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Néron models of pseudo-Abelian varieties

Ot1To OVERKAMP (*)

ABstrACT — We study Néron models of pseudo-Abelian varieties over excellent discrete valuation
rings of equal characteristic p > 0 and generalise the notions of good reduction and semi-
Abelian reduction to such algebraic groups. We prove that the well-known representation-
theoretic criteria for good and semi-Abelian reduction due to Néron—-Ogg—Shafarevich and
Grothendieck carry over to the pseudo-Abelian case, and give examples to show that our
results are the best possible in most cases. Finally, we study the order of the group scheme
of connected components of the Néron model in the pseudo-Abelian case. Our method is
able to control the £-part (for £ # p) of this order completely, and we study the p-partin a
particular (but still reasonably general) situation.
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1. Introduction

Let k be a field and let G be a smooth connected commutative algebraic group over
k. If k is perfect, then G fits into an exact sequence

0O— H—->G—>A—0

over k such that H is a smooth connected commutative affine algebraic group and A
is an Abelian variety over k. This is a consequence of Chevalley’s theorem (see [4] for
a proof of this fact in the language of schemes, and for more background). However, it
is well known that Chevalley’s theorem fails completely if k is imperfect; we shall see
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many such examples in this paper. To deal with this phenomenon, Totaro [19] recently
introduced the notion of pseudo-Abelian varieties and worked out much of their struc-
ture. A pseudo-Abelian variety over the field k is a smooth connected (commutative)
algebraic group which does not admit any smooth connected affine closed algebraic
subgroups. This notion works very well in the context of Chevalley’s theorem, even
over imperfect fields. Indeed, every smooth connected (not necessarily commutative)
algebraic group (over an arbitrary field) is an extension of a pseudo-Abelian variety by
a linear algebraic group in a unique way. Over a perfect field, all pseudo-Abelian vari-
eties are Abelian by Chevalley’s theorem, but over an imperfect field, pseudo-Abelian
varieties which are not Abelian are ubiquitous (examples include Weil restrictions
of non-trivial Abelian varieties along purely inseparable field extensions of positive
degree; see Section 3 and [19] for further examples and more details). Now let Ok be
an excellent discrete valuation ring with field of fractions K and residue field «. The
field K is perfect if and only if it is of characteristic 0, so if p := char K > 0, then
there are plenty of pseudo-Abelian varieties over K which are not Abelian varieties. In
this paper we shall study degenerations of pseudo-Abelian varieties, that is, smooth
separated models P’ — Spec Ok of P of finite type. Even if P is an Abelian variety,
it is not in general possible to predict the behaviour of a general model of this kind.
However, it has been known for a long time that Abelian varieties over discretely
valued fields admit Néron models, which are smooth separated models of finite type
that are characterised by a universal property. As it turns out, a classical criterion for
the existence of Néron models implies immediately that pseudo-Abelian varieties over
fields of fractions of excellent discrete valuation rings admit Néron models as well.
For some explicit examples, see the remark after the proof of Theorem 4.6. Since
it is almost impossible to exaggerate the role played by Néron models in the study
of Abelian varieties, it seems very natural to study Néron models of pseudo-Abelian
varieties in more detail in order to understand the behaviour of those objects under
degeneration. We shall seek to begin such a study in this paper.

In the world of Abelian varieties, one can use Néron models to distinguish between
good reduction, semi-Abelian reduction, and additive reduction. We shall introduce
analogous notions for pseudo-Abelian varieties; these are defined purely in terms of
numerical invariants of algebraic groups (such as toric and Abelian ranks) and are
straightforward generalisations of the corresponding notions in the case of Abelian
varieties. For Abelian varieties, it is well known that the various reduction types are
cohomological invariants, i.e., they only depend upon the first £-adic cohomology (or,
equivalently, the £-adic Tate module) of the Abelian variety; here we have to choose a
prime number £ invertible in Og.

Our first main result is that this still holds for pseudo-Abelian varieties (for the
terms used here, see Definitions 4.1 and 5.1):
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TaEOREM 1.1 (Theorems 4.6 and 5.4). Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over
K. Then P has good reduction (resp. pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction) if and only if
the Galois representation on Ty(P) is unramified (resp. all elements of an inertia
subgroup act as unipotent operators).

Although Néron models generally behave badly with respect to base change, the
situation is somewhat better if the Abelian variety in question has good or semi-
Abelian reduction; in the first case, the Néron model commutes with any faithfully flat
base change of discrete valuation rings and in the second case, at least the identity
component of the Néron model will commute with general faithfully flat base change
(even though the Néron model itself will usually not have this property). This follows
from the fact that a semi-Abelian model of an Abelian variety is uniquely determined
up to unique isomorphism, and it implies that the property of having good (resp. semi-
Abelian) reduction is not affected by passing to a finite (possibly ramified) extension of
K. We shall give examples to show that the uniqueness properties just mentioned do
not hold for pseudo-Abelian varieties in general. However, the representation-theoretic
criteria will allow us to deduce that the property of having good (resp. pseudo-semi-
Abelian) reduction is not lost after passing to an arbitrary finite separable extension.
Another invariant attached to a pseudo-Abelian variety P over K by means of its
Néron model P — Spec O is the order of the group scheme ® := P, /P, which is
usually known as the group scheme of connected components of P,. We shall see that,
if £ is a prime number invertible on Ok, the order of the £-part of ® is controlled
completely by the analogous invariant associated with the maximal Abelian subvariety
of P. These methods do not work if £ = p, and the p-part of ® remains largely
mysterious (see Question 4.16). However, we are able to show that it vanishes for a
particular class of pseudo-Abelian varieties with good reduction constructed in [19].

Throughout the paper, we shall use the following notation:

¢ (g is an excellent discrete valuation ring of equal characteristic p > 0. For example,
all complete discrete valuation rings are excellent (Lemma 2.4).

¢ K := FracUg.

¢ () = m C Ok is the maximal ideal of Og.

¢ k= Ok /m is the residue field of Ok (which is not assumed to be perfect unless
stated otherwise).

» For morphisms of schemes X — S and S" — S, we let Xg/ .= X xg S'. If
S = Spec Ok and S’ is the spectrum of an Og-algebra B, we let Xp := Xg-.

e If Ok is Henselian and X — Spec O is a quasi-finite separated morphism, we
let X = Xf U X7 be the decomposition of X into an Og-finite open subscheme
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X" and an Ok-scheme X7 with empty special fibre (see Proposition 4.3). This
decomposition is functorial in X .

¢ For a group scheme G locally of finite presentation over a field k, we denote by
G? the component of the unit section of G.

 For a smooth group scheme § — Spec Qg with connected generic fibre, we let G°
be the complement (in 9) of the union of irreducible components of G, which do
not contain the unit section. This is the unique open subgroup scheme of G over
Ok with connected special fibre.

 For a field k, we let k*P (resp. k¥!¢) denote a separable (resp. algebraic) closure of
k. Moreover, we let kP*f denote the perfect closure of k, i.e., the unique perfect
purely inseparable algebraic extension of k.

2. Some technical remarks

2.1 — Weil restriction

Let S” — S be a finite and locally free morphism of schemes. Let X be a scheme
over S’. Then the functor Resg//s X is defined to be the pushforward of the functor
of points of X along S — S. This is clearly still a sheaf in the fppf-topology (and
therefore, a fortiori, in the étale and Zariski topologies as well). However, in order to
ensure that this functor is representable, one must generally impose a condition on
the morphism X — S concerning common affine neighbourhoods of finite sets of
points contained in the fibres of this map. The following proposition shows that this
condition can be dropped if S’ — S is a universal homeomorphism. This has already
been observed in [2, Corollary A.5] (and it is also implicit in many other places in
the literature). We give a more direct proof below. This technical point will turn out
to be important in this paper, since it will allow us to perform Weil restrictions along
finite locally free universal homeomorphisms without having to rely on Raynaud’s
deep results on the quasi-projectivity of group schemes.

ProrosiTiON 2.1. Let 8" — S be a morphism of schemes which is finite and
locally free. Furthermore assume that S’ — S is a universal homeomorphism (i.e., a
morphism such that for all S-schemes T, the map T xs S’ — T is a homeomorphism).
Let X be a scheme over S. Then Resg//s X is representable.

Proor. We may assume without loss of generality that S (and hence S”) is affine.
Let (X;);es be an open affine cover of X indexed by some set /. Then we have, for
each i € I, a canonical morphism of functors

RCSS//SX,' — ReSS//SX,
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which is representable by open immersions [3, Chapter 7.6, Proposition 2 (i)]. Further-
more, we know that the functors Resg// s X; are representable [3, Chapter 7.6, first
part of the proof of Theorem 4]. Hence, all that remains to be shown is that the set of
functors {Resg//s Xj:i € I} covers Resg//s X . To see this, let T — S be a morphism
of schemes, and let £ € Resg//s X(T). Then £ is a morphism 7 xg S’ — X. Now let
i € I.Because S’ — S is a universal homeomorphism, we can find a unique open
subscheme 7; € T such that

Ti xs 8" = £7'(X)).
If we let §; := &|r;, we see that & € Resg’/sX;(T;). This concludes the proof. ]

The proposition allows us to prove a strong representability result in the world of
group schemes of finite type over fields:

ProrosiTionN 2.2. Let k be a field and let A be a finite k-algebra. Let G —
Spec A be a (not necessarily smooth) group scheme of finite type. Then Resq ;G is
representable by a quasi-projective group scheme over k.

