
nomial in z and y, unique up to scalar multiple. Let Ky = k(z,w), the field of
fractions of the polynomial ring k[z, w]. Let ng, : Ko[t]/t? — Kolz,y]/(z?, yP) be
the map that sends ¢ to zax + wy. Then any flat map « : k[t]/t? — k[z,y]/(aP, yP)
defined by sending ¢ to a linear polynomial on = and y is a “specialization” of ng,
in the sense that we get « via specializing z, w to some elements of k. This is easily
seen to imply that ng, | a.

Indeed, we can be more efficient in defining a “generic” w-point for G, for we
observe that any « : k[t]/tP — k[x,y]/(2P,yP) defined by sending ¢ to a linear
polynomial in x and y is a “specialization” of

() KR/ — k(2)[2,y]/ (2", y7), tm 2z +y.
Namely, the flat map
Pap  K[t]/1P — K[z, yl/ (2", 4"),  t— ax+by
with a,b € k is a specialization of {.): if b # 0 (respectively, a # 0), then ¢, is
equivalent to the specialization of {j.) obtained by setting z = ¢ (resp., replacing
Ei(z) by the equivalent & )« k(z) — k(z)[z,y]/(a?,yP),t — @ + 1y and setting
1/z=1).

We give a direct proof of the fact that any m-point ¢, is a specialization of
£i(z) in the sense of Definition 2.1 (which follows in much greater generality from
Corollary 4.3, for example). We assume b # 0. Let M be a kE-module and
suppose ¢, (M) is free. Write ¢} (M) = @ (k[t]/t?) e;, where {e;} for a basis for
¢; (M) as a free k[t]/tP-module. Since (ax + by)P~'e; # 0 in M, we conclude that
(zz +y)P"te; # 0 in M ® k(z). Therefore, M ® k(z) ~ @ k(z)[t]/t? e; and thus is
free. In fact, we shall be able to conclude that any 7-point ak is a specialization
of &i(2) in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Example 2.4. Let E = (Z/2)*3, char k = 2, {g1, g2, 93} be chosen generators of
FE. As in Example 2.3, any m-point of kE is a specialization of
Moy © k(@ Y[/ — k(z,y)E, t— (g1 —1)+y(g2— 1)+ (g5 — 1).

Let M,y be a 4-dimensional kE-module indexed by the triple a,b,c € k with
action of g1, g2, g3 given by

100 0 1000 1000
0100 010 0 0100
N=r1 0100 7 a0 10|l P70 10
0101 0 b 0 1 100 1
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The computation of [4, I1.5.8] together with the homeomorphism of Theorem 3.6
implies that

Quow : k[t]/tP — kE, tru(gr —1)+v(g1 — 1) +w(gs —1)

satisfies the condition that o, ,
P? lies on the quadric Qg .. defined as the locus of the homogeneous polynomial
(z + ay)(z + by) = cz?. (In the terminology to be introduced in Definition 3.1,
(E)m,,. CII(E) equals the quadric Qup,c)-

Thus, for ¢ # 0, every m-point of kE for which the restriction of M, is not
projective is a specialization of the m-point given as

ak, : Ko[t]/t? — KoE; ar,(t) =z(g1 — 1) +ylg2 — 1) + (g3 — 1),
where Ko = frac{k[z,y]/(x + ay)(x + by) — c}.

(Mgp.c) is not projective if and only if (u, v, w) €

Example 2.5. Consider G = (SLz)(1), the first infinitesimal kernel of the algebraic
group SLs, and assume that p > 2 for simplicity. Then the group algebra kG can be
identified with the restricted enveloping algebra of sly, the (p-restricted) Lie algebra
of 2 x 2 matrices of trace 0. We can explicitly describe kG as the (non-commutative)
algebra given by
kG = k{e, f,h}/ (€’ fP P — h,he —eh —2e,hf — fh+2f,ef — fe — h).
Let K/k be a field extension. A choice of values (E,F,H) € K, not all 0 and
satisfying H2 = —EF, determines a flat map
K[t]/t? - KG, tw— FEe+ Ff+ Hh.

If we let x; ; denote the natural coordinate functions on 2 x 2 matrices, then the
variety of (p-) nilpotent elments is given by
N = Spec k[$1,1,$1,27$2,1]/33%71 + x12721-
Let K denote the field of fraction of IV,
Ko = frac{klry, CU1,2,$2,1]/$%71 + 212721}
Then any flat map K[t]/t? — KG is a specialization of the following “generic” flat
map:
Ko[t]/tp — KoG, tl—>$1,2€+l‘271f+$1,1h.
As in Example 2.3, we readily verify that we can more efficiently define this flat
map as
frac{klz,y]/(1 + zy)}[t]/t" — frac{klz,y]/(1 + 2y)}G, t—ye+zf+h.
The proof of the following proposition follows immediately from the equality
(an)*"(Mq) = (ak(Mk))e
for any triple Q/K/k of field extensions and kG-module M and any m-point ag :
K[t]/t* — KG.

Proposition 2.6. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. Let o : K[t]/tP —
KG, B : L[t]/t? — LG be w-points of G. Then the following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) ax ~ Br.

(2) For some field extension Q/k containing both K and L, ag ~ Bq.

(3) For any field extension Q/k containing both K and L, ag ~ fa.
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It is worth observing that the equivalence of aq, g as m-points of G does not
imply their equivalence as m-points of G (because for the latter one must test
projectivity on all finite dimensional QG g-modules and not simply those which arise
from kG-modules). As we shall see, this can be reformulated as the observation
that the space of m-points of G does not map injectively to the space of m-points
of G. We discuss this further prior to Theorem 4.6.

The preceding proposition admits the following two corollaries concerning the
naturality properties of m-points. The first follows immediately from the observation
that the image under a map of group schemes of a unipotent abelian finite group
scheme is once again a unipotent abelian finite group scheme. Namely, if C/ —
C is a quotient map of affine group schemes with C’ a unipotent abelian finite
group scheme, then kC’ — kC is a surjective homomorphism (cf. [31, 15.1]);
since kC’ is commutative and local, so is kC. The second corollary is essentially a
tautology, based on the observation that for field extensions Q/L/K/k, a m-point
agq : Q[t]/t? — QG of the group scheme G, can be naturally viewed as a m-point
of GK.

Corollary 2.7. Letj : H — G be a flat homomorphism of finite group schemes over
a field k (i.e., assume with respect to the induced map kH — kG of group algebras
that kG is flat as a left kH-module). Let j,. : kH — kG be the induced map on
group algebras. The composition with j. sending a w-point ay : K[t]/tP — KH
to ji« o ag : K[t]/t? — KG induces a well defined map from the set of equivalence
classes of m-points of H to the set of equivalence classes of m-points of G.

Corollary 2.8. Let G be a finite group scheme over the field k, L/K/k be field
extensions. Then the natural inclusion of the set of m-points aq : Q[t]/tP — QG into
the set of m-points B : F[t|/tP — FG, where Q/L and F/K are field extensions,
induces a well defined map from the set of equivalence classes of w-points of G, to
the set of equivalence classes of m-points of G .

The following construction of a finite dimensional kG-module L associated to
a (homogeneous) element ¢ € H*(G, k) is due to J. Carlson [9]. We remind the
reader of Heller shifts /(M) of a kG-module constructed in terms of a minimal
projective resolution of M (cf. [4]). For ¢ € H*(G, k), let L¢ be the kG-module
defined by the short exact sequence

2.8.1 0— L — Q%(k) — k — 0,
¢

where the map Q% (k) — k represents ¢ € Homg (2% (k), k) = ExtZ (k, k).
These Carlson modules L will be used frequently in what follows.

Proposition 2.9. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k and let ak :
K[t]/t" — KG be a w-point of G. Let ¢ € H*(G, k) and let ker{aj} denote the
kernel of the algebra homomorphism o : H* (G, K) — H*(K[t]/t?, K).

Then ¢ € ker{aj} NH*(G,k) if and only if o’ (L¢ k) is not projective as a
K[t]/t?-module, where we use L¢ i to denote (L¢) k.

Proof. Since the Heller operators commute with field extensions, L¢, = L¢ g as
K G-modules, where for clarity we have used (x € H*(G, K) to denote the image of
¢ € H*(G, k). We apply the flat map ax to the short exact sequence of K G-modules
to obtain a short exact sequence of K[t]/tP-modules:

0— akx(Lekx) — a}}(Q%(K)) — K — 0.
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As argued in [14, 2.3], o} ((x) # 0if and only if o, (L¢ k) = o (L¢y ) is projective.
O

We now present our cohomological reformulation of specialization of m-points of G.

Theorem 2.10. Let G be a finite group scheme over k and a g, B, be two m-points
of G. Then Br | ax if and only if

(2.10.1) (ker{B:}) NH* (G, k) C (ker{al}) NH*(G, k).

Proof. We first show the “only if” part. Let ax be a specialization of 3. Let ¢ be
any homogeneous element in (ker{g}}) N H*(G,k). By Proposition 2.9, 5} (L¢ 1)
is not projective. Since 31 | ax, we conclude that aj(L¢ k) is not projective.
Applying 2.9 again, we get that ¢ € (ker{a}}) NH*(G, k). Since the ideals under
consideration are homogeneous, the asserted inclusion follows.

Conversely, suppose ag is not a specialization of 3;. By Proposition 2.6, we
can assume that both ax and §r are defined over the same algebraically closed
field Q/k. Clearly, if we enlarge the field, the intersections (ker{g;}) N H*(G, k)
and (ker{aj }) NH*(G, k) do not change, so that we may assume that K = L = ,
with € algebraically closed.

Then, by Definition 2.1, there exists a finite dimensional kG-module M such
that af(Mgq) is projective but 8¢ (Mq) is not. For a finite dimensional module,
there is a natural isomorphism Extg, (Mg, Mq) ~ Extg (M, M)) ® Q. Further-
more, since tensoring with €2 is exact, we have annye g ) (Extg (M, M) @ Q) =
annge (gq,.0) (Extg, (Mo, Ma)).

Theorem [14, 4.11] now implies that
(2.10.2)

annye (k) (Extg (M, M)) @k Q = annge g, o) (Extg, (Ma, Mq)) C ker{(3q},

and
(2.10.3)
annye (k) (Exto (M, M)) @5 Q = annge g, 0) (Extg, (Mo, Mq)) ¢ ker{ag}.

Intersecting (2.10.2) with H*(G, k), we get

(2.10.4) annye g,k (Extg (M, M)) C ker{35} NH*(G, k)
On the other hand, (2.10.3) implies that
(2.10.5) annye (¢ ;) (Extg (M, M)) ¢ ker{ag} NH*(G, k).

Indeed, if this inclusion did hold, then by tensoring with 2 and then applying the
fact that (ker{ag} NH*(G,k)) @ Q C ker{af}, we would get a contradiction to
(2.10.3). Putting (2.10.4) and (2.10.5) together we get

(ker{8o}) NH*(G, k) & (ker{ag}) NH* (G, k),

thereby proving the converse.
O

As an immediate corollary, we add the following equivalent formulation of equiv-
alence of m-points to those of Proposition 2.6 which will play a key role in the proof
of our main theorem, Theorem 3.6.