Proor. Because Galois descent is effective for quasi-projective schemes [14,
Chapter 4.4, Corollary 4.4.6], we may assume without loss of generality that A
is local and remains so after base change to kP. Indeed, over k*P, A splits into
finitely many finite local k*P-algebras, and we can simply replace k by a finite Galois
extension over which this decomposition is defined. Now observe that, if m C A
denotes the unique maximal ideal, the extension k C A/m is purely inseparable (since
Spec(A/m ®j k*P) is a closed subscheme of the one-point scheme Spec A ®j k*P).
This allows us to deduce that the map Spec A — Speck is a universal homeomorphism,
which can be seen by considering the morphisms Spec A/m — Spec A — Speck, and
observing that the first morphism is a universal homeomorphism (as m is nilpotent) as
well as the composition (because A/ is a purely inseparable extension of k). Hence
the claim follows from Proposition 2.1, together with the fact that group schemes of
finite type over fields are always quasi-projective (see [6, Proposition A.3.5]). |

REMARK. A similar result has been proven in [6] (see [6, Proposition A.5.1]),
where the k-algebra A is assumed to be reduced. The proposition above shows that
this hypothesis is redundant.

Finally, we recall that the small étale site of a scheme is topologically invariant, as
made precise by the following result of Grothendieck:

PropOSITION 2.3. Let f: S’ — S be a universal homeomorphism of schemes. Then
the categories Sy and Sé’t of schemes étale over S (resp. S’) are identified via the
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functors f* = —xg S"and fi = Resgs;s—, which are mutually inverse equivalences

of categories. Moreover, these equivalences are compatible with the étale topologies
on Sy and S...
é

Prookr. See [10, Théoreme 1.1]. ]

2.2 — Excellent discrete valuation rings

As mentioned in the introduction, we shall always suppose that the base ring Og
over which we work is an excellent discrete valuation ring of equal characteristic
p > 0. This restriction is crucial, because otherwise we would not be able to guar-
antee that pseudo-Abelian varieties over K admit Néron models over Og. Recall
that a Noetherian ring R ring is said to be excellent if it satisfies the following three
conditions:

(i) For each prime ideal p € R, the map Spec IQI, — Spec R, is flat and has geomet-
rically regular fibres, where R, denotes the p-adic completion of Ry,

(i1) each integral scheme T finite over R contains a regular dense open subset, and
(iii) R is universally catenary.

In fact, there are various equivalent definitions; see [15] for more details. The
following lemma is well known, but its proof is spread across many sources, SO we
recall a proof for the reader’s convenience:

Lemma 2.4. Let R be a discrete valuation ring with field of fractions K. Let R
be the completlon of R and let K := Frac R. Then R is excellent if and only lf the
K-algebra K is geometrically reduced, i.e., if and only if the extension K C K is
separable.

Proor. Since the map R — R induces an isomorphism on residue fields, our
assumption ensures that condition (i) is satisfied, and it is obvious that our condition is
necessary. Hence it suffices to show that conditions (ii) and (iii) are satisfied for all
discrete valuation rings. Condition (iii) is satisfied because all regular local rings are
universally catenary (see [13, Example 1.1.3]). For condition (ii) it suffices to show
that for all finite maps 7 — Spec R with T integral, the set of regular points of 7'
contains a non-empty open subset. This can be reduced to the case where the base ring
is a field, in which case it is clear. [ ]

Excellent discrete valuation rings have the following important property:

ProrosiTiON 2.5. Let R be an excellent discrete valuation ring and let L be a
finite (not necessarily separable) extension of the field of fractions K of R. Then
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the integral closure of R in L is finitely generated as an R-module. In other words,
excellent discrete valuation rings are Japanese.

Proor. See [18, Tag 07QV]. ]

Although non-excellent discrete valuation rings exist (see [15, Proposition 11.6]),
they are rather rare. For example, every discrete valuation ring which arises as the
local ring of a normal scheme of finite type over a field at a point of codimension one
is excellent [15, Théoréme 5.1].

3. Pseudo-Abelian varieties and virtual ranks

Let k be a field and let G be a smooth connected commutative algebraic group
over k. If k is perfect, then G fits into an exact sequence 0 > H - G — A — 0,
where H and A are a smooth connected affine algebraic group and an Abelian variety,
respectively. Furthermore, there exist a unipotent group U and a torus 7" such that
H = U x; T.If k is imperfect, then neither of those two statements holds true in
general. This motivates the following definition:

DerintTION 3.1. Let P be a smooth connected commutative algebraic group over
a field k. Then P is pseudo-Abelian if the maximal smooth connected affine closed
k-subgroup of P is trivial.

RemARrK. This definition is due to Totaro [19, Definition 0.1]. In fact, our definition
is slightly different from that of [19], where P is not assumed to be commutative. The
two definitions are, however, equivalent by [19, Theorem 2.1].

If G is any smooth connected commutative algebraic group over a field k, then G
fits into an exact sequence

0O—-H—-G—-P—=0

with H affine and P pseudo-Abelian in a unique way. Moreover, pseudo-Abelian
varieties which are not Abelian exist over any imperfect field ([19, p. 694]). On the
other hand, any pseudo-Abelian variety over a perfect field is Abelian by Chevalley’s
theorem.

The following numerical invariants will be of particular importance in this paper:

DeriniTION 3.2. Let G be a smooth commutative group scheme over a field k.
Suppose first that G is connected. By Chevalley’s theorem [4, Theorem 1.1], there
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exists a unique exact sequence
0 — H — G xj Speck™ — 4 -0

with H affine and A Abelian. Furthermore, we can write H = U Xjpet T', where U is
a smooth connected unipotent group and 7 is a torus over kP (see [7, Exposé XVII,
Théoréme 7.2.1 b]).

We define the virtual Abelian rank «(G) of G to be the dimension of A4, and the
virtual unipotent rank u(G) to be the dimension of U. Furthermore, we define the
toric rank t(G) of G to be the dimension of 7.

Finally, if G is not necessarily connected, we let @(G) := a(G?) and similarly for
u(G), t(G).

RemMARrk. The toric rank of G is not “virtual” because by Grothendieck’s theorem
on tori [7, Exposé XIV, Théoréme 1.1], there exists a unique closed subtorus 7’ of G
over k such that T = T’ x; Spec kP, One verifies easily that the invariants o(G),
u(G) and ¢(G) are invariant under any extension of the base field.

If P is a pseudo-Abelian variety over a field k, then ¢ (P) = 0 because the maximal
torus would descend to k as we have just seen. Moreover, «(P) and u(P) are both
strictly positive if P is not Abelian. Indeed, if «(P) = 0 then P is affine (hence trivial),
and if u(P) = 0 then P is Abelian.

For smooth group schemes G over a field k, the invariants «(G) and ¢(G) are
encoded in a strong way by the £-torsion subschemes:

Prorosition 3.3. Let Gy and Gy be smooth (not necessarily connected) commut-
ative group schemes of finite type over a field k. Suppose there exists a morphism
of k-group schemes f:Gi — G, such that, for infinitely many prime numbers {
invertible in k, the induced morphism f[£]: G1[£] — G,[€] is an isomorphism. Then
a(G1) = a(Ga) and 1(G1) = 1(G2).

Proor. The invariants in question do not change when we replace k by a bigger
field, so we may assume without loss of generality that k is algebraically closed. We
can choose a prime number £ as in the proposition which does not divide the number of
irreducible components of either G or G. In particular, the morphism G?[¢(] — GI[¢]
is an isomorphism. Hence we may assume that G; and G, are connected. Then the G;
fit into exact sequences

0—->UxT, -G, > A; =0

fori = 1,2, where T; and U; are algebraic tori and smooth connected unipotent groups
over k, respectively, and A; are Abelian varieties. Using Lemma 3.4 below, we see
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that the induced map (G1/U;)[{] — (G2/U,)[{] is an isomorphism. In particular, we
may suppose that G; and G, are semi-Abelian. But then (ker f').q is a semi-Abelian
variety, which must be trivial as otherwise ker f would contain non-trivial £-torsion
points. Hence f is a finite morphism. Since taking the quotient by a finite subgroup
does not change either #(G;) or «(G;), we may even suppose that f is a closed
immersion. Hence 1(G1) < t(G,) and «(G;) < «(G,). But because

dimg, G;[€](k) = 1(G;) + 2a(G))

for j = 1,2, the map f[{] can only be an isomorphism if both inequalities are, in fact,
equalities. Hence the claim follows. |

RemaRrk. Clearly, the corresponding statement for u(—) does not hold, as is shown
by the map G, — G2; x — (x, x).

The preceding proposition will have several important applications in this paper.

LemMma 3.4. Let Ok be a discrete valuation ring with field of fractions K. Let
U — Spec Ok be a flat separated commutative group scheme such that U := Uk is
annihilated by a power of p = char K > 0 (which is the case, for example, if U is
unipotent). Let £ be a prime number invertible in Ok. Then the map [£]: U — U is an
isomorphism.

Proor. Choose N € N such that [p¥] = 0 on U. Choose a natural number m
such that m¢ = 1 mod p¥. Then [m] o [€] = [€] o [m] = Idy on U. Hence the same
holds for U because U — Spec Ok is flat and separated. ]

Remark. If G is a smooth and connected group scheme over &, then G is unipotent
if and only if it is annihilated by a power of p.

ProposiTiON 3.5. Let Ok be an excellent discrete valuation ring with field of
fractions K and residue field k. Assume char K > 0. Let P’ — Spec Ok be a smooth
separated group scheme whose generic fibre P is a pseudo-Abelian variety over K.
Then

(i) «(P,) < a(P) and
(i) 1(P}) < a(P) — a(P)).

Proor. Because «(—) and #(—) are invariant under extensions of the base field,
we may assume without loss of generality that Ok is Henselian (the Henselisation of
an excellent discrete valuation ring is again excellent [15, Théoreme 8.1 (iv)]). Let
L be a finite, purely inseparable extension of K such that P} is an extension of an
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Abelian variety by a smooth connected unipotent group U. Since O is excellent and
Henselian, the integral closure of Qg in L is a discrete valuation ring. We may replace
O by this integral closure and assume that U is already defined over K. Furthermore,
we may replace P’ by its identity component P’® and hence assume that P’ — Spec Ok
is of finite type. Indeed, the identity component ‘P;CO is open and closed in P} [18, Tag
OB7R]. Hence Z := P, \P? is closed in P, and we have P"* = P'\ Z. Since both
fibres of P’ — Spec Ok are quasi-compact [18, Tag 0B7R], so is P"® — Spec Ok.
Let U be the Zariski closure of U in P’. Then U is a flat and separated model of U.
Consider the exact sequence of fppf-sheaves

0—-U—?P —P/U—D0.

The sheaf P’/U which appears in this sequence is representable by [1, Chapitre IV,
Théoreme 4.C]. Since the morphism U — Spec Ok is fppf by construction, so is
the morphism P’ — P’/U. This shows that the group scheme P'/U is flat and of
finite presentation over Q. The fibres of the quotient scheme are clearly smooth
over the corresponding residue fields (since they are geometrically reduced), so the
morphism ' /U — Spec Ok is smooth. Now the snake lemma tells us, together with
Lemma 3.4, that the maps P'[{] — P’ /U[{] are isomorphisms for all prime numbers
¢ invertible in Ok. Hence Proposition 3.3 implies that «(P%) = «((?'/U)k) and
a(P) = a((P’'/U),), which reduces our claim to the case where the generic fibre of
P’ is an Abelian variety. However, in this case, the assertion is clear for dimension
reasons. This proves (i); assertion (ii) follows from an entirely analogous argument. =

This proposition shows that the virtual Abelian rank is relatively well behaved in
the situation which interests us. Note that the toric rank can jump both up and down,
even when the base scheme is the spectrum of a complete discrete valuation ring and
the generic fibre is semi-Abelian.

3.1 — The Tate module

Let £ be a prime number invertible in k, and let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety
over k. As usual, we define the Tate module of P as

Te(P) = lim P[£")(k*).

This is a Zg-module with a natural action of Gal(k*?/ k). In order to understand the
structure of Ty (P), we need the following lemma:

LemMA 3.6. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over a field k. Then there exists a
finite, purely inseparable extension L]k, together with an exact sequence

0—>H — P, —>A—0,
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where H and A are a smooth connected commutative unipotent algebraic group over
L and an Abelian variety over L, respectively. Furthermore, given such an L, the exact
sequence is uniquely determined by P.

Proor. Let kP be the perfect closure of k. Since kP is perfect, we may apply
Chevalley’s theorem to P x; Spec kP, so we obtain an exact sequence 0 — H' —
P xj Spec kP — A’ — 0, where H’ and A’ are a commutative smooth connected
affine algebraic group and an Abelian variety over kP!, respectively. Since all schemes
appearing in this sequence are of finite presentation over kP, the sequence descends
to a finite subextension L of k C kP which must be purely inseparable. Now
suppose that, over a field L as in the lemma, we have another such exact sequence
0— H” — P;, — A” — 0. Then H” maps into H' and the same argument in reverse
shows that H' = H". [

This lemma allows us to give a precise description of the structure of Ty (P):

PropositionN 3.7. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over a field k, and let £ be
a prime number invertible in k. Then Ty¢(P) is a finitely generated free Zy-module
whose rank equals 20t (P).

Proor. Choose a finite purely inseparable extension L /k and an exact sequence
0—~ H — P - A — 0 as in Lemma 3.6. Since the map [¢"]: H — H is an iso-
morphism (as H is unipotent, smooth, and connected), the snake lemma tells us that
the morphism Pr,[€"] — A[€"] is an isomorphism. Hence we find

Ty(PL) = Te(A).

However, by topological invariance of the €tale site (see Proposition 2.3), the Galois
modules T;(P) and T;(Pr) are canonically identified, so we obtain our claim. [

3.2 — Néron models

Let R be a discrete valuation ring with field of fractions K. Suppose further that
G — Spec R is a smooth separated group scheme. Recall that § — Spec R is a Néron
model® of its generic fibre if it satisfies the following universal property: for each

(1) What we define here is called a Néron Ift-model in [3]; in [3], Néron models are of finite
type over R by definition. The term Néron Ift-model is still used sometimes to emphasise that
general smooth separated models are allowed.
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smooth morphism 7" — Spec R and each K-map ¢: Tk — Gk, there exists a unique
R-map T — G which extends ¢.

Now let Ok be an excellent discrete valuation ring with residue field «, maximal
ideal m = () and field of fractions K, as before. We shall always assume that the
characteristic p of K is positive. In this case, the field K is never perfect (since no
uniformiser of Ok is contained in the image of the Frobenius), so there will be plenty
of pseudo-Abelian varieties over K which are not Abelian varieties. Whenever L is a
finite extension of K (separable or not), we shall denote the integral closure of Ok in
L by Op; this is a finite extension of Ok since O is excellent.

ProposiTiON 3.8. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. Then P admits a
Néron model P over Og. Moreover, P is of finite type over Ok.

Proor. Let K be the field of fractions of a strict Henselisation of Og. Then
the extension K € K*" is separable (because the strict Henselisation is the colimit
of a filtered system of étale @k -algebras by construction), so Pgsn is pseudo-Abelian
[19, Lemma 2.3]. In particular, Pgs» does not contain any closed subgroups isomorphic
to G, or G,. Therefore the claim follows from [3, Chapter 10.2, Theorem 1(b')]. =

DEeriNTTION 3.9. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K with Néron model P
over Ok. Let P’ — Spec Ok be another smooth separated model of finite type of P.
We define the defect §(P’) of the model P’ to be

8P = a(P) —a(P,).
Moreover, we define the defect §(P) of P to be the defect of the Néron model §(P).

By Proposition 3.5, §(P") > 0 for all smooth group schemes P’ — Spec Ok with
pseudo-Abelian generic fibre. In particular, §(P) > 0 for all pseudo-Abelian varieties
P over K.

4. The Néron—-Ogg—Shafarevich criterion for pseudo-Abelian varieties

Fix an excellent discrete valuation ring Qg with residue field « and field of fractions
K. Assume p := char K > 0. A fundamental result about Néron models of Abelian
varieties is that the information about whether the Abelian variety has good reduction is
completely encoded in the Galois representation on the Abelian variety’s Tate module.
In this paragraph, we shall prove an analogous result for pseudo-Abelian varieties. First
of all, we must define what good reduction should mean for pseudo-Abelian varieties
which are not Abelian.
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DerintTiON 4.1. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. Then P has good
reduction if and only if §(P) = 0, i.e., if and only if the virtual Abelian rank is constant
in the family P — Spec Ok, where P — Spec O is the Néron model of P.

This definition coincides with the usual one if P is Abelian. Before we state our
main result, we need one more technical preparation.

LemMma 4.2. The following hold:

(1) Let R C S be a finite extension of (not necessarily excellent) discrete valuation
rings with the property that the induced extension of fields of fractions is purely
inseparable. Then the morphism Spec S — Spec R is a universal homeomorphism.

(i1) Suppose that R is excellent and let S be the integral closure of R in a finite purely
inseparable extension of the field of fractions of R. Then S is a discrete valuation
ring and the extension R C S is finite.

Proor. (i) The statement is clear if the field of fractions of R has characteristic
zero, so we shall assume that the characteristic p of this field is positive. A morphism
between affine schemes is a universal homeomorphism if and only if it is bijective,
induces purely inseparable extensions on residue fields, and the corresponding map
on rings is integral (see [9, Proposition 2.4.5]). Integrality and bijectivity are clear.
Hence all that remains to be shown is that the induced extensions of residue fields
at the special points are purely inseparable. Let x be an element of the residue field
of S. Choose an element y of S lifting x. By our assumption on fields of fractions,
there exists some n € N such that y”" € R. If we choose such an n, we see that x?” is
contained in the residue field of R. Hence the claim follows.