Corollary 2.11. Let G be a finite group scheme over k and a, 81, be two m-points
of G. Then B, ~ agk if and only if

(ker{B}}) NH*(G, k) = (ker{a}}) NH*(G, k).
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3. THE HOMEOMORPHISM ¥ : II(G) — ProjH* (G, k)

In this section, we show for an arbitrary finite group scheme G over an arbitrary
field k of characteristic p > 0 that the prime ideal spectrum of the cohomology
ring can be described in terms of m-points of G. This is a refinement of [14] which
provides a representation theoretic interpretation of the maximal ideal spectrum of
the cohomology ring of G provided that k is algebraically closed.

The bijectivity of Theorem 3.6 below in the special case in which the finite
group scheme is an elementary abelian p-group E and k is algebraically closed is
equivalent to the foundational result of J. Carlson identifying the (maximal ideal)
spectrum of H*(E, k) with the rank variety of “shifted subgroups” of F [8]; the
fact that this bijection is a homeomorphism in this special case is equivalent to
“Carlson’s Conjecture” proved by Avrunin and Scott [2]. In the special case in
which G is connected, the homeomorphism of Theorem 3.6 is a weak form of the
theorem of Suslin-Friedlander-Bendel which asserts that Spec H*(G, k) is isogenous
to the affine scheme of 1-parameter subgroups of G [28].

Let ax : K[t]/t* — KG be a w-point, and denote by af : H*(G,K) —
H*(Z/p,K) the induced map in cohomology. Let K be the algebraic closure of
K. As it is shown in the proof of [14, 3.4], the map o is finite and, hence, the
kernel of this map, ker{a%}, is a homogeneous prime ideal strictly smaller than the
augmentation ideal of H*(G, K ). Hence, ker{a}} = ker{af-} N H*(G, K) does not
contain the augmentation ideal of H*(G, K).

Definition 3.1. For any finite group scheme G over a field k, we denote by II(G)
the set of equivalence classes of m-points of G,

II(G) = {[ak]; ak : K[t]/t? — KG is a m—point of G}.
For a finite dimensional kG-module M, we denote by
I(G)n C I(G)

the subset of those equivalence classes [ak] of m-points such that o, (M) is not
projective for any representative ak : K[t]/t? — KG of the equivalence class [ak].
We say that II(G) is the IT-support of M.

Finally, we denote by

(3.1.1) U : II(G) — ProjH* (G, k)

the injective map sending an equivalence class [« k] of m-points to the homogeneous
prime ideal ker{a} } NH*(G, k).

The fact that U« is well defined and injective is immediately implied by Theorem
2.10 and the above observation that ker{a}} is not the augmentation ideal of
H*(G, K) (so that ker{a};} NH*(G, k) is not the augmentation ideal of H*(G, k)).

Theorem 4.6 will enable us to retain in Definition 5.1 the same definition for
kG-modules M which are possibly infinite dimensional. Moreover, Propositions 3.2
and 3.3 will remain valid for infinite dimensional kG-modules.

The following proposition, known as the “tensor product property”, is somewhat
subtle because a w-point a : K|t]/t? — KG need not respect the coproduct struc-
ture and thereby need not commute with tensor products. This tensor product
property is one of the most important properties of II-supports. The correspond-
ing statement for cohomological support varieties has no known proof using only
cohomological methods.
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Proposition 3.2. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k and let M, N be
finite dimensional kG-modules. Then

(G)men = H(G)m NT(G)N.

Proof. For any m-point a : K[t]/t! — KG and any algebraically closed field ex-
tension Q/k, of (M ® N)g) is projective as a K[t]/tP-module if and only if
af,((M ® N)gq) is projective as a Q[t]/tP-module. On the other hand, [14, 3.9]
asserts that af,((M ® N)q) is projective if and only if either af(Mgq) or ag(Ng)
is projective which is the case if and only if either o (Mg) or af (Nk) is projec-
tive. (]

We now provide a list of other properties of the association M +— II(G) s which
follow naturally from our m-point of view. Namely, each of the properties can
be checked one 7-point at a time, thereby reducing the assertions to elementary
properties of K[t]/t?-modules.

Proposition 3.3. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k and let My, My, M3
be finite dimensional kG-modules. Then

(1) I(G) = IK(G).

(2) If P is a projective kG-module, then II(G)p = 0.

(3) If 0 = My — My — M3 — 0 is exact, then

H(G)]\/L C H(G)Mj U H(G)jy[k

where {i,j,k} is any permutation of {1,2,3}.
(4) I(G)rere = (G)ar, UIHG) as,-

The topology we give to II(G) is the natural extension of that defined on the
space P(G) of p-points for G over an algebraically closed field given in [14, 3.10].
Observe that the formulation of this topology is given without reference to coho-
mology, although the verification that our topology satisfies the defining axioms of
a topology does involve cohomology.

Proposition 3.4. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. The class of
subsets of II(G),
{II(G)pr C I(G) : M finite dimensional G—module},

is the class of closed subsets of a (Noetherian) topology on II(G).
Moreover, we have the equality

I(G) v = Ug' (Proj(H* (G, k)/ annye G ) Ext§ (M, M)))
for any finite dimensional kG-module M, where ¥ is the map of 3.1.1.

Proof. By Propositions 3.2 and 3.3, our class contains (), II(G) itself, and is closed
under finite intersections and finite unions.
Observe that ProjH®(G, k) is Noetherian and that each

Proj(H*(G, k)/ annye ¢ ) Extg (M, M)) C ProjH®* (G, k)

is closed. Therefore, to complete the verification that we have given II(G) a Noe-
therian topology, it suffices to verify the asserted equality. This is equivalent to
the following assertion for any finite dimensional kG-module M and any m-point
ak @ Kt]/t? — KG: namely, o} (Mg) is not projective if and only if ker{aj,}
contains annye ¢ k) Extg (M, M). By base change from & to the algebraic closure
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of K, we may assume that k is algebraically closed and K = k. In this case, ax
is a p-point of G and the equality is verified (with II(G)y C II(G) replaced by
P(G)n C P(@)) in [14, 4.8] as corrected in [15]. O

Remark 3.5. We call II(G) with this topology the space of m-points of G.

We now verify that our space II(G) is related by a naturally defined homeomor-
phism to ProjH*(G, k).

Theorem 3.6. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k, let ProjH®(G, k)
denote the space of homogeneous prime ideals (excluding the augmentation ideal) of
the graded, commutative algebra H®(G, k) equipped with the Zariski topology, and
let TI(G) denote the set of m-points of G provided with the topology of Proposition
3.4.

Then

Us : (G) — ProjH* (G, k), [ak]+— ker{aj } NH*(G, k)

is a homeomorphism.
Moreover, if j : H — G is a flat homomorphism of finite group schemes over k,
then the following square commutes:

I(H) ——" > Proj H*(H, k)

S |

11(G) Yo L ProjH*(G, k)

In this square, the left vertical arrow is given by Corollary 2.7 and the right vertical
arrow by the map H*(H, k) «— H*(G, k) induced by H — G.
Furthermore, if K/k is a field extension, then the following square commutes:

v
I(Gg) —= > Proj H* (G, K)

- |

1(G) TS . ProjH*(G, k)

In this square, the left vertical arrow is given by Corollary 2.8 and the right vertical

arrow by the base change map H*(G, k) — H*(Gk, K).

Proof. The verifications of the commutativity of squares (3.6.1) and (3.6.2) are
straight-forward, and we omit them.

The injectivity of U¢ is given by Theorem 2.10 (as stated in Definition 3.1). To
prove surjectivity, we consider a point x € ProjH®(G, k) with residue field k(x)
and base change to the algebraic closure K of k(z), so that x is the image of a K-
rational point T € ProjH®*(Gg, K). The commutativity of square (3.6.2) enables
us to replace k by K, and thus reduces us to showing the surjectivity of ¥ on
k-rational points, with k algebraically closed. This is proved in [14, 4.8].

The equality in the statement of Proposition 3.4 implies that the bijective map
U sends a closed subset (which by definition is of the form II(G)ys) of II(G) to a
closed subset of Proj H®*(G, k), thereby establishing the continuity of (¥g)~!.

To complete the proof that ¥« is a homeomorphism, it suffices to show that ¥q
is continuous, i.e. that the preimage of any closed subset of ProjH*(G, k) is closed
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in II(G). Hence, the theorem is implied by the following Proposition which is of
interest on its own.

Proposition 3.7. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k and I C H*(G, k)
be a homogeneous ideal generated by homogeneous elements (1,...,(,. Then

(3.7.1) Vo' (V) = W(G)rg e-oL,

where V(I) C ProjH®*(G, k) is the zero locus of the homogeneous ideal I, and L,
are the Carlson modules as introduced in 2.8.1.

Proof. We first consider the case in which I = (¢) C H*(G, k) is generated by
a single element (. Let ax be a m-point of G. The bijectivity of ¥ implies
that [ax] € 5 (V((¢)) if and only if ¢ € Ve([ak]) = ker{aj} N H*(G, k). By
Proposition 2.9, ¢ € ker{aj } NH*(G, k) if and only if aj;(L¢ i) is not projective.
We conclude that [ax] € Y5'(V((¢))) if and only if [ax] € I(G)r,. Hence,
VG V() =(G)L,.

Consequently, if I is generated by (1, ... (,, then we have

U (VI) =0 (VEG) NNV () =Y (VG N nE V() =
(G, N NG, =THG)L, e-oL,

where the last equality is implied by the tensor product property (Proposition 3.2).
O

Applying U to the equality (3.7.1) and using Proposition 3.4 we get the follow-
ing result which is an extension to prime ideal spectra of the corresponding result
for k-rational points with k algebraically closed which is proved in [9] for finite
groups and in [29] for infinitesimal group schemes.

Corollary 3.8. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k and I C H*(G, k) be
a homogeneous ideal generated by homogeneous elements (y,...,(,. Then

V(I) = Proj(H*(G, k)/ annge 1) Extg (M, M)))

where V(I) C ProjH®*(G, k) is the zero locus of the homogeneous ideal I, and
M = ®2LC1

4. APPLICATIONS OF THE HOMEOMORPHISM ¥
In this section, we give some first applications of Theorem 3.6.

Remark 4.1. Let G be a finite group scheme over k and let A denote the coordinate
algebra of G, A = k[G]. By definition, m(G) is the spectrum of the maximal
separable subalgebra of A. The projection G — 7o(G) admits a splitting if and
only if the composition Gyeq — G — m(G) is an isomorphism; i.e., if and only if
A modulo its nilradical N C A is a separable algebra. The two conditions that the
projection Gp — mo(Gr) split and that mo(Gr) be constant are equivalent to the
condition that Ap/Np is isomorphic to a product of copies of F', where Ap = AQy F
and Np C Ap is the nilradical of Ap. Since Az/Ny is isomorphic to a product of
copies of k (where k is an algebraic closure of k) and since A is finite dimensional
over k, we may therefore choose some F'/k finite over k such that the projection
Gr — mo(GF) splits (so that G is a semi-direct product G% x my(Gr)) and that



14 ERIC M. FRIEDLANDER* AND JULIA PEVTSOVA**

mo(GF) is a constant group scheme. By perhaps taking F' to be a somewhat larger
finite extension of k, we can insure that G% is geometrically connected (i.e., that
the base change of G% to any extension L/F is connected).