(i1) The claim that S is finite over R follows because R is excellent and hence Japanese
(see Proposition 2.5). Therefore we know already that S is a Dedekind domain, all of
whose prime ideals are principal. Hence all that remains to be shown is that S is local.
Let p, g be two non-zero prime ideals in S. Then p N R and g N R are both equal to
the maximal ideal of R. In particular, each element of p has a power which lies in g,
and vice versa. This forces p = g. ]

Remark. Because we do not assume that R is Henselian, the statement in part (ii)
that S is a discrete valuation ring is not obvious.

For later use, recall the following structure theorem for quasi-finite separated
schemes over Henselian local rings:

Prorosition 4.3. Let X — Spec R be a quasi-finite separated morphism of
schemes, where R is a Noetherian Henselian local ring. Then X admits a unique
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decomposition X = X' U X" into disjoint open (and closed) subschemes such that
X' — Spec R is finite and such that the special fibre of X" — Spec R is empty. This
decomposition is functorial in X .

Proor. See [5, Theorem 4.10]. In fact, this is an immediate consequence of
Zariski’s main theorem [18, Tag 05K0] together with [18, Tag 04GG (1) < (10)]. =

Now we let Ok be as at the beginning of this paragraph (i.e., any excellent discrete
valuation ring of equal positive characteristic p), and let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety
over K. Choose a finite, purely inseparable extension L of K such that there is an
exact sequence

0—-U— P, — A—0,

where U and A are a smooth connected commutative unipotent group over L and an
Abelian variety over L, respectively.

ProrosiTioN 4.4. Let Ok and P be as above. Further let P — Spec Ok be the
Néron model of P. Denote by Oy the integral closure of Ok in L and by A the Néron
model of A over Or. Let n € N and let £ be a prime number invertible in Ok. Then
the morphisms

(Po "] — AlL"]

and
?[En] —> (ReS@L/@KA) [@n]

induced by Py, — A and P — Resg, j0, A, respectively, are isomorphisms.

Proor. We have a canonical morphism Py, — A by the universal property of the
Néron model, and hence a corresponding morphism P — Res@, /@, A by the universal
property of the Weil restriction. Let us now show that the induced map (Pg, )[{"] —
A[€"] is an isomorphism. Since A[£"] is étale over O, and Spec O — Spec Ok is a
universal homeomorphism by Lemma 4.2, there exists a unique étale group scheme J
over Ok together with an isomorphism

I xex Spec O — A[L"]

(see Proposition 2.3). Now observe that the generic fibre of J is canonically isomorphic
to P[¢"], so the universal property of the Néron model gives us a morphism J — P
extending this isomorphism. This map, in turn, induces a morphism

A["] = T x@, Spec O — (Po, )[€"],
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which is an inverse to the morphism from the proposition. The second isomorphism
can be constructed from the first by applying the functor Resg, ¢, — and noting that
the map Reso, /0, (A[l"]) — (Reso, /0, A)[€"] is an isomorphism. [

CoRrOLLARY 4.5. Keep the notation from the previous proposition and let k' be the
residue field of Q1. Then we have

(i) a(P) = a(Res/xA),
(i) a(Pe) = Ol((RCS@L/@K.A)K) = a(Pe) = a(Av),
(iii) #(Py) = t((ReS(‘)L/GK-A)K) = 1(Pe) = t(Aw).

Proor. This follows from Proposition 4.4 together with Proposition 3.3. ]

Now fix a separable closure K* of K. Let (9%1 be a strict Henselisation of Ok
given by the choice of a separable closure «*P of « and let Ox — O be the cor-
responding embedding. Let Ok ¢ be the localisation of the integral closure Ok of
Ok in K*P at a maximal ideal n lying over the maximal ideal of Ok. Then Ok o/n
is an algebraically closed field [18, Tag OBSP], so we may choose a «-embedding
k% — Ok ,o/n. Such a choice gives us an embedding (921 — Ok,o (since Ok is
strictly Henselian local; see [18, Tags 0BSQ and O8HR]) and hence an embedding
K" — K% where K*" := Frac (9;?. We let the inertia group Ik of K be the subgroup
Gal(K*?/ K*") of Gal(K*®P/K). Of course, I depends upon the choice of a maximal
ideal and an embedding as above, but this ambiguity is harmless for our purposes.

Now suppose that L is a finite purely inseparable extension of K, such as the one
chosen at the beginning of this paragraph. Then L*® := L ®g K*P is a separable
closure of L, and the absolute Galois groups Gal(L**? /L) and Gal(K*P/ K) are canon-
ically isomorphic as profinite groups via the morphism Gal(L%P /L) — Gal(K*?/K),
0 > O|gsp.

Denoting the residue field of O, by «’, we observe that 91 ® @, (9}? is the strict
Henselisation of (97, with respect to the separable closure &’ ®, «*P of k’ [18, Tag
08HV]. The morphism Spec O, — Spec Ok (where Oy is the integral closure of O
in L ®x K*%P) is bijective, so there is a unique maximal ideal n’ C Or corresponding
to n. Let Or o be the localisation of o 1 at ’. We obtain a unique embedding

OL R0 OF — OLo

compatible with the unique map k" ® kP — O, o/’ extending k*P — Ok o/n =
Op.0/1’, and hence an embedding L ® ¢ K" — L ® ¢ K*P. The subgroups Gal(L ®x
K*P/L @k K*) and Gal(K*®/K*") are canonically identified under the isomorphism
Gal(L**?/L) — Gal(K*®*/K) constructed above.
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We are now ready to state and prove our first main result. The proof of the main
new implications is self-contained, insofar as it does not use the well-known analogous
result for Abelian varieties. We follow the usual proof for Abelian varieties (see, for
example, [3, Chapter 7.4, proof of Theorem 5]) quite closely.

THEOREM 4.6. Using the same notation as before, the following are equivalent:
(1) The pseudo-Abelian variety P has good reduction over Ok,
(ii) the pseudo-Abelian variety Resy  x A has good reduction over O,
(iii) the Abelian variety A has good reduction over Oy,

(iv) there exists a prime number { € Ok such that the Galois representation on Ty(P)
is unramified, and

(v) for all prime numbers £ € O%, the Galois representation on Ty(P) is unramified.

Proor. Note that, for all claims made in the proposition, the truth value does not
change when replacing Ok by a strict Henselisation of Ok [3, Chapter 7.2, Corollary
2]. Hence we shall assume that O is strictly Henselian (so that, as a consequence, k
is separably closed). In particular, we have Ix = Gal(K*?/K). Let P be the Néron
model of P over Ok. Then there is a finite étale group scheme @ over « together with
an exact sequence

0— P > P — & 0.

Furthermore, we can find a torus 7', a smooth connected unipotent group U, and an
Abelian variety B over k2, together with an exact sequence

0T Xz U > Py —> B—0

(see Definition 3.2).

(i) = (v). Let £ be a prime number invertible in Og and n € N. By Proposition 4.3,
P[£"] can be written as a disjoint union

Pt = (P L (P,

where (P[£"]) is finite over Ok and (P[€"])" has empty special fibre. This follows
because Ok is Henselian and P[£"] is quasi-finite étale over Ok . Because P has good
reduction in the sense of Definition 4.1, we must have

ord P[(" g = £2"*P) = 2n(P) < ord P[0

the other inequality follows anyway because P[€"] is quasi-finite étale over Ok . This
forces (P[£"])" to be empty, which implies that P[£"] is finite over Ok. Since Ok is



Néron models of pseudo-Abelian varieties 17

strictly Henselian, P[£"] must (as a scheme) be a finite disjoint union of copies of
Spec Ok, so the Galois action on P [£"](K*P) is trivial. This triviality carries over to
the limit.

(v) = (iv) is obvious.

(iv) = (i). Let £ be a prime number satisfying the condition of (iv). By Proposition 3.5,
we only have to exclude the case §( P) > 0. Using the fact that the map P, [¢"](k) —
P [€"](xk¥2) is an isomorphism, we can use the two exact sequences mentioned at the
beginning of this proof to show that

2% P) < ord P, [€"](k) < ord - (" (P +2(Ti))

The first inequality follows from the fact that the Galois representation on P [£"](K5P)
is trivial by our assumption in (iv), which means that P[£"] is a constant group scheme
over K. Therefore it has a finite étale model over Ok, which admits a closed embedding
into P by the universal property of the Néron model. The inequality above can be

rearranged as
1 <ord® - (nt(P)=28(P)),

In order for this to be valid for all n, we must have ¢ (P,) > 26(P). Since we also have
t(Pr) < 8(P) by Proposition 3.5, this forces §(P) = 0.

Because the Galois representations 7¢(P), T¢(A) and Ty (Resz /g A) are canonic-
ally identified, we can use the same arguments to show the implications (ii) = (v) =
(iv) = (ii) and (iii)) = (v) = (iv) = (iii). This concludes the proof. ]

RemARKk. In analogy with the case of Abelian varieties, one might have guessed
that the correct definition for good reduction of pseudo-Abelian varieties should be
the requirement that the identity component of the special fibre of the Néron model
be itself pseudo-Abelian. There are two reasons why this is not the case. Firstly, with
this definition, the analogue of the Néron—Ogg—Shafarevich criterion we proved above
would not hold, and secondly, this alternative definition would not be equivalent to the
usual definition for Abelian varieties. We shall now give an example exhibiting both of
those phenomena: Let R be an excellent strictly Henselian discrete valuation ring with
imperfect residue field « and uniformiser 7. Let a € R be an element whose image a
in the residue field « of R is not a pth power, where p = charx = char R. Let K be the
field of fractions of R and let L := K[X]/(X? 4+ nX — a). Then the extension L/K
is separable. However, if we let S be the integral closure of R in L (which is a discrete
valuation ring because R is Henselian), then the induced extension k¥ C «’ of residue
fields is purely inseparable. Indeed, we must have [k’ : k] < [L : K] = p, but the image
of X in «’ has degree p over «, so this inequality is an equality and ¥’ = k(a'/?). In
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particular, S ® g k¥ = k’. Now let & — Spec S be an Abelian scheme over S. Then &
is the Néron model of its generic fibre, and hence so is &’ := Resg, g€ (at this point we
use that € — Spec S is projective; see [3, Chapter 6.4, Theorem 1]). Because L/K is
separable, the generic fibre of &’ is proper. However, since the residue field extension is
inseparable, the special fibre of &’ is not proper (see [6, Example A.5.6]). The special
fibre is still a pseudo-Abelian variety since it is clearly smooth and connected (for the
latter claim, see [6, Corollary A.5.9]), and if G is a smooth connected affine algebraic
group over «, a morphism G — €&, is the same as a morphism G,» — &/, and clearly
all such morphisms vanish.

If P is a pseudo-Abelian variety over K, there exists a unique exact sequence

O—-FE—>P—>V-—=0,

where E and V denote an Abelian variety and a smooth connected unipotent group
over K, respectively. This follows from [19, Theorem 2.1]. We have the following
proposition:

Prorosition 4.7. With the notation above, the dimension of E is equal to the
virtual Abelian rank of P. Furthermore, P has good reduction over Ok if and only if
so does E.

Proor. Replace K by a finite purely inseparable extension such that there exists
an exact sequence 0 - U — P — A — 0 with A4 an Abelian variety and U a smooth
connected unipotent group over K. Choose a prime number £ invertible in K. Then
the maps T¢(E) — T¢(P) — T¢(A) are isomorphisms of Galois representations, so
both claims follow from Theorem 4.6. |

4.1 — Properties of pseudo-Abelian varieties with good reduction

We shall see that the Néron model of a pseudo-Abelian variety P behaves like the
Néron model of an Abelian variety with good reduction in some important ways, but
the behaviour can be very different in some other respects. As before, we let Og be
an excellent discrete valuation ring with residue field « and field of fractions K, both
assumed to be of characteristic p > 0. Further, we let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety
over K.

ProrposiTioN 4.8. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K with good reduction.
Let F/K be a finite separable extension. Let S be the localisation of the integral
closure of Ok in F at a non-zero prime ideal. Then Pr has good reduction over S.
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Proor. We may assume without loss of generality that Ok is strictly Henselian
[3, Chapter 7.2, Corollary 2]. Then the Galois representation on 7y (P) is trivial for
all prime numbers £ € Q. The Galois representation T;(Pr) arises from that of
T¢(P) by restricting the action of Gal(K*?/K) to the subgroup Gal(K*®*/ F), which
is therefore trivial as well. Hence the claim follows from Theorem 4.6, (v) = (i). =

RemARrk. It is not true in general that Néron models of pseudo-Abelian varieties
with good reduction commute with faithfully flat base change (although this is always
the case for Abelian varieties). An example can be constructed as follows: Let Ok be
a complete discrete valuation ring with algebraically closed residue field. Let L/ K
be a finite non-trivial purely inseparable extension, and let F' be a finite non-trivial
separable extension. Let € — Spec Ok be an elliptic curve with generic fibre E. We
can choose an isomorphism

v Og — Lie &

(see [12, paragraph 1] for an introduction to Lie algebras). Let P := Resy  x Er . Then
the Néron model P of P is isomorphic to Resp, /0, €@, in a canonical way. Hence
the Lie algebra of P is equal to (Lie £) ® @, O (viewed as a module over Og). The
Lie algebra of the Néron model Pr of Pr is equal to (Lie ) ® 9, OFg, 1 (viewed
as a module over @ r) by the same argument. We obtain a commutative diagram

(LieP) ®o, OF LiePr

| l

(LieE) Kok oL Kok O — (Lie 8) Rog (9L®KF

1/f_1®1dl lw—l ®Id

01 Qo OF OLekF-

The vertical maps are all isomorphisms. However, the bottom horizontal map is not
an isomorphism (indeed, choose uniformisers 7r and 71.g, F of OF and Org, F,

respectively, and ¢ € Of g such that 7p = snﬁéf]F. Then

OL ®ox OF = OL[nF] = 0L [57#@12] G OLlemLoxr] = OLexF:

see [17, Chapitre 1, Proposition 18]).

If A is an Abelian variety over K, then a smooth separated model A — Spec Ok
with the property that §(A) = 0 is unique up to unique isomorphism, if it exists. This
follows because the condition stated above implies that A — Spec O is proper, and
hence the Néron model of its generic fibre. The remark above shows that this fails for
pseudo-Abelian varieties. However, something only marginally weaker is true:
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ProrosiTiON 4.9. Let Ok be an excellent discrete valuation ring with field of
fractions K. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. Suppose that there exists a
smooth separated model P’ over Ok of P of finite type such that §(P") = 0. Then P
has good reduction.

Proor. We may assume without loss of generality that Ok is strictly Henselian
([3, Chapter 7.2, Corollary 2]). It suffices to show that, for some prime number ¢
invertible in Ok, the finite étale K-group schemes P [£"] admit finite étale models
over Ok . Indeed, this will imply that the group schemes P [{"] are constant, so the
Galois action on Ty (P) is trivial, which implies our result by Theorem 4.6. Hence it is
enough to prove that the Qg-group schemes P'[¢"] are finite over Ok for all n > 0.
The schemes P'[£"] are clearly quasi-finite étale over Ok, so we have a decomposition

PLen) = P'remtuPen)n,

where P'[¢"]" has empty special fibre and P'[¢"]f is finite over Ok (see Proposition
4.3). Our assumption on the virtual Abelian ranks implies that P'[£"]" = @, so that
our claim follows. ]

4.2 — The group of connected components

For an Abelian variety A over a discretely valued field K with separably closed
residue field «, Grothendieck [11, Paragraph 11] proved the formula

() (k) = H' (1, Te(A))iors,

where I denotes an inertia group of K and £ a prime number invertible in «. The
cohomology refers to continuous Galois cohomology. We shall briefly recall the
argument in order to show that it holds for pseudo-Abelian varieties P — Spec K.
First note that we may assume without loss of generality that Ok is strictly Henselian,
so that I := Ix = Gal(K*?/K). Suppose P denotes the Néron model of P over Og.
We have

Ty(P)! = lim P°[¢")(Ok).

For each n > 0, we have an exact sequence
0 — PO[")(Ok) — P[C"](Ok) — P[C"](x) — O,

which is the same as an exact sequence 0 — T;(P)! ®z, Z/O"L — (Ty(P) Rz,
Z/0"Z)! — ®[£"](k) — 0. Taking inductive limits, we obtain an exact sequence

0 — T¢(P)' ®z, Qu/Z¢ — (Te(P) ®2z, Qu/Ze)' — @) (k) — 0.
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Now consider the exact sequence of [ -representations
0— Te(P) = Te(P) ®z¢ Q — Ty (P) ®2z, Qu/Zy — 0.

By considering the long exact cohomology sequence, we can construct a canonical
exact sequence

0= ¢(O)(k) = H' (I, Te(P) — H' (I, Te(P) ®2, Qo) = H' (I, Te(P)) ®z, Qe

which implies Grothendieck’s formula.
Now suppose only that O is excellent (without assuming that k is separably
closed). By [19, Theorem 2.1], there is a unique exact sequence

O—E—->P—->V—>0,

where E is an Abelian variety and V' a smooth connected commutative unipotent
algebraic group over K, respectively. Because V' [£"] = 0 for all n > 0, we see immedi-
ately that the induced morphism T;(E) — T¢(P) is an isomorphism. Hence we obtain
the following proposition:

ProrositioN 4.10. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K and let E be the
maximal Abelian subvariety of P as above. Let ®g and ®p be the group schemes of
connected components of the Néron models of E and P, respectively. Then, for any
prime number { invertible in Ok, the canonical map

Qe (l) —> @p(f)
is an isomorphism.

Proor. First assume that O is strictly Henselian. Then we have a commutative
diagram
g (0) (k) —————— Pp(H(k)

l |

H! (I’ TZ(E))tors —_— Hl(l’ TZ(P))tor&

where the horizontal maps are the obvious ones and the vertical maps are those con-
structed in the discussion above. The vertical arrows are isomorphisms by construction
and the bottom horizontal arrow is an isomorphism because so is Ty (E) — T¢(P).
Hence the top horizontal arrow is an isomorphism. If Qg is not necessarily strictly
Henselian, we still obtain an isomorphism ® g («%P)(£) — ®p (k5P)({) as above, and
the naturality of the Néron model shows that this morphism is Galois equivariant. This
means that the isomorphism constructed above descends to an isomorphism of étale
k-group schemes O (£) — dp(£). ]
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As a consequence, we obtain the following corollary:

CoROLLARY 4.11. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K with good reduction.
Then ord ®p is a power of p = char k = char K.