Utilizing Theorem 3.6, we obtain the following result concerning the field of
definition of a representative of a m-point a .

Theorem 4.2. Let G be a finite group scheme over k and let F be a finite field
extension F/k with the property that the projection Gp — mo(Gr) splits and that
mo(GF) is a constant group scheme. Let r denote the height of the connected com-
ponent G° C G.

For any m-point ag : K[t]/t? — KGg of G, let ko) denote the residue field of
Vi ([ak]) € ProjH*(G, k). Then ak is equivalent to some w-point Br, : L[t]/t? —
LGy, with L a purely inseparable extension of degree < p" of the composite F'-kiq).

Proof. To prove the proposition we may replace G by Gp; in other words, we may
(and will) assume that G ~ G° x 7o(G) with m(G) constant and G® geometrically
connected. We consider some m-point ak : K[t]/t? — KGg of G.

Let 7 denote the finite group mo(G). Suslin’s detection theorem [27] asserts that
modulo nilpotents any homogeneous element of H*(G, k) has a non-zero restriction
via some group homomorphism of the form G, x £ — G, for some field exten-
sion L/k and some elementary abelian subgroup E C 7. Since G = G° x 7 such a
map must factor through some subgroup of G of the form (G°)¥ x E. Consequently,
the natural map

H*(G. k) — @ H*((G°)” x E, k)
ECT
has nilpotent kernel, where the sum is indexed by conjugacy classes of elementary
abelian p-subgroups of 7. This implies that any point of ProjH®*(G, k) lies in the
image of ProjH*((G°)¥ x E,k) for some elementary abelian p-subgroups E C
7. The naturality of the homeomorphism W of Theorem 3.6 (with respect to
(G°)F x E — @) implies that [a] lies in the image of II((G®)F x E) for such an
elementary abelian p-group E C 7.

Since the height of any infinitesimal subgroup scheme (G°)¥ C G is at most r,
it suffices to consider group schemes of the form G’ = (G’)" x E for some elementary
abelian p-group F of rank s. Let 7/ be the height of the connected component (G”)°.

Assume first that (G')° is trivial, so that G’ = E. Then a choice of generators
for E determines the rank variety V(E) and we can identify Proj(V(FE)) with
II(F) — namely, each shifted cyclic subgroup of KFE is a m-point of E, and we
can represent any equivalence class of mw-points by such a cyclic shifted subgroup.
Then, the homeomorphism ¥ : II(E) ~ ProjH*(FE, k) refines to an isomorphism
of k-algebras k[z1,...,zs] 2 H*(F, k);cq. Here, the coordinate algebra of the rank
variety is identified with k[z1,. .., z,], so that a shifted cyclic subgroup > ;_, a;(g;—
1) is identified with Y., a;, where {g;,...,gs} is a fixed choice of generators of
E; the map k[z1,...,zs] — H*(G, k)req is given by sending x; to the dual of g; if
p = 2 and to the Bockstein of the dual of g; if p > 2. In particular, any 7-point
ar : K[t]/tP — KE can be represented by a 7-point defined over k.

Assume now that s = 0, so that (G')° = G’. Let V((G")°) denote the scheme
of 1-parameter subgroups of (G’)°. By [29, 5.5], there is a natural k-algebra homo-
morphism

v HA((G)° k) — K[V (G))]
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the image of which contains k[V((G')°)]?". Thus, the bijective map ¥y :
V((G")°%) — Spec H*((G")°, k) induces a map on residue fields which is an iso-
morphism up to a purely inseparable extension of degree at most p”. This clearly
implies the same assertion for ¥ (g : Proj V((G')?) — ProjH*((G")", k). We con-
clude that any 7-point ax : K[t]/t? — K(G’)° can be represented by a m-point
defined over a purely inseparable extension of k[,) of degree at most p".

More generally, consider G’ = (G’)? x E. For any (scheme-theoretic) point
0 # o = (x1,72) € Spec(H*((G")°, k) ® H*(E,k)), k(z) equals the composite
(inside some universal field extension of k) of k(x1) and k(z2), and moreover k(x)
is the residue field of the corresponding point of ProjH®*(G, k). As argued in [14,
4.1], every equivalence class of m-points of G is represented by a sum of 7-points of
the form Br ® 1 + 1 ® vz, for m-points Br,vr of (G')°, E respectively. Thus, this
general case follows from the two special cases considered above.
O

Essentially by definition, the condition (2.10.1):
(ker{B}) NH*(G,k) C (ker{ak}) NH*(G,k),

holds if and only if (ker{a} }) NH*(G, k) lies in the closure of (ker{3;}) NH*(G, k)
as points of ProjH*(G, k). Thus, Theorems 2.10 and 3.6 imply the following topo-
logical interpretation of specialization of m-points.

Proposition 4.3. Let G be a finite group scheme over k, and let ay, B, be m-points
of G. Then B | ak if and only if Yg(ak) € ProjH* (G, k) lies in the closure of
Ve (BL)-

Consequently, the set of m-points of G which are specializations of a given mw-point
ag form a closed subset {{ak|} C II(G).

Proposition 4.4. Let k/k’ be a field extension and o : k — k a field automorphism
over k'. Assume that the finite group scheme G over k is defined over k', so that
G = G Xy Speck for some group scheme G’ defined over k'. Then there is a
natural action of o on II(G), [a] — [a?], which commutes with the homeomorphism
Vg : II(G) — ProjH*(G, k), where the action on the right is induced by the map

oc®1:H*G,k)=kep H (G, k') — ke H (G K)=H*(G,k).
Moreover, if M is a kG-module defined over k', and ax : k[t]/t? — KGk is a
m-point, then (a%)*(Mk) is projective if and only if o5 (M) is projective.
Proof. Let ak : K[t]/t? — KG be a m-point of G. By replacing K/k by a finite
extension of K if necessary, we may assume that the automorphism o of k/k’
extends to an automorphism & : K — K over k’. Then & defines a map of k'-
algebras

5:KG=KepkG > Kay k6 = KG

We define af, : K[t]/t? — KG to be the K-algebra map which sends t to (ag (t))° =
o(ak(t)). Since 6 : KG — KG induces a map in cohomology

H*(Gk, K) = K @p H' (G, k) "2 K @p HY(G', k') = H* (G, K),
which is again twisting by ¢ we get
ker{(a%)"} = (ker{ak })7,
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where we denote by P° the image of a homogeneous prime ideal P C H*(G g, K)

under the action of . Since H*(Gk, K) gl H* (G, K) restricts to H*(G, k) gl
H*(G, k), we further conclude that

Ve (la%]) = ker{(af)"} NH*(G, k) = (ker{(ax)"})” NH* (G, k)) =

(ker{aj } NH* (G, k)7 = (Va(lox])”
Since U is an isomorphism on the equivalence classes of m-points, we get that send-
ing ax to af determines a well defined action on II(G): [ak] — [aS]. Moreover,
the action does not depend upon the choice of extension & of o, and is compatible
with the homeomorphism V.

Let M be a kG-module defined over k' and write M = k Q@ M'. If p: K'G' —
Endy (M) specifies the k'G’-module M’, then px (ad.(t)) when viewed as a matrix
is simply the result of applying & to the matrix entries of px (ak (t)). Consequently,
we see that (a%)*(Mk) = (ak)*(Mg). Thus, aj(Mg) is free if and only if
(a%)*(My) is free.

O

Let p € ProjH*(G, k) be a closed point which is rational over a finite separable
extension F'/k but is not k-rational, and let p, ¢ € ProjH*(Gp, F') be distinct points
mapping to p. Choose m-points ag : K[t]/t? — KG, Br : L[t]/t? — LG with the
property that ¥¢, ([ax]) = P, ¥a,.([Br]) = ¢. Then for every finite dimensional
kG-module M, o} (M) is projective if and only if 8} (M) is projective; however,
there exists a finite dimensional F'Gp-module N such that aj,(Ng) is projective
and £*(Np) is not projective.

To further illustrate the behaviour of the map II(G ) — II(G) of Corollary 2.8,
we determine the pre-images of this map in the special case of Example 2.3.

Example 4.5. We adopt the notation and conventions of Example 2.3 and let K =
k(z), the field of fractions of “generic” m-point of G = Z/p x Z/p. As established
in Example 2.3,

gk(z) : k(z)[t]/tp - k(z)[x’y]/(xp7yp)a t—zx+y

represents the unique equivalence class of “generic” m-points of G. One readily
observes that a m-point of G defined by ¢t — f(z)x + y with f any non-constant
rational function f is equivalent to & (). However, points corresponding to distinct
non-constant functions f are not equivalent as m-points of Gk (by [14, 2.2]). Thus
the pre-image of the generic point of G under the map II(Gx) — II(G) has closed
points in one-to-one correspondence with elements of K* — k*. On the other hand,
a closed point of II(G) is represented by a flat map of the form

k[t]/t" — K[z, y]/(«P,y"), t v ax+by

with at least one of a,b € k non-zero. The pre-image of such a point in II(Gg)
consists of a single element, the equivalence class of

K[t]/t* — K[z,y]/ (2P, yP), t— ax + by.

More generally, the pre-image of II(Gx) — II(G) above some [ak] € II(G) is
non-empty, and any point of this pre-image has closure in II(G ) with dimension
at most the transcendence degree of the residue field of [ak] over k. This last
statement can be verified using the homeomorphism ¥ of Theorem 3.6.
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In view of this observation of non-injectivity of the functorial map II(Gp) —
II(G) for a field extension F'/k, the following result is somewhat striking.

Theorem 4.6. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. We say that two
m-points ay : K[t]/t? — KG, B : L[t]/t? — LG are strongly equivalent if for any
(possibly infinite dimensional) kG-module M o, (M) is projective if and only if
B3 (My) is projective.

If ag ~ B, then ak is strongly equivalent to By, .

Proof. We first prove the statement in the special case when L = K = k, with k
algebraically closed.

We quote here the statement of [14, 2.2] which will be used extensively through-
out the proof: let M be a k vector space and «, § and v be pair-wise commuting
endomorphisms of M such that «, 3 are p-nilpotent and ~y is p"-nilpotent for some
r > 1. Then M is free as a k[u]/uP-module via the action of « if and only if M if
free via the action of o + (7.

Let C be a unipotent abelian subgroup scheme of G. Thus, C' is co-connected;
i.e.,, the dual C# (whose coordinate algebra is kC) is connected. The struc-
ture theorem for connected finite group schemes [31, 14.4] implies that kC ~

K[ty ta, .. to] /(2" ,...t2™). By [14, 4.11], the space of equivalence classes of p-
points of C' is homeomorphic to ProjH®*(C, k), which in turn is homeomorphic to
]P’Z_l. Let [aq : -+ : ayp] be a point representing an equivalence class of p-points of
C. Let «: k[t]/tP — kC be a p-point given by the formula

a(t) _ altll)n—l + o + antﬁinfl

and let 5 : k[t]/t? — kC be an arbitrary representative of the same equivalence
class.