Proor. Write P as an extension of a smooth connected commutative unipotent
group U by an Abelian variety E as above. Since the map Ty(E) — T¢(P) is an
isomorphism, Theorem 4.6 implies that £ has good reduction. Since E is an Abelian
variety, this means that ® g = 0. By the proposition above, ®p (£) =0forall{ # p. =

It is not known whether there exist pseudo-Abelian varieties P over K with good
reduction such that ®p # 0. We shall consider some examples of pseudo-Abelian
varieties below; in each case, we shall see that the component group is trivial. Let us
begin with the following proposition:

ProrosiTiON 4.12. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over the field K which is
isomorphic to Resy  x A for some Abelian variety A over a finite purely inseparable
extension L of K which has good reduction over the integral closure O of Ok in L.
Then ®p = 0.

Proor. Let A be the Néron model of A over @1 Then Reso, ;0,A (Which is
representable by Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.2) is the Néron model of P over O,
as can be seen easily by considering the universal property. Hence the special fibre
of the Néron model of P is isomorphic to Resg, @, «/x (A X0, Spec OL Qo &),
which is connected by [6, Proposition A.5.9]. ]

Now recall the construction of another class of pseudo-Abelian varieties over K
given in [19, Lemma 8.1]: Let L be a purely inseparable extension of K of degree
p with ring of integers O, let U := Resy;x G /Gpn (wWhich is a smooth connected
commutative algebraic group over K of exponent p), and let E be an elliptic curve with
the property that E[p] = p,, x Z/pZ and such that E can be defined over K. Note
that R := Resy kG, is pseudo-reductive, hence [19, Lemma 8.1] applies. If G, and
R denote the Néron Ift-models of G, and R, respectively, one convinces oneself easily
that N := Resg, /0 Gm/Im is the Néron model of U over Ok (indeed, N is clearly
smooth and of finite type, so the claim follows from Hilbert’s theorem 90, together with
[3, ,Chapter 7.1, Theorem 1]). We also see that oy == Z/eL/KZ as a group scheme,
where e7 ;x denotes the ramification index of the extension L /K. This number is an
element of the set {1, p}. Recall that the extension 0 - G, - R — U — 0 comes
from an extension 0 — ., - H — U — 0 in a unique way, and the push-out P of the
maps p, — H and p, — E is a pseudo-Abelian variety over K (see [19, Lemma 8.1]
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for both those claims). The remainder of this paragraph will be dedicated to proving
the following proposition:

ProrosiTioN 4.13. Suppose P arises from the construction recalled above. Sup-
pose further that E has good reduction over Ok, and that the Néron model € of E has
the property that there exists an isomorphism

E[pl = pn, xZ/pZ

over Og. Then the Néron model P of P over Ok has the following properties:
(1) The canonical map & — P is a closed immersion, and

(i) the morphism P — N factors through N° and the induced map P/& — N° is an
isomorphism. In particular, we have ®p = 0.

Proor. Let us begin by showing (i). Observe that the sequence 0 - G;, - R —
U — 0 splits over L. Hence the same is true for the extension0 - £ — P - U — 0.
Therefore, the morphism € — P acquires a retraction after base change to O, (this
follows from the universal property of the Néron model because E has good reduction).
Hence & — P becomes a closed immersion after an fppf-cover and is therefore a closed
immersion itself.

Now we shall prove that the extension 0 — u,, — H — U — 0 extends canonically
to an extension 0 — g, — H — N° — 0. Consider the element [0 — G,, — R° —
NO — 0] € Ext!(N°, G,,). We have an exact sequence

0 = Hom(\°, G,n) — Ext! %, ) — Ext! (N, Gpn) 5 Ext! (N, G);

the Ext-groups are taken in the category of fppf-sheaves. The last map in this sequence
is equal to zero since N? is killed by p. Hence Ext!(N°, u ») = Ext!(N°, G,,) is an
isomorphism and the element [0 — G,, — R® — N° — 0] of Ext!(N°, G,,,) comes
uniquely from an element of Ext! (N°, u p»)- This element is represented by an exact
sequence 0 —> p, > F — N — 0 for some fppf-sheaf F. This sheaf is clearly a
separated algebraic space? of finite presentation over Ok with a group structure, so it
is representable by [1, Chapitre IV, Théoreme 4.B]. This also shows that the extension
0 - E — P — U — 0 extends uniquely to an exact sequence

0>&—>P>N 0.

(%) This is because fppf-descent of algebraic spaces is always effective; see, for example, the
Stacks Project [18, Tag OADV].
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Our goal is to show that the canonical map P — Pisan isomorphism, which will
clearly imply claim (ii) from the proposition. Because & — P is a closed immersion,
there exists a canonical map P/E — N, and the map P — P induces a morphism
NO = 53/ & — P/E. We shall need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.14. The map P/E — N is an open immersion.

Proor. First observe that the map above is étale. Using the fibre-wise criterion of
flatness, we can check this at the two fibres separately. The claim for the generic fibre is
obvious. Since the composition N® — P/& — N is the canonical open immersion, the
induced map on special fibres is étale as well, so the claim follows. Hence the kernel
of P/E& — N is quasi-finite étale, and we already know that it is trivial generically.
By looking at the base change of this kernel to (95, we see that it must be finite
over Ok, and hence trivial. Putting things together, we see that /& — N is an étale
monomorphism of schemes, and hence an open immersion. |

We must now distinguish two cases. Assume first that ey jx = 1. Then N = NO,
and the lemma above shows that the sequence 0 - & — P — N — 0 is exact. Hence
P = P in this case.

Now suppose that ey yx = p. Then the map P/E — N is either surjective or induces
an isomorphism P/& — N°. Hence we only have to exclude the first case. Suppose
therefore, in order to derive a contradiction, that the sequence

“4.1) 0-&E—-P>N—=>0

is exact. Considering the exact sequence 0 — u,, — & — &/p,, — 0, we obtain an
exact sequence

0 = Hom(N, &/pn,) — Ext! (N, mp) = Ext! (N, &) — Ext!(N, E/mp)-

We claim that the image of (4.1) in Ext'(N, &/ p) vanishes. This is equivalent to the
claim that the sequence

0—>&/u,—>P/u, >N—->0

splits. However, the second and fourth terms of this sequence are Néron models (of
finite type) of their respective generic fibres, which implies that so is the middle term
(see [3, Chapter 7.5, proof of Proposition 1 (b)]). It follows from the construction of P
that the sequence 0 — E/pu,, — P/p, — U — 0 splits, and this splitting induces
one at the level of Néron models. Hence the exact sequence of Ext-groups above shows
that (4.1) comes from a unique exact sequence

0—)[.Lp—>8—>N—>O,
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whose generic fibre must, by uniqueness, coincide with the extension of the same kind
we used to construct P. Taking the push-out of this sequence along u,, — G, gives
us an exact sequence

0—-G,—>8—>N—=0.

However, this contradicts the following lemma:

LemMma 4.15. The following hold:
(1) The canonical morphism 8§ — Risan isomorphism.

(ii) The sequence 0 — G, — R — N — 0 does not come from an exact sequence
0—>pn, >8—>N-—0.

Proor. For part (i), all we have to show is that for all discrete valuation rings T
of ramification index 1 over Ok, the canonical map S(T) — g(Frac T) is bijective
[3, Chapter 10.1, Proposition 2]. The same argument as in the proof of [3, Chapter
7.5, Proposition 1] reduces this claim to the assertion that the map S(T) — N(T)
is surjective. This will follow if we can show that H!(Spec T, G,,) = 0. However, if
j denotes the inclusion of the special point of Spec 7', we have an exact sequence
0 — G, = Gm — j+«Z — 0, which gives rise to an exact sequence H ! (Spec 7, G,,) —
H'(Spec T, Gn) — H'(SpecT, j«Z). Clearly, H'(Spec T, G,,) = Pic Spec T = 0,
and the last term of the sequence is equal to the Galois cohomology of the residue field
of T with coeflicients in Z, which is trivial as well.