As seen in [14], distinct linear terms of flat maps k[t]/t? — kC give distinct maps
in cohomology, polynomials without linear terms correspond to non-flat maps which
are zero in cohomology, and the identification of non-zero linear terms corresponds
to taking Proj(—). Hence, § is given by the formula

i1 —1 ip—1
Bt) =cloat]  +...,Fonty” ) +p(tr,ta, ... 1)
where ¢ is a non-zero scalar, and p(ti,to,...,t,) is a sum of monomials each one

of which is a product of the term of the form t?” for some j and at least one
other term of degree at least 1. Since Proposition [14, 2.2] quoted above applies
to a possibly infinite dimensional k-vector space, this proposition implies that « is
strongly equivalent to 3.

We thereby conclude that equivalence implies strong equivalence for unipo-
tent abelian finite group schemes. Applying [14, 4.2], we get that any p-point
a : k[t]/t? — kC is equivalent and thus strongly equivalent to a p-point factor-
ing through a quasi-elementary abelian subgroup scheme, i.e. a subgroup scheme
isomorphic to G,y x E where E is an elementary abelian p-group.

By definition, any p-point of an arbitrary finite group scheme G over an alge-
braically closed field k factors through some unipotent abelian subgroup scheme
of G. As argued above, any such p-point is strongly equivalent to one factoring
through some quasi-elementary abelian subgroup scheme of G. Consider equivalent
p-points of G, @ and G, each of which factors through some quasi-elementary abelian
subgroup scheme of G. Let G° be the connected component of G and 7 = 7o(G)
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be the group of connected components. Corollary [14, 4.7] implies that «, 3 are
conjugate by an element of 7 to equivalent p-points which factor through the same
subgroup scheme (G°)¥ x E, where E C 7 is an elementary abelian subgroup of
7. Since conjugation by elements of m does not change the strong equivalence class
of a p-point, we are further reduced to the case in which G is of the special form
G' x E with G’ connected. Since kE ~ kG, we may further assume that G itself
is connected.

In this case, write o as the composition of some a¢ : k[t]/t? — kC with C
a connected unipotent abelian subgroup scheme of G and kC — kG induced by
v : C C G. By [14, 3.8], ac is equivalent as a p-point of C' to a composition
of the form ¢, o€, : k[t]/tP — kGupy — kC, where €, : k[t]/tP — kGgy =~
klug, ... ,up—1]/(ub, ..., uP_) is the algebra map sending ¢ to u,_; and ¢, is in-
duced by a homomorphism of group schemes ¢ : G4,y — C. Since equivalence
implies strong equivalence for p-points of the unipotent abelian group scheme C,
we conclude that « is strongly equivalent to (&)« o €, where & =yo0v¢ : Gy — G
is a one-parameter subgroup of G. Similarly, § is strongly equivalent to (B)* 0 €
where 3 : Gy(sy — G is a one-parameter subgroup of G. By replacing a by a
one-parameter subgroup obtained by precomposing & with the natural projection
Ga(r+s) = Ga(r), and similarly for 8, we may assume r = s. Yet for p-points of
this special form to be equivalent they must be differ by scalar multiples by [14,
3.8] and thus are necessarily strongly equivalent.

Next, we show how to drop the condition that k be algebraically closed. Let
Q/k be an algebraically closed field of transcendence degree at least the Krull
dimension of H*(G,k). In view of Proposition 2.6, the bijectivity of ¥¢, and
Theorem 4.3, we then may assume L = K = ). Corollary 2.11 implies that
(ker{B&}) NH*(G, k) = (ker{ag}) NH®(G, k). Let F denote the residue field of
H*(G, k) at this prime ideal. Consider the compositions

H* (G, k) — H*(G, Q) = H*(Q[t]/7,Q) — Q

of the base change H*(G, k) — H*(G, k) ®, Q@ = H*(G, Q) with af,, 55 and with
evaluation at T'= 1 of the polynomial algebra H®*(Q[t]/t*, ) = Q[T]. These com-
positions factor through F' and determine two embeddings of F' into 2 which are
related by an element o € Gal(Q2/F). So defined, o satisfies

ker{4} = (ker{ag})e.

Since Uq, : II(Gq) — ProjH*(Ggq, Q) commutes with the action of o by Proposi-
tion 4.4, we have the equality

(ker{ag})” = ker{(ag)"},

and thus ad ~ Bq as p-points of Gq.

Thus, the special case verified above in which L = K = k is algebraically closed
implies that for any 2G-module N, (a)*N is projective if and only if (Gq)*N
is projective. On the other hand, Proposition 4.4 implies that for a kG-module
M, (a@)*(Mg) is projective if and only if o (Mgq) is projective. Hence, G¢(Mq)
is projective if and only if ag,(Mgq) is projective for any kG-module M. In other
words, a is strongly equivalent to Oy,.

O
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In the next proposition, we give several characterizations of closed points of
II(G). In particular, if k is algebraically closed, then the space P(G) of p-points is
exactly the subspace of closed points of TI(G).

Proposition 4.7. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. Then the following
conditions are equivalent on a w-point ax : K[t]/tP — KG of G.

(1) The equivalence class [ak] of ax is a closed point of II(G).

(2) Any specialization of ay is equivalent to ag .

(3) ak is equivalent to some w-point Bp : F[t]/t? — FG with F/k finite. In
particular, if k is algebraically closed, then the equivalence class of ak, (o]
is represented by a map of the form (: k[t]/tP — kG.

(4) There exists some finite dimensional non-projective kG-module M such that
whenever B, : L[t]/t? — LG is a w-point with 55 (ML) not projective then
ag 18 equivalent to Br,.

Proof. Granted the topology on II(G) given in Proposition 3.4, a m-point « is a
specialization of a m-point g if and only if « is in the closure of 5. Thus, (1) and
(2) are equivalent.

If ag : K[t]/t? — KG is a m-point, then ker{aj } N H*(G, k) € ProjH*(G, k)
is defined over K. Consequently, (3) implies (1), for any point of ProjH®(G, k)
defined over an algebraic extension of k must be closed. Conversely, let k& denote
the algebraic closure of k. Using Theorem 3.6, we see that any closed point of
II(G) lies in the image of a closed point of II(G,) which corresponds (naturally and
bijectively) to a rational point of Proj H®*(Gg, k) which corresponds (naturally and
bijectively) to a p-point of G by [14, 4.6]. Any such p-point oy : k[t]/t? — kG, is
defined over some finite extension of k.

The existence of a module M with the property described in (4) implies that for
any (Or, such that g5 (M) is not projective, we have [G1] = [ak|. Hence, II(G)y C
{laek]}. Since M is not projective, we conclude that II(G) s coincides with {[ak]}.
Therefore, [ak] is closed by the definition of the topology on II(G). Conversely, if
a point [ak] of TI(G) is closed then there exists a finitely generated non-projective
kG-module M with II(G)y = {[ak]}. It is immediate to check that such M
satisfies the required property. Hence, (1) is equivalent to (4).

O

We shall give an enhanced version of the “Quillen decomposition” of II(G),
thereby refining the corresponding decomposition given in [14, 5.3] (stated for p-
points, with k algebraically closed) and implicitly clarifying the somewhat ambigu-
ous statement [14, 4.7].

Let G be a finite group scheme of the form G° x 7, where G° C G is the connected
component of G which we assume to be geometrically connected and 7 = my(G) is
the (discrete) group of connected components of G. Observe that our assumption
implies that GY% is connected for any field extension K/k.

We shall make use of the following terminology.

Definition 4.8. Let [ax] be an equivalence class of m-points of G. A representative
ag is called minimal if ax factors through (GY)¥ x E for some elementary abelian
subgroup F C 7 but there is no representative of the same equivalence class which
factors through (G°)¥ x E’ for some E’ a proper subgroup of E.
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Remark 4.9. Proposition [14, 4.2] implies that any equivalence class admits a
representative which factors through a subgroup scheme isomorphic to G,y x E.
Since E has only finitely many subgroups, we conclude that there is always a
minimal representative for any equivalence class of 7w-points.

Conjugation by elements of 7¢(G) induces an action on w-points: ag — (oK)
for © € my(G). This action preserves the equivalence classes of m-points, that is
akg ~ (ag)® for any m-point ax and any x € mo(G). Moreover, the property of
being a minimal representative is preserved by conjugation by elements of m(G),
and by extensions of scalars.

For a subgroup scheme H C G we denote by N, (H) the stabilizer of H in 7 = mo(G).

Lemma 4.10. Let ax : K[t]/tP — K((G°)Y x E) — KG, B : L[t]/t? —
L(GYF x F) — LG be two equivalent m-points of G, both minimal in their equiv-
alence classes.

(1) There exists x € T such that (B1)% factors through L((G°)¥ x E);

(2) If E = F, then there exists y € N (E) such that ax and (Br)Y determine
equivalent w-points of (G°)¥ x E.

Proof. Arguing as in the last part of the proof of Theorem 4.6, we find an alge-
braically closed field Q/k and a field automorphism o : Q@ — Q such that aqg ~ 83
as (L-rational m-points of Gq. Since Galois action does not affect either (G°)¥ x E
or the minimality assumption on (1, we may assume that ag ~ (o as w-points
of Gq. Extending scalars from k to ) we may further assume that «, § are two
equivalent k-rational m-points of G where k is algebraically closed; in other words,
we may assume that «, § are p-points of G. Hence,

ker{a*} = ker{3"}

where a*, * are the corresponding maps on cohomology. Adjusting by a scalar if
necessary we may further assume

Let
a=igoa :k[l]/tr %= k((G)F x E) —E= kG

B=irod : kltl/r o K(GO)F x F) — kG

where ig (respectively, ir) is the map on group algebras induced by the embedding
of group schemes (G°)¥ x E < G (respectively, (G°)f' x F < G). Consider the
compositions

k[t — > K((GO)F x E) —= kE —= kr

Qi

and
B[] /tr —> k((G°)F x F) —> kF — kr
Since a* = 3%, we get
at =g
First, assume that &* and thus 3* are trivial (or, equivalently, &, 3 are not flat).
By Proposition [14, 4.1], o ~ a1 ®@ ¢1 + ¢2 @ ap with a; a m-point of (G°)¥ and ay
a p-point of E. Since a* = 0, we conclude that (cpaz)* = 0. Since any p-point is
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flat, a2 induces a non-trivial map in cohomology (see [14, 2.3]). Thus, c; = 0. By
the minimality of «, we conclude that F is trivial. Similarly, F' must be trivial.

Next, assume that both & and 3 are flat. Thus, &, [ are well-defined p-
points of k7. Another application of Proposition [14, 4.1] implies that &, § are
minimal representatives of their equivalence class in P(7). Since a* = *, the
Quillen stratification theorem for finite groups (see [14, 3.6] for the p-points ver-
sion) implies that there exists an elementary abelian subgroup H C 7 such that
[@] € P(H)/N,(H) € P(7). Choose H to be a minimal such subgroup. Since [@]
is also in P(E)/N,(FE), the Quillen stratification and the minimality of H imply
that H C E** for some z1 € 7. Since [@] € P(H)/N,(H), there exists a p-point
v : k[t]/tP — kH — k7 such that & ~ 7 as m-points of 7. The minimality of the
representative & now implies that H = E**. Similarly, H = F*2. Consequently,
37271 factors through (G°)® x E. This proves (1).

We now assume «, 3 : k[t]/tP — k(G x E) — kG. (i.e. E = F). We essentially
repeat a part of the proof of Theorem [14, 4.6] to complete the argument.

Let G’ = G° x E. Let jg: (G)P x E— G',i: kG’ — kG , and p : kG' — kE
be the maps on group algebras induced by the embeddings (G°)¥ — G’, G' — G,
and the projection G/ ——= E respectively. We have the following factorizations
for a and G:

a=iojpod k]t — = k((G°)F x E) —Z> kG ——> kG

B=iojpof :klt]/tr — = k((GY)E x E) —E> k' —> kG

Recall the elements o € H*(E, k) and o = p*(og) € H*(G', k) (cf. [14, 4.3]).
Minimality of E and the bijection P(E) ~ Proj |E| imply that

(e od) (0e) = (jpod) (p™(oE)) = (pojpod) (op) # 0.
Thus, ker(jg o ’)* (and, similarly, ker(jg o 3')* ) belongs to the open subvariety
ProjH*(G', k)[o;'] C ProjH*(G’,k). Since a* = £*, Corollary [14, 4.4] implies
that there exists y € N, (E) = N.((G°)¥ x E) such that

(jpoa) = ((jgof))" = (jeo (B))".
Since the map
je : krat’l pts of ProjH®*((G°)¥ x E, k) — k-rat’l pts of ProjH®*(G’, k)

is an embedding by Lemma [14, 4.5], (¢/)* = ((8')¥)* so that o/ ~ (B')Y €
P((G")E x E) (by Theorem 3.6, for example). O

For each elementary abelian p-subgroup E C 7, define ITy ((G°) ¥ x E) C TI((G°)* x
E) to be the subspace of those m-points which do not admit a representative factor-
ing through (G°)¥ x E’ with E’ a proper subgroup of E. Since each II((G°)ExE’) —
I((G%)E x E) is a closed map because Proj H*((G°)¥ x E'), k) — Proj H*((G°)¥ x
E), k) is proper, I ((G°)F x E) is open in II((G°)F x E).

Similarly, let IIo(G, E) C II(G) be the locally closed subspace of equivalence
classes of m-points which admit a representative factoring through (G°)¥ x E but
not a representative factoring through (G°)¥ x E’ for any E’ a proper subgroup of
E. Since conjugation by an element of 7 does not affect the equivalence class of a
m-point of G, we get a natural continuous map

(4.10.1) 0p : To((GY)F x E)/N,(E) — TIy(G, E)
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The following lemma shows that this map is a homeomorphism.

Lemma 4.11. (1) Let E, F be two nonconjugate elementary abelian p-subgroups
of 7. Then IIy(G, E) N1y (G, F) = 0.
(2) The map 0 : IH((GY)E x E)/N,(E) — Wy(G, E) of (4.10.1) is a homeo-

morphism.

Proof. (1). Suppose IIy(G, E) No(G, F) # 0. Then there exist m-points ax :
K[t]/tr — K((G°)F x E) — KG, B : Lit]/t* — L(G°)F x F) — LG such
that ax ~ [r and both ak, 81 are minimal representatives for their respective
equivalence classes. By Lemma 4.10 we can find # € 7 such that (8.)* factors
through G° x E. Since 3;, is a minimal representative, so is (81)%. Since (81)*
also factors through G° x F®, it must factor through G° x (E N F®). Minimality
of A7 now implies that EN F* = E = F*. Thus, E and F are conjugate.

(2) Surjectivity of O is immediate from our definitions. To show the map is
injective, consider the embedding i : (G°)F x E — G, and let o/, 3} be two m-
points of (G°)¥ x E such that ioa/ ~ io ). Lemma 4.10 implies that there exists
y € N.((G°F x E) such that oy ~ (81)Y, ie. [o] = [BL]Y in IIh((G°)F x E).
Thus, 6 is injective. Continuity of 6 is immediate from the fact that (4.10.1) is
a closed map (because II((G°)F x E) — II(G) is a closed map). O

Proposition 4.12. Let G be a finite group scheme of the form G° x 1, with T =
70(G) and G° geometrically connected. Then there is a locally closed decomposition
of ING),

[Tm((GYF x E)/N.(G°)F x E) ~ II(G)

where the disjoint union is indexed by conjugacy classes of elementary abelian p-
subgroups of T.

Proof. By Proposition [14, 4.2], any m-point admits a representative which factors
through a subgroup scheme of the form G, x X E C Gk. Any such subgroup
scheme embeds into a subgroup scheme of G of the form ((G°)F x E)x. Thus,
II(G) = UIIo(G, E). The statement now follows from Lemma 4.11.

O

Example 4.13. The reader may find the following computation for G = GL(3,F),)
instructive, since there are distinct conjugacy classes of maximal elementary abelian
p-groups in G. Assume p > 3. Consider the elements

1 10 1 01 1 00 1 10
€12 = 01 0 , €13 = 01 0 , €23 = 0 1 1 ,€3 = 0 1 1
0 01 0 01 0 0 1 0 0 1

Then the subgroups generated by (ej2,e13), (€13, €23), (€3, €13) represent the three
distinct conjugacy classes of maximal elementary abelian p-groups in G.

Quillen’s “stratification theorem” [24] implies that Spec H*(G, k) is the union of
three irreducible surfaces, each the quotient of affine 2-space modulo a finite group,
with common intersection an affine line modulo a finite group. Hence, Theorem
3.6 implies that II(G) is the 1-point union of 3 irreducible projective curves. In
particular, any 7m-point of G is a specialization of one of the following three “generic”
m-points:

iz KR)H/(#) = k()G t= z(erz — 1) + (a3 — 1),
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Br(z) : k(2)[t]/(tP) — k(2)G, tr z(eas — 1)+ (e13 — 1),
and
Vi(z)  k(2)[t]/(tP) — k(2)G, t— z(e3 —1)+ (€13 —1).
We conclude this section with another interesting family of examples.

Example 4.14. Let F' be a finite field of characteristic £ # p with the property
that F' contains all p-th roots of unity. Then Quillen determines H*(GL(n, F), k)
in [25], establishing that

H*(GL(n, F), k) = (H*(T(n, F), k)™,
the invariants of the cohomology of the maximal torus T'(n, F') = (F*)™ under the
permutation action of the symmetric group %,. Thus,
ProjH*(GL(n, F), k) = P" 1
n — 1 dimensional projective space over k.
Choose an element 1 # p € F with the property that u? = 1 and let D, ;(u) €
T(n, F) denote the diagonal matrix whose (¢,%)-entry is © and all of whose other

diagonal entries equal 1. Let K = k(Aq,...,A,) denote the pure transcendental
field extension of transcendence degree n over k and consider

ag : K[t)/t" — KT(n,F), t— > X(Dii(n) - Id).
i=1
Then the composition of au with the map of group algebras induced by i : T'(n, F') —

GL(n, F) represents a generic m-point of GL(n, F'). The composition i o ax can be
represented more efficiently by the equivalent 7-point

B0+ DI — LGLG, F), 1 (3 01 (Dial) — 1)) + (Do) — 1)

where o o
L=k(=,. .., =
On On
and o; is the i-th elementary symmetric function in Ay, ...\, (invariant under X,).

5. THE II-SUPPORT OF AN ARBITRARY G-MODULE

One justification for considering the space II(G) of m-points of a finite group
scheme G (rather than the simpler space P(G) considered in [14]) is that this space
serves as a useful invariant for kG-modules which are not necessarily finite dimen-
sional. In particular, we shall verify in the next section (Corollary 6.7) that every
subset of II(G) is the II-support of some kG-module. Indeed, the consideration of
non-closed points of TI(G) when investigating infinite dimensional kG-modules is
already foreshadowed in the work of Benson, Carlson, and Rickard (see [6]).

Theorem 4.6 allows us to extend the definition of the support to all, not neces-
sarily finite dimensional, G-modules.

Definition 5.1. For a kG-module M, we define II-support of M to be the subset
I(G)y C I(G)

of those equivalence classes [ak] of m-points such that o (Mg) is not projective
for any representative ag : K[t]/t? — KG of the equivalence class [a].
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In view of Theorem 4.6, the properties of the w-support construction, M —
II(G) p, stated in Propositions 3.2 and 3.3 extend to all kG-modules. The proofs
of these properties for finite dimensional modules apply without change to infinite
dimensional modules.

Proposition 5.2. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k and let My, My, M3
be arbitrary kG-modules. Then
(1) (G = I(G).
) H(G)M1®M2 = H(G)Ml N H(G)Mz
) H(G)M1€9M2 = H(G)Ml J H(G)Mz
) If P is a projective kG-module, then II(G)p = 0.
) If 0 > My — My — M3 — 0 is ezact, then

H(G)M1 c H<G)MJ U H(G)Mk

(2
(3
(4
(5

where {1, j, k} is any permutation of {1,2,3}.

We next extend the “projectivity test” given by support varieties to arbitrary
kG-modules. This theorem is a measure of the non-triviality of our II-support
construction. One can view this as a statement that local projectivity implies
projectivity. This result, generalizing a sequence of results by many authors, has
its origins in L. Chouinard’s proof [11] that projectivity of modules for a finite
group G can be detected by restriction to elementary abelian p-subgroups £ C G
and Dade’s investigation [12] of modules for elementary abelian p-groups leading
to the concept due to Carlson [8] of shifted subgroups of the group algebra kE.

Theorem 5.3. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k and let M be any kG-
module. Then M is projective if and only if for any m-point ak : K[t]/tP — KG,
o (Mg) is projective.

Proof. By base change if necessary to the algebraic closure k of k, we may (and
shall) assume that k is algebraically closed. The “only if” part is clear since w-points
are flat maps. We assume that M satisfies the condition that oj Mg is projective
for every m-point ax : K[t]/t? — KG.

In the special case of a connected finite group scheme, the projectivity of M is
given by [23, 2.2]. Let jg : £ — G be a quasi-elementary abelian subgroup scheme,
so that & ~ Gg(s) X E for some s > 0 and some elementary abelian group E of
rank r > 0. Then j}(M) satisfies the condition that 5} (j5M) is projective for any
m-point By, : L[t]/tP — LE. Choose an identification (as algebras, but not as Hopf
algebras) of k€ with kG, (,44). Since Gg(,44) is connected, we conclude that jzM is
projective as a kG, (,4.5)-module. Consequently, jzM is projective as a k€-module.

Consider the kG-module A = Endy(M). Observe that ji(A) ~ Endg(jiM) as a
k€-module, and thus is projective. Therefore, (j#(A))k is projective for any field
extension K/k. In particular, H*(€, j5(A)k) vanishes in positive degrees for every
je : € — G and every field extension K/k. By a theorem of Suslin [27], this implies
that every homogeneous element of positive degree in H*(G, A) is nilpotent.