For part (ii), note that if 0 — G, - R — N — 0 came from an exact sequence
0— pn, > 8 — N — 0, then the sequence 0 — G /p, > R/p,, - N — 0 would
have to split, which is not the case because the component group of R/, is isomorphic
to Z, whereas the component group of N is isomorphic to Z/ pZ since we assume

eL/Kk = P- u
This lemma finishes the proof of Proposition 4.13 ]

Both examples treated above seem to suggest that, for a pseudo-Abelian variety P
over K with good reduction over O, it should be reasonable to expect that ®p = 0.
There is some further evidence that, for a pseudo-Abelian variety P over K (not
necessarily with good reduction), the component group scheme ®p should vanish
almost always in the following sense: Suppose S is an excellent Dedekind scheme
with field of fractions K, and let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. If P admits a
Néron model P — §, then the component groups will vanish at all but finitely many
closed points of T (see [3, Chapter 10.1, Corollary 10]). Although it is not known
whether pseudo-Abelian varieties admit Néron models over general excellent Dedekind
schemes, this would follow from resolution of singularities in characteristic p. Indeed,
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one sees easily that the maximal unirational subgroup unig (P) of P over K is trivial
(since such groups are always smooth, connected, and affine), so the existence of
Néron models over general Dedekind schemes would follow from the existence of
regular compactifications of pseudo-Abelian varieties (see [3, Chapter 10.3, Theorem
5 (a)]). Since this is widely believed to hold, our observations can be viewed as further
evidence that almost all pseudo-Abelian varieties over discretely valued fields should
have trivial component group. This motivates the following question:

QuEestioN 4.16. Let Ok be an excellent discrete valuation ring with field of
fractions K and let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. Is it true that, if P has
good reduction, then ®p = 0?

5. Pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction

In this paragraph we shall define an analogue of semi-Abelian reduction for pseudo-
Abelian varieties. The set-up will be the same as in the last paragraph: We let O be an
excellent discrete valuation ring with residue field « and field of fractions K, assumed
to be of characteristic p > 0. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. Classically,
an Abelian variety A over K is said to have semi-Abelian reduction if the identity
component A° of the Néron model A of 4 is a semi-Abelian scheme over Ok, i.e., if
its special fibre is an extension of an Abelian variety by a torus. This is equivalent to
the condition that the defect §(A4) be equal to the toric rank of the special fibre of A. If
P is a pseudo-Abelian variety over K with Néron model P — Spec Ok, then we still
have #(P,) < §(P) by Proposition 3.5.

DEerinITION 5.1. The pseudo-Abelian variety P over K has pseudo-semi-Abelian
reduction (over Og) if
§(P) = t(Pe).

In the realm of classical semi-Abelian reduction, there are two fundamental results.
The first is the semi-Abelian reduction theorem, due originally to Grothendieck, which
says that we can find a finite separable extension F'/ K such that the Abelian variety
acquires semi-Abelian reduction over the integral closure of Ok in F. The second is a
characterisation of semi-Abelian reduction in terms of the Galois representation on the
Tate module of the Abelian variety. We shall see that both of these results hold true in
the world of pseudo-Abelian varieties as well. However, we shall also see that Néron
models of pseudo-Abelian varieties with pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction behave quite
differently from semi-Abelian schemes in some ways.
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THEOREM 5.2. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. Then there exists a finite
separable extension F /K with the following property: for all localisations S of the
integral closure of O in F at a non-zero prime ideal, Pr has pseudo-semi-Abelian
reduction over S.

Proor. Let L be a finite purely inseparable extension of K over which there is an
exact sequence 0 - U — P — A — 0, where U is smooth, connected, commutative,
and unipotent, and A is an Abelian variety. By Grothendieck’s theorem on semi-
Abelian reduction (see [3, Chapter 7.4, Theorem 1]), there exists a finite separable
extension F’ of L such that A acquires semi-Abelian reduction over F’. Because
L/K is purely inseparable, F’ is of the form F/ = F ®k L for some finite separable
extension F/K. We claim that P acquires pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction over F'.
Indeed, let S be the localisation of the integral closure of Ok in F at a non-zero prime,
and let S’ be the integral closure of S in F ®k L. Let P — Spec S be the Néron
model of Pr, and let A be the Néron model of Arg, 1, over S’. Then the morphism

P xs Spec S’ — A

induces isomorphisms on {-torsion subschemes for all prime numbers £ € Og by
Proposition 4.4, which implies (using Proposition 3.3) that the invariants «(—) and
t(—) of the special fibres of P and A coincide. Because Ar g, 1 has semi-Abelian
reduction by our choice of F, the claim of the proposition follows. ]

In the world of Abelian varieties, semi-Abelian models satisfy a uniqueness property
almost as strong as smooth proper models: Suppose that A is an Abelian variety over
K and that A — Spec Ok is a smooth separated model with connected special fibre.
Assume further that z (A, ) = §(A). Then A is isomorphic to the identity component of
the Néron model of A. In particular, there is only one model of A with those properties
up to unique isomorphism. This fails for pseudo-Abelian varieties as shown by the
remark after Proposition 4.8. We do, however, have the following proposition:

ProrosiTiON 5.3. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K, and suppose that
there is a smooth separated model P" — Spec Ok of P of finite type such that

1(P) = 8(P).
Then P has pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction.

Proor. We may assume without loss of generality that Ok is strictly Henselian [3,
Chapter 7.2, Corollary 2]. Let P — Spec Ok be the Néron model of P. Let o := o (Py),
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o =a(P,),t :=t(Pc)andt’ :=1(P;). We shall first show that#' <z.Let 7" and T be
the maximal tori in the special fibres of P” and P, respectively. Let £ be a prime number
invertible in Og which does not divide the number of irreducible components of the
special fibre of either P or ", If the induced morphism 7" — T were not finite, the map
T'[€](k) — T[€](x) would not be injective. However, the map P'[£](Og) — P[£](Ok)
is injective because P[£] and P’'[{] are both separated and étale over Ok and the map
is injective generically. Further observe that ord P[¢](Og) = £'72%, and similarly for
P’ [£](Ok). This shows that t’ + 2’ < t + 2a. Moreover, Proposition 3.5 tells us that
t +a <a(P) =t + o Putting all these inequalities together, we obtain

0<t—t'<d—a<2 —a)<t-—t.
This forces « = «’ and hence ¢ = ¢'. m

ReMARK. The proof of the proposition above also shows that the invariants o’ and
t" do not depend on the choice of the particular model P’

We can now state and prove an analogue of Grothendieck’s representation-theoretic
criterion for semi-Abelian reduction of Abelian varieties:

THEOREM 5.4. Let Ok be an excellent discrete valuation ring with field of fractions
K. Let K° be a separable closure and I C Gal(K*P/K) an inertia subgroup. Let P
be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. Let £ be a prime number invertible in Ok. Then
the following are equivalent:

(i) The pseudo-Abelian variety P has pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction over Ok,
(ii) the action of I on Ty(P) is unipotent, and

(iii) forall o € I, we have (o — 1)? = 0 as operators on T;(P).

Proor. (i) = (iii). By [19, Theorem 2.1] we can find an Abelian variety E and a
unipotent group V over K together with an exact sequence 0 - E — P — V — 0.
Then the map T;(E) — T;(P) is an isomorphism, and it suffices to show that E has
semi-Abelian reduction (see [11, Proposition 3.5 and Corollaire 3.8]). Let € and P be
the Néron models of E and P, respectively. Then the morphism

] — Pl

is an isomorphism for all prime numbers £’ invertible on Ok (this follows from the
Néron mapping property). Now Propositions 4.7 and 3.3 imply the claim.

(iii) = (ii) is trivial.
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(ii) = (). Since T¢(E) — T¢(P) is an isomorphism, we know that £ has semi-
Abelian reduction over Og. Now the same argument as above shows that P has
pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction. ]

CoRroOLLARY 5.5. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K. Let L be a finite
purely inseparable extension of K over which P is an extension of an Abelian variety
A by a smooth connected unipotent group U. Further, we write P as an extension
of a smooth connected unipotent group V by an Abelian variety E over K. Then the
following are equivalent:

(i) P has pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction over Ok,
(i1) E has semi-Abelian reduction over Ok, and

(iii) A has semi-Abelian reduction over Op..

Proor. This follows from the previous theorem, together with the fact that the
Galois representations T¢(P), T¢(A), and T;(E) are canonically isomorphic for all
prime numbers £ € Ok. [

Just as in the case of Abelian varieties, we have the following proposition:

ProprosITION 5.6. Let 0 — Py — P, — P3 — 0 be an exact sequence of group
schemes over K, all of whose elements are pseudo-Abelian varieties. Then P, has
pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction if and only if so do Py and Ps.

Proor. We have an exact sequence 0 — Ty(P1) — T¢(P2) — Ty¢(P3) — 0
for some choice of prime number £ € Og. Now the proposition follows from
Theorem 5.4. ]

ProrosiTion 5.7. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K and let F/K be a
finite separable extension. Assume moreover that P has pseudo-semi-Abelian reduc-
tion. Let S be the localisation of the integral closure of Ok in F at a non-zero prime
ideal. Then PF has pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction over S.

Proor. Write P as an extension 0 - E — P — V — 0 of an Abelian variety £
and a smooth connected commutative unipotent group V' over K. Since P has pseudo-
semi-Abelian reduction, it follows that £ has semi-Abelian reduction by Corollary 5.5.
Since Er has semi-Abelian reduction over S, the same corollary implies that Pr has
pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction, as desired. [

Remark. If P is a pseudo-Abelian variety over K with pseudo-semi-Abelian
reduction and Néron model P — Spec O, it does not follow that the unipotent
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radical of ?2 is trivial. Indeed, suppose that the residue field « is algebraically closed.
Then, if P arises as the Weil restriction of an Abelian variety over a non-trivial
purely inseparable extension of K with good reduction, the special fibre of PP is the
WEeil restriction of an Abelian scheme over a finite non-€tale (hence non-reduced)
k-algebra A. Using that the special fibre of P is not proper, the following lemma
will show that the unipotent radical of ‘PB is non-trivial. Note that, in particular, the
unipotent radical of the special fibre of the Néron model cannot be removed after any
finite separable base change.