To prove the projectivity of M, it suffices to prove for each irreducible kG-module
S (necessarily finite dimensional) that H (G, S# @ M) = 0,5 > 0: this will then
imply that Homg (S, Q"' M) = Ext (S, M) = 0, and, hence, that Q=M = 0. This
implies that M is injective and thus also projective since kG is a Frobenius algebra
([13]). Since S# ® M necessarily satisfies aj (S# ® M) is projective since o’ (M)
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is projective for any m-point ax by Proposition 5.2, we may (and shall) simplify
notation and replace S# @ M by M.

Let G° denote the connected component of G, let 7 = 7m(G) denote the dis-
crete group of connected components of G. If ¢ : u C 7 is a subgroup and
G, C G is the inverse image of p with respect to the projection G — 7, then
there is a natural transfer map i, : H*(G, M|g,) — H*(G,M). A basic prop-
erty of this transfer map guarantees that its composition with the natural map
i* :HY (G, M) — H" (G, Mg, ), i1 0¥, equals multiplication by [7 : u], the index of
p in 7. Consequently, we may assume that 7 is a finite p-group (one may consult
[3] for a careful presentation of the transfer map in this situation).

We proceed by induction on the order of 7 (the connected case already proved in
[23, 2.2]) and consider some surjective map 7 — Z/p. Let G* denote the kernel of
the composition G — 7 — Z/p. By induction, we may assume that M is projective
when restricted to G'. Then the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence for
the extension 1 — G' — G — Z/p — 1 implies that

(5.3.1) H*(G, M) ~ H*(Z/p, H*(G*, M)).

Thus, to prove the vanishing of H (G, M), i > 0, it suffices to verify that H*(G*, M)
is projective as a Z/p-module.
Assume to the contrary that H’(G", M) is not projective as a Z/p-module. Then
no power of the generator T of H*(Z/p, k) = k[T acts trivially on H*(Z/p, H*(G*, M)),
since the action of T' induces the periodicity isomorphism H™(Z/p, MS1) — H"2(Z/p, MC1).
The multiplicative structure of the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence im-
plies the compatibility of the pairing at the Fs-level with the pairing of abutments;
in particular, we conclude the compatibility of the pairing

(E5°(k) = H'(Z/p, H(G", k))) @ (B3 (M) = H'(Z/p, H*(G", M)))
— (E3°(M) = H*(Z/p,H*(G", M)))

via the edge homomorphism with the pairing
H*(G,k) @ H*(G, M) — H* (G, M).
Since the pairing at Fj ¥ is that induced by the “identity” pairing
HO(G', k) @ HY(G, M) — H*(G', M),

the isomorphism (5.3.1) implies that no power of the image of the generator via
H*(Z/p,H°(G', k)) — H*(G, k) acts trivially on H*(G, M).

Since the action of H*(G, k) on H*(G, M) factors through H*(G,A) (in other
words, the action of Extg (k, k) on Extg(k, M) factors through Exty (M, M) =

H*(G, A)) and since we have shown that every element of H*(G, A) is nilpotent, we
obtain a contradiction. g

As mentioned above, we shall see in Corollary 6.7 that any subset of II(G) is of
the form II(G) ps whereas Proj H®* (G, k)/ annge g ) Ext™ (M, M) C ProjH*(G, k) is
always closed. However, the equality

I(G)y = ‘I’El(Proj(H°(G, k)/ annge g k) (Exte (M, M)))

of Theorem 3.6 does admit the following partial generalization for arbitrary kG-
modules.
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Proposition 5.4. Let G be a finite group scheme, and let M be a kG-module.
Then
Ue(IL(G)ar) C ProjH*(G, k), annpe ) (Extis (M, M)).

Proof. We must show that if ax : K[t]/t! — KG is a w-point with the property
that o, (M) is not projective, then

(5.4.1) ker{ax} NH*(G,k) D anngeg i (Extg (M, M)).

The commutative diagram

H (G, k) — =M Bty (M, M)

lw lw
H* (G, K) — 258 Bxty, (Mg, M)
implies the inclusion
allllpe (G,k) (EXtE(M, M)) - annHo(GKVK) (EXt*GK (MK, MK)) n H.<G, k),

Hence, we may assume K = k and that k is algebraically closed. For notational
simplicity, we write « for aj.

Recall that « is equivalent to some p-point i, oo’ : k[t]/t? — k€ — kG factoring
through the group algebra of some quasi-elementary abelian subgroup i : & =
Ga(s) X E C G. Thinking of Ext-groups in terms of extensions one sees easily that
the square in the following diagram of algebra homomorphisms is commutative:

H (G, k) — > H* (£, k) — o HO (k1] /27, k)

®Mi ®Mi
Extg (M, M) — Extz (M, M)
Thus, a simple diagram chase tells us that if (5.4.1) is valid for , then it is valid
for a.

Thus, to prove (5.4.1), we may assume that G = & = Gy, X E is quasi-
elementary. Since £ is a unipotent abelian group scheme,

annge (¢ ) (Exte (M, M)) = annge e ) (H*(E, M)).
Since annye g 1) (H* (€, M)) C H*(&, k) does not change if we change the coproduct

of £, we may replace £ by a group scheme isomorphic to (Gzzrf) in order to verify

(5.4.1) for £. In this case, we may assume that a : k[t]/t?P — k& is a map of Hopf
algebras.

Let A = Endg(M). Since « is a map of Hopf algebras, a*A = Endy(a*(M)) as
a k[t]/tP-algebra. Consider the following commutative diagram, where the left and
right vertical maps are maps of algebras:

He (€, k) —> H*(k[t]/t*, k)
(5.4.2) i
H*(E,A) — H*(k[t]/t?, a*A).

Since a*(M) is not projective, H"(k[t]/tP,a*A) = Extypy mw(a* (M), a*(M)) is
non-trivial in positive degrees. Consequently, the right vertical map of (5.4.2)
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must be injective since the multiplication by the image of the generator of
H®(k[t]/t?, k) induces the periodicity isomorphism on H*(k[t]/tP,a*A). Since
H*(E,A) =2 Extg (M, M), the fact that the kernel of the left vertical arrow of (5.4.2)
is contained in the kernel of the top arrow implies (5.4.1).

O

The following corollary is an elaboration of the “local projectivity test” (Theo-
rem 5.3). Of course, we can not replace II(G) in Corollary 5.5 by P(G) s because
any module M whose II-support is non-empty but contains no p-points is not pro-
jective but satisfies P(G)y = 0.

Corollary 5.5. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k and M be a kG-
module. The following are equivalent:

(1) M is projective,

(2) I(G)um =0,

(3) ProjH*(G, k)/ ann(Ext (M, M)) = 0

Proof. Theorem 5.3 implies the equivalence of (1) and (2), (1) clearly implies (3),
and to finish the cycle we note that (3) implies (2) by Proposition 5.4. O

II-supports satisfy the following functoriality properties with respect to change
of finite group scheme.

Proposition 5.6. Let f : G’ — G be a flat map of finite group schemes over a
field k. Then for any kG-module M,

(G ) g = (£)7 TG m).

Let p : I(Gg) — II(G) be the map induced by a field extension K/k (as in
Corollary 2.8). Then for any kG-module M,

I(Gr)m = p (G ).

Furthermore, for any Gg-module N and any k-rational w-point ay, : k[t]/tP —
kG, (K @y ag)*(N) is free if and only if aj,(N|q,) is free.

Proof. Let ay, : L[t]/t? — LG be a m-point of G. Then for a flat map f: G' — G,
lar] € II(G) = ar if and only if o ((f*M)r) = (f o ar)* (M) is not projective if
and only if [ar] € (fo) ' AL(G")m).

The second claim follows immediately from the fact that the map p is induced by
the identity map on 7-points of G defined over field extensions L/K/k. Namely, for
such a m-point ay, : L[t]/t? — LG and a kG-module M, we have [ar] € II(Gx)
if and only if o (ML) is not projective if and only if [az] € II(G) .

For the last assertion, observe that (K ®; ax)(l ® t) = ai(t) is a K-linear
endomorphism of N. The freeness of N as either a K ®, k[t]/t? or k[t]/tP-module
is equivalent the non-existence of some n € N with ¢tn = 0 and n not in the image
of tP~1: N — N (using t to also denote 1 ®t). O

The last assertion of Proposition 5.6 enables us to construct very explicit (but
necessarily infinite dimensional) examples of G-modules with no closed points in
their support.

Example 5.7. Take k to be algebraically closed and let K/k be a non-trivial
field extension. Consider any finite group scheme G over k such that II(G) has
dimension bigger than 0 and consider any K-rational point [ak] € II(G k) which
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maps to a non-closed point of II(G). Let N be a finite dimensional G g-module
with II(Gx)n = {[ax]}. Then the restriction of N to G, N, is not projective but
has the property that II(G)y,, contains no closed points of II(G).

One indication of the potential usefulness of the II-support of a G-module M
is that its dimension has a representation-theoretic interpretation. If M is finite
dimensional, then the following proposition asserts that the closed subset II(G)
has (Krull) dimension equal to the “complexity” of M (cf. [1]). If M is not finite
dimensional, then II(G) s C II(G) need not be closed. Following [22], we define the
subset dimension of W C II(G) as

s. dim (W) %S nax dim(3).
seW
where § denotes the closure of an arbitrary point s C II(G). As in [5], we define
the complexity of an arbitrary kG-module M to be the smallest ¢ such that M can
be realized as a filtered colimit of finite-dimensional modules of complexity c.

Proposition 5.8. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. Then for any
kG-module M, the “subset dimension” of II(G)nr equals the complexity of M.

Proof. This is proved exactly as in [22, 3.17], and we leave the transcription to the
interested reader. ]

6. TENSOR-IDEAL, THICK SUBCATEGORIES OF STMOD (G)

In this section, we prove (in Theorem 6.3) the conjecture of Hovey, Palmieri, and
Strickland [20] inspired by constructions of Benson, Carlson, and Rickard [7] for
finite groups. In addition to the case of finite groups verified by [7], some special
cases of Theorem 6.3 were proved by Hovey and Palmieri in [18], [19]. We also
give an alternative description of the II-support II(G) s of a kG-module following
a construction of Benson, Carlson, and Rickard for finite groups [6]. As we have
throughout this paper, we work in the context of an arbitrary finite group scheme
G over an arbitrary field k.

Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. Recall that the stable module cate-
gory StMod (G) is the category whose objects are kG-modules, and whose group of
homomorphisms between two kG-modules M, N is given by the following quotient:

Homg (M, N)/{f : M — N factoring through some projective}.

So defined, StMod (G) is a triangulated category, with M]1] represented by the
cokernel of an embedding of M in an injective kG-module (i.e., M[1] = Q1 M,
where QM is the Heller shift of M, given as the kernel of a surjective map from
a projective kG-module to M). Distinguished triangles come from short exact
sequences in the abelian category of G-modules.

We denote by stmod (G) C StMod (G) the (triangulated) full subcategory of
StMod (G) whose objects are finite dimensional kG-modules. We shall say that
kG-modules are stably isomorphic if they are isomorphic in StMod (G).

We recall that a full subcategory C of a triangulated category 7 is said to be a
thick subcategory if it is triangulated, closed under direct summands, and closed
under finite direct sums. Every thick subcategory of stmod (G) is obtained by
restricting some thick subcategory of StMod (G) to its full subcategory of finite
dimensional kG-modules. If 7 has suitable (tensor) products (i.e., is symmetric
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monoidal), then a triangulated subcategory C C 7 is said to be tensor-ideal if it is
closed under taking tensor products with any element in 7.

Example 6.1. Let C C II(G) be a subset and let Co C stmod (G) be the full
subcategory of finite dimensional kG-modules M with II(G)ys C C. Then Proposi-

tions 3.3 and 3.2 enable us to conclude that C¢ is a thick, tensor-ideal subcategory
of stmod (G).

Following Rickard [26], we associate to any thick, tensor-ideal subcategory C C
stmod (G) two (infinite dimensional) modules E¢, F defined up to natural isomor-
phism with the following properties. Although these properties are stated for finite
groups in [26] (cf. also [22] for connected finite group schemes), the proofs apply
to any finite group scheme.

Proposition 6.2. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. For each thick,
tensor-ideal subcategory C C stmod(G) let Ec, Fe € StMod(G) denote the Rickard
idempotents associated to C as constructed in [26]. Then

(1) Ec, Fe fit in a distinguished triangle in StMod (G)
Ec — k — Fe — E¢ll].

(2) Ec is a filtered colimit of modules from C and F¢ is C-local (i.e. there are
no non-trivial maps M — Fe in StMod (G) whenever M € C).

(3) For any M € stmod(G), M € C if and only if M is stably isomorphic to
Ee @ M if and only if Fe ® M is projective.

(4) E¢ ® E¢ is stably isomorphic to E¢, Ec ® F¢ is projective, and Fe @ F¢ is
stably isomorphic to Fe.

A subset W C II(G) is closed under specialization if for any equivalence class
of w-points [a] € W, W also contains the equivalence class of every specialization
of a. Equivalently, W is closed under specialization if whenever a point lies in W
then the closure of the point is contained in W. The following theorem gives a
bijective correspondence between subsets of II(G) closed under specialization and
thick tensor-ideal subcategories of stmod (G). Since this correspondence clearly
respects inclusions of subsets and subcategories, one could phrase the following
theorem more elaborately in terms of lattices. This is the form in which Hovey-
Palmieri-Strickland phrase their conjecture, which we now prove.

Observe that our proof of Theorem 6.3 requires in an essential way our consid-
eration of arbitrary kG-modules and the properties given in Proposition 5.2.

Theorem 6.3. (Hovey-Palmieri-Strickland Conjecture) Let G be a finite
group scheme over a field k. Then there is a natural bijection between the sub-
sets W C TI(G) which are closed under specialization and the thick, tensor-ideal
subcategories C of stmod (QG).

Namely, we associate to any subset W C II(G) the thick, tensor-ideal category
Cw C stmod(G) of all finite dimensional modules M with II(G)y C W,

Moreover, we associate to any full subcategory C C stmod(G) the subset We =
Unmeconj)II(G)nr closed under specialization,

CHWC.
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These constructions are mutually inverse when restricted to subsets W C II(G)
closed under specialization and thick, tensor-ideal subcategories C of stmod(G).

Proof. For any W C II(G), Cw C stmod (G) is a thick, tensor-ideal category by
Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.2. Moreover, if C C stmod (G) is a full subcate-
gory, then the subset Uprcon;j(cyII(G)mr C TI(G) is closed under specialization. We
proceed to show that these correspondences are mutually inverse, using the Rickard
idempotents of Proposition 6.2.

We first prove for any W C II(G) closed under specialization that W = We,, .
Essentially by definition, we have the containment W¢,, C W for any W. Con-
versely, any W closed under specialization is a (not necessarily finite) union of closed
subsets, W = U;C;. By Proposition 3.4, we may find finite dimensional modules
Mci € Cy with H(G)MQ = (}; so that C; C WCW, and thus W = U,C; C WCW-

To complete the proof of the theorem, we show for any tensor-ideal thick subcat-
egory C C stmod (G) that Cy, = C. Once again, one inclusion, namely C C Cyy,,
holds essentially by definition. To show the opposite inclusion Cy, C C we first
observe that II(G)y NTI(G) g, = 0 for any M € C since M ® F¢ is projective. Since
We = Uareonjcy II(G)m, we conclude that

WeNnI(G)p, = 0

Now let M € CWC, that is H(G)]y[ C We. Then H(G)MQH(G)FC c We ﬂH(G)FC =
(. Hence, II(G) por. = 0, so that M ® Fg is projective and thus M € C. O

As a corollary of Theorem 6.3 and a theorem of R. Thomason, we get the fol-
lowing suggestive bijection.

Corollary 6.4. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k of positive char-
acteristic. Let DP®f(Proj H*(G,k)) be the full subcategory of perfect compleves
in the derived category of coherent Op,ojne(a k) -modules, a tensor, triangulated
category. Then there is an isomorphism between the lattice of thick, tensor-ideal
subcategories of stmod(G) and the lattice of thick, tensor-ideal subcategories of
DPerf(Proj H* (G, k)).

Proof. Theorem 6.3 establishes a bijection between the lattice of thick, tensor-ideal
subcategories of stmod (G) and the lattice of subsets of II(G) which are closed under
specialization whereas Thomason [30, 3.15] establishes a bijection between the latter
lattice and the lattice of thick, tensor-ideal subcategories of DPf(Proj H*(G,k)).

(I

The “Rickard idempotents” of Proposition 6.2 enable us to realize any subset
S C II(G) as the II-support of some kG-module.

Definition 6.5. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k of characteristic p > 0.
For each equivalence class [a] € II(G), let El,), Flo) be the Rickard idempotents
associated to the thick, tensor-ideal subcategory Cj,) C stmod (G) consisting of
finite dimensional kG-modules whose II-supports are contained in the closure of
[a]. Let E[a],ﬁ[a] be the Rickard idempotents associated to the thick, tensor-ideal
subcategory 5[&} C stmod (G) consisting of finite dimensional kG-modules whose
II-supports are strictly contained in the closure of [o] € II(G) (i.e., do not contain
[a]). Finally, set
Kla) = Eja) ® Fla)-
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Proposition 6.6. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k, let [o] € II(Q)
be an equivalence class of w-points of G, and let Ejy), Flo), ko] be the kG-modules
defined above. Then

(1) The -support of Ey) is the closure of [a] € TI(G).

(2) The I-support of Fiy) is the complement in II(G) of the closure of [a].

(3) The Il-support of k|q) equals {[a]}.

Proof. We first show for any closed under specialization subset W C II(G) with
associated tensor-ideal thick subcategory C = Cy that II(G)g, = W and II(G) g,
is the complement of W.

Since W is closed under specialization, W = |JV; where V; are closed subsets
of II(G). Let My, be a finite dimensional kG-module with II-support V;. Since
My, ® E¢ is stably isomorphic to My;, the tensor product property implies the
inclusion

‘/i: H(G)]\/[Vi C H(G)EC

Thus, W C II(G) g,.. To prove the opposite inclusion, pick a m-point £ which is not
in W. Applying Proposition 6.2.2, we write F¢ = colim M; as a filtered colimit of
finite dimensional modules M; such that II(G),;, C W. Since 8 ¢ W, we conclude
that 8*(M;) is projective for all M;. Since the colimit of injectives is injective and
since a K G-module is projective if and only if it is injective ([13]), we conclude that
B*(E¢) is also projective. Thus, [5] € II(G) g, and the inclusion

H(G)EC cw

follows.

Since F¢® Fe is projective, Proposition 3.2 implies that II(G)g, N II(G)p, = 0
and thus II(G)F, is contained in the complement of W. On the other hand, Propo-
sition 3.3 together with Proposition 6.2.1, imply the equality

I(G)g, U II(G)r, = II(G).

Thus, II(G)F, is precisely the complement of W.

Now, (1) and (2) follow by applying the above to W = [a], the closure {[a]} C
II(G). Applying the above argument to W = [a]—[a] in order to determine TI(G) Fiu
and using Proposition 3.2 again, we conclude (3). O

The following is an immediate corollary of Proposition 6.6 together with Propo-
sition 5.2(3).

Corollary 6.7. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k. Then for any subset
S C II(@), there exists some kG-module Mg with I1-support equal to S,

I(G)py = S.
Namely, we may take
MS = @ H[a].
[a]les

Using k-modules, one can provide an equivalent characterization of the II-support
of a kG-module. This is an interpretation using m-points of the definition of Ben-
son, Carlson, Rickard [6] of the support variety of an infinite dimensional module
(for a finite group).
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Proposition 6.8. For any finite group scheme G over a field k and any equivalence
class of m-points [a] € II(G),

I(G)ar = {[a] : Kjo) ® M is not projective }.

Proof. By Theorem 5.3, k(o) ® M is not projective if and only if the II-support
of K[q) ® M is non-empty which by Proposition 3.2 is the case if and only the II-
supports of k[, and M have non-empty intersection. Since II(G)y,, = {[a]} by
Proposition 6.6.3, this is the case if and only if [a] € II(G) u. O

Our final proposition verifies that the action on II(G) by an automorphism of k/k’
constructed in Proposition 4.4 naturally determines an action on II(G) s provided
that the kG-module M is obtained by base change from a G’-module where G =
G’ Xspeck’ Speck. The existence of such an action is therefore an obstruction to
descending the kG-module structure on M to a k’'G’-module structure.

Proposition 6.9. Let k/k' be a field extension and o : k — k a field automorphism
over k'. Assume that the finite group scheme G over k is defined over k’, so that
G = G X gpeck Speck.

(1) If M is a kG-module defined over k', then the action of o stabilizes TL(G) ;-
(2) If k/K' is a finite Galois extension with Galois group T and if C is a subset of
II(G) of the form II(G)p for some kG-module M, then there exists a k'G'-module

N with the property that TI(G)y,, is the closure of C under the action of 7. If C is
closed, we may choose N to be finite dimensional.

Proof. The first statement follows immediately from the second part of Proposition
4.4.

We now assume that k/k’ is Galois. If V' is a k-vector space and if o € 7, we
define a new k-vector space V7 by

Vi=k®,V,

where the tensor product k£ ®, V is taken by viewing k as a k-module via o.
Equivalently, V' coincides with V7 as an abelian group but the action of k is twisted
by 07l a0 (1®,v) =a®,v=1®,0 (a)v. Since the group G is defined over ¥/,
the algebra kG = k ®y/ k'G’ can be naturally identified with kG° = k®, k Q@ k'G’
via the k-algebra isomorphism

(691) kG =k @ EG ~k Ro k Qs EG =EkG°

a®fr—axlx f.

For a kG-module M, the twisted module M? has a natural structure of a kG-
module: kG ® M7 = (kG ® M)? — M?. We consider M as a G-module via the
algebra identification 6.9.1. .

Let C' = II(G) for some kG-module M. Let M = k ®p (M|g). There is an
isomorphism of kG-modules

(6.9.2) M~ P nme,
oET
given explicitly by

a®@m (a®y M)ger-
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Indeed, one readily observes that k ®p &k — @ k7 is a k-linear isomorphism: if

oET
{as }ser is a basis of k over K/, then the elements (18,0 (s ))ger € @ k7 indexed
oET
by o’ € 7, form a basis of @ k? and are in the image of the map above. To verify
oET

isomorphism 6.9.2 for a general module M, we tensor k®y k ~ @ k% with M and

oET
observe that k7 @, M =k Qs k@i M =k R, M = M°.
We proceed to verify that

(I(G)ar)” = TG o1

i.e. that for a m-point oy : K[t]/tP — KGk, ozj(((M"_l)K) is projective if and only
if (a%)*(Mf) is projective. By enlarging the field K if necessary, we assume that o
extends to an automorphism of K which we denote by . Let ai (t) = > a;t; where

a; € K and {t;} is a basis of the algebra k'G’ over k’. Then t acts on the KJt]/t?
module (af)*(Mg) via a%(t) = > &(a;)t;. As the action of ax(t) = > a;t; on

?
Mf{l = (Mg)° ' is the same as the action of >_0(a;)t; on Mg, we conclude the

desired equality (IL(G))? = II(G),;o—1. Thus, isomorphism (6.9.2) implies that
NGy = Jm@)w).

oET
Therefore, we have shown for N = M| that II(G)n, = II(G); is the closure of
C = II(G)p with respect to the action of 7. By definition, if C' is closed, then
M can be chosen to be finite dimensional, and, therefore, N will also be finite
dimensional.

(]

Corollary 6.7 implies that any subset of II(G) is realizable as a support set of
some G-module M. If a subset is closed, then by definition it is realizable by a
finite-dimensional module. Thus, the proposition above immediately implies the
following “realization” result.

Corollary 6.10. Let k/k' be a finite Galois field extension, and C C TI(G) be a
(closed) subset stable under the action of Gal(k/k'). Then there exists a (finite-
dimensional) k'G’'-module N such that II(G)n, = C.

7. REALIZATION OF THE SCHEME STRUCTURE FOR II(G)

In this final section, we verify that we can endow the topological space II(G)
with a sheaf of k-algebras determined by the stable module category stmod (G) so
that the associated ringed space is isomorphic to the scheme ProjH®(G, k).

As usual, G will denote a finite group scheme over a field k of positive charac-
teristic. We shall frequently make the identification

H'(G, k) ~ Homg ('k, k) ~ Homgimoa (o) (2 k, Q7 k),

and we shall use the same notation a for a cohomology class in H*(G, k) and any G-
map Q7 — Ik whose stable equivalence class represents this cohomology class.

We denote by C = stmod (G) the stable module category, and by Cy, the thick
tensor ideal subcategory associated to a closed subset W C II(G) as in Theorem 6.3.
We use the standard notation C/Cy, for the triangulated category obtained by
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localizing C with respect to Cy. Thus, Obj(C/Cw) = Obj(C) and maps from M to

N in C/Cw are represented by triples M 2Q LN , where the kernel and cokernel
of s are objects of Cy (i.e., s is a Cy isomorphism).
We now define a sheaf of (not necessarily commutative) rings on II(G).

Definition 7.1. Consider the presheaf of k-algebras Oy () on the topological space
II(G) defined on the complement (II(G) — W) of a closed subset W C II(G) by

(I(G) = W) = Endccy, (F)

and whose restriction maps are the evident localization maps. Let én(g) be the
associated sheaf.

Denote by H the projective scheme Proj H*(G, k), and by Oy the structure sheaf
of H. For ¢ € H"(G, k), where n is even if p > 2, let V(¢) C H be the hypersurface
defined by the ideal generated by (. We have Oy (H — V(¢)) = (H*(G, k)[%])o, the
degree zero part of the localization of the cohomology ring at (.

Next, we describe the map which will later serve to identify structure sheaves on
H and II(G). The construction relies on a result of J. Carlson, P. Donovan, and W.
Wheeler [10, 3.1] which is stated for finite groups but whose proof applies verbatim
to any finite group scheme.

Let W C II(G) be a closed subset and let U = II(G) — W. Identifying H ~ II(G)
via the homeomorphism ¥ of 3.6, we may consider W, U as subsets of H. By
Proposition 3.7, ¢ identifies II(G)r, C II(G) with V(¢) € H. We shall use
notation W for both I(G), and V(¢). Let k < M = k € Endc/c,, (k). Since s
is a Cy-isomorphism, it fits into an exact sequence 0 — N — M — k — 0 such
that TI(G)y C W. Let ¢ € H*(G, k) be a homogeneous cohomology class of degree
n such that W C W, = II(G).. By [10, 3.1], we may find v : Q**k — M and a
commutative diagram

k Qg k
k<" M—"—>k

Thus, we can represent k < M = k as k & Ok — kin Endc/cWC (k).
We now define a map
(7.1.2) ¢w : Endec,, (k) — On(U)

for any open U C II(G). To define a regular function ¢y (k — M — k) € On(U), it
suffices to define it locally. Since the basic open sets of the form Us = H—W, form a
basis of the topology on H, it suffices to define the restrictions of ¢y (k — M — k)
to open subsets Us C U. For this, we choose a representative of k «<— M — k of the

form k g Qk 5, 1 and define
ow(k — M — k) ly.= B/¢".

In the following proposition we check that ¢y is well-defined. We remind the reader
that we identify II(G) and H as topological spaces via the homeomorphism Vg
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Proposition 7.2. Let W C II(GQ) be a closed subset, and let U = H — W. The
map ¢w of (7.1.2) is well-defined and determines a ring homomorphism

ow : Endc ey, (k) — On(U).

Moreover, for an open subset U' C U of II(G), we have a commutative diagram

Endeje,, (k) —2 = 04 (U)

]

Endesc,,, (F) 2> On(U)
where W =TI(G) — U’ and the vertical maps are the natural restriction maps.

Proof. To show that ¢y is well-defined, we have to check that

(1) ¢w does not depend on the choice of the commutative diagram 7.1.1 for a
given k — M — k

(2) ¢w does not depend on the choice of representative k — M — k

(3) éw lu. and ¢w |y, agree on the intersection Us N Ug = Uce

(1) follows by examining the commutative diagram
Qg o
SN T
¥
(7.2.2) k<——M—"—k QU+t)ng,

¢ TW/
Ct

Qt'ng

The diagram implies that, considered as cohomology classes, ﬁ(t/ = ('¢t. Thus,
B/¢t=p/¢t on Ue.

To show (2), observe that by definition of the equivalence relation on morphisms
inC/Cw, k— M — k and k «— N — k represent the same endomorphism if and
only if there is a commutative diagram

M

X

k<=—"T—k

N

N
By choosing the endomorphism k « Q! — k representing k « T'— k as in (7.2.1),
we conclude that it also represents both k < M — k and k «+— N — k. This verifies
(2).
To prove (3), one proceeds exactly as for (1) provided one replaces diagram
(7.2.2) by the following diagram
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Qtnk .
SN T

Rl
k S o —= k Qrt+mig
X Tvé/

Q™ ¢

The additivity of ¢y is evident. To show multiplicativity, we compare the dia-
gram

(e

Qi+t )ng A Qg k

\Lct Ct \L
Ct/

k%gt’nk%k

exhibiting composition in End. /Cw, (k) with the diagram

tt!
¢ Qi+ B

k k
N TS
Qt'nk Qing
exhibiting composition of the corresponding elements in Oy (Uy).

Commutativity of the diagram (7.2.1) follows immediately from the definition of
the map ow.
O

The commutativity of (7.2.1) immediately implies that the maps ¢y of Propo-
sition 7.2 determine a map of presheaves as stated in the following corollary.

Corollary 7.3. The map ¢ : O ) — V5O defined by

o(U) = ¢x(c)-v : Ome)(U) = Endc ey gy, (k) = Ox(U)
for any open U C II(G) determines a homomorphism of presheaves of k-algebras
on II(G).

Proposition 7.4. Let ¢ € H*(G, k) be a homogeneous cohomology class of degree
n > 0 with associated principal closed subset W, C II(G). Let U denote II(G)—We.
For any a € HY (G, k), define

b (0/¢) = (k £ QI % k).
Then
Ow. : On(U¢) — Omay(Ug)

is an isomorphism, inverse to ¢w, .
In particular, Oy (Ue) is a commutative k-algebra.

Proof. Observe that (7 is a C/Cyy,-isomorphism since the kernel of k & Qink s L¢;
which has support W¢. Hence, Oy, (o/¢7) € Ende /e, (k).
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To verify that Oy, is well defined, we must verify that if Cm' =" ac€
H " H(G, k) = H' (G, k), then Oy, (/¢ ) = O, (B/¢™ 7). This follows
immediately from the equivalence relation describing morphisms in C/Cy, together
with the existence of the commutative diagram in stmod (G):

i’k

¢’ , 8
o
C.7+m Cma

ks——— QrU+m)p ———— = [k

Ok
It is immediate from the construction that 6y, and ¢w, are mutually inverse.
Thus, both Oy, and ¢y, are ring isomorphisms. O

Let ®¢ : ProjH*(G,k) — II(G) be the inverse to the homeomorphism Ug
of Theorem 3.6. By the universal property of the associated sheaf, the map of
presheaves Ory(g) — O of Corollary 7.3 induces a map of sheaves on II(G)

B =6 : Ona) — ey = 06, Oy

In some sense, the following theorem is the ultimate generalization and refinement
of “Carlson’s Conjecture” which proposed the comparison of rank varieties and
cohomological support varieties for kE-modules, where k was assumed to be alge-
braically closed of characteristic p and E an elementary abelian p-group.

Theorem 7.5. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k of positive character-
istic. There is an isomorphism of ringed spaces

((I)Gv(bg) : (Proj H.(Gvk)7OProj H'(G,k)) = (H(G)vaﬂ(G))
given by the homeomorphism ®¢ : ProjH*(G, k) — II(G) and sheaf isomorphism
D7 : Oy — P Oproj e (G.4) -

Proof. We only have to justify that (;NS is an isomorphism of sheaves. As before,
let H = ProjH®*(G,k). Let ¢ € H"(G, k) where n is even if p > 2, and let W, =
II(G)L.. By Proposition 3.7, 5" (W) = V(). Thus,

{Us;Ce B (G, R)}, {H—V(();¢ e H' (G k)}

give bases for the topologies on II(G) and ‘H respectively. Since ¢(U¢) : Oy (Ue) —
(@6 On)(Ue) = Op (@5 (Ue)) is an isomorphism for any ¢ by Proposition 7.4, we
conclude that (Pg = 5 : én(g) — P50y induces an isomorphism on stalks and
thus is a sheaf isomorphism.

O

Corollary 7.6. (of the proof.) The presheaf O () and its associated sheaf én(g)
take the same values on the basic open sets of the form II(G) — W,.
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