LemmA 5.8. Let k be a field and let B be a finite k-algebra. Let E be an Abelian
scheme over B. Then the maximal torus of Resp E is trivial.

Proor. First note that Resg, E is representable by Proposition 2.2. We may
assume that « is algebraically closed and show that there are no non-trivial maps
G, — Resp/ E, which is the same as showing that all maps G,, — E over B are
trivial. This is clearly the case at the special points of Spec B, so our assertion follows
from [7, Exposé IX, Corollaire 3.5]. ]

In fact, this is a special case of a more general phenomenon:

PROPOSITION 5.9. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K and let P’ be a
smooth separated model of P such that P is semi-Abelian (i.e., is an extension of an
Abelian variety by a torus). Then P is an Abelian variety with semi-Abelian reduction.
If P2 is an Abelian variety then P has good reduction.

Proor. Assume that Ok is strictly Henselian. We begin by showing that the
special fibre of the Néron model P — Spec O of P must be semi-Abelian as well.
Consider the canonical map P — P. Then, for all prime numbers £ € O, the map
P L1(Ok) — P[€](Ok) is injective (because the map P'[£] — P[£] is an isomorphism
at the generic fibre). For all such ¢, the map P[€](x) — PY[£](k) is injective, which
implies that the morphism cho — ?2 has finite kernel. Since source and target of this
map have the same dimension, this implies that P is semi-Abelian. Now let E be
the maximal Abelian subvariety of P, and denote its Néron model by €. Then the
Néron mapping property implies that E[¢] — P[{] is an isomorphism, so &, and P,
have the same toric and virtual Abelian ranks by Proposition 3.3. This shows that
dimg E > dimg P, so E — P is an isomorphism. The remaining claims are now
obvious. ]

In the situation above, it does not suffice to show that the unipotent radical of ch
is trivial (even if " = P), unless « is perfect. Indeed, suppose « is imperfect and let
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a € Ok be an element whose image in k does not have a pth root for p = chark. Let
L = K[X]/{XP — a). Then the integral closure O, of Ok in L is a discrete valuation
ring such that the induced extension k C «’ of residue fields is purely inseparable of
degree equal to [L : K]. In particular, " = O ®@, k. If A — Spec Oy, denotes a
semi-Abelian scheme with proper generic fibre A4, then P := Resy /g A is a non-proper
pseudo-Abelian variety over K with Néron model P such that P® = Resg, /0, A. The
special fibre of this scheme has no unipotent subgroups over « but is not semi-Abelian.

6. Etale cohomology of pseudo-Abelian varieties

We shall keep the notation from the last paragraph; in particular, Ok is an excellent
discrete valuation ring with field of fractions K. In this section we shall show that, for
a pseudo-Abelian variety P over the field K, the Gal(K*P/ K)-representations T¢(P)
and H!(Pgs»,Zy) are canonically dual to each other (just as in the case of Abelian
varieties). Hence the representation-theoretic criteria for good reduction and pseudo-
semi-Abelian reduction we proved above can be stated in terms of H!(Pgsp, Zy)
instead of Tate modules.

LemMmA 6.1. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over the field K. Let L be a finite,
purely inseparable extension of K over which P is an extension of an Abelian variety
A by a smooth connected unipotent algebraic group U. Let £ be a prime number
invertible in Og. Then the induced morphism H'(Agae, Zy) — H'(Pguase, Zy) is an
isomorphism.

Proor. First observe that I'( Pgas, O3 alg) = K¥2> Indeed, let f: Pguz — G
be an element of the first group. After translating f by a K*¢-point of G,,, we
may suppose that f(e) = 1, where e is the unit element of P(K?*¢). Hence we may
assume that f is actually a homomorphism of algebraic groups by a theorem of
Rosenlicht (see [16, Theorem 3]). In particular, the restriction of f to Ugue vanishes,
so f pulls back from a homomorphism Agu.: — Gy, which clearly vanishes as
well. This shows that our original f is constant. Now consider the exact sequence
0— pypm = Gy — Gy — 0 of étale sheaves on Pga:. We obtain a commutative
diagram with exact rows

0— H'(Pgag, Z/{"Z) — Pic Pyas — s Pic Pra

T ]

0 —_— Hl(AKalg, Z/enZ) —_— PIC AKulg 7 PiC AK‘dlg,
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which reduces our claim to showing that the morphism Pic Ague — Pic Pgug is
an isomorphism. The map Pguz — Agae turns Pguage into a Ugue-torsor over A gal.
Since Uk has a composition series with successive quotients isomorphic to G,
(see [7, Exposé XVII, Corollaire 4.1.3]), we see that this torsor is trivial locally
in the Zariski topology, and that Pic Uga: = 0. Hence Pic Agu: — Pic Pguag is an
isomorphism by [8, Proposition 3.1]. ]

ProPoSITION 6.2. Let P be a pseudo-Abelian variety over K and let £ be a prime
number invertible in K. Then there is a Gal(K*? / K)-equivariant perfect pairing

Ty(P) x HY(Pgseo, Zg) — Zy.

Proor. Using topological invariance of the étale site (see Proposition 2.3), we
may replace K by K¢ in the statement, and write P as an extension 0 — Ugas —
Pgas — Agae — 0 as above. Then the maps Ty (P) — T;(A) and H'(Ague, Zy) —
H'(Pgug, Zy) are isomorphisms which are clearly Gal(K*®/ K)-equivariant. Hence,
the existence of our desired pairing follows because a Galois equivariant perfect pairing

TK(A) X HI(AKa]g, Zg) e Zg
is well known to exist. n

COROLLARY 6.3. In Theorems 4.6 and 5.4 we may replace Ty(P) by H' (P, Zy)
without affecting the validity of those criteria. The same is true if we replace Ty(P) by
Ty (P) ®z, Q¢ or H'(Pgser, Qy), since To(P) and H'(Pks», Zy¢) are torsion-free.

AckNOwWLEDGEMENTS — The author would like to express his gratitude to Dr G.
Gagliardi and Dr D. Gvirtz for helpful discussions. Moreover, the author would
like to thank both referees for their careful reading of this paper, and for the many
improvements which resulted from their comments. Proposition 3.3 is, in its present
form, due to one of the referees; the author’s previous version was weaker and its proof
was more complicated.

Funping — This paper was written while the author was staying at the Institut fiir
Algebra, Zahlentheorie und Diskrete Matemathik (Leibniz Universitdt Hannover), and
revised while he was being supported by the German Research Foundation (Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft; Geschiftszeichen OV 163/1-1, Projektnummer 442615504).



(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]
(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(11]

[12]

(13]

Néron models of pseudo-Abelian varieties 33

REFERENCES

S. ANANTHARAMAN, Schémas en groupes, espaces homogenes et espaces algébriques sur
une base de dimension 1. In Sur les groupes algébriques, pp. 579, Bull. Soc. Math. France
Suppl. M’em. 33, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 1973. Zbl 0286.14001

MR 335524

A. BERTAPELLE — C. D. GonNzALEZ-AvILES, The Greenberg functor revisited. Eur. J. Math.
4 (2018), no. 4, 1340-1389. Zbl 1446.11123 MR 3866700

S. BoscH — W. LOUTKEBOHMERT — M. RAaYNAUD, Néron models. Ergeb. Math. Grenzgeb.
(3) 21, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1990. Zbl 0705.14001 MR 1045822

B. ConraAD, A modern proof of Chevalley’s theorem on algebraic groups. J. Ramanujan
Math. Soc. 17 (2002), no. 1, 1-18. Zbl 1007.14005 MR 1906417

B. CoNrAD, Semi-stable reduction for abelian varieties. Unpublished note.

B. ConraD — O. GABBER — G. PRASAD, Pseudo-reductive groups. 2nd edn., New Math.
Monogr. 26, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2015. Zbl 1314.20037
MR 3362817

M. DEMAzZURE — A. GROTHENDIECK, Schémas en groupes Il (SGA 3). Lecture Notes in
Math. 152, Springer, 1970. Zbl 0209.24201 MR 0274459

R. Fossum — B. IVERSEN, On Picard groups of algebraic fibre spaces. J. Pure Appl. Algebra
3 (1973), 269-280. Zbl 0277.14005 MR 357396

A. GROTHENDIECK, Eléments de géométrie algébrique. IV. Etude locale des schémas et
des morphismes de schémas. II. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. (1965), no. 24, 5-231.
Zbl 0135.39701 MR 199181

A. GROTHENDIECK, Foncteurs fibres, supports, étude cohomologique des morphismes
finis. In Théorie des Topos et Cohomologie Etale des Schémas. Séminaire de Géométrie
Algébrique du Bois-Marie 1963/64 (SGA 4, Tome 2), Exposé VIII, Lecture Notes in Math.
270, Springer, 1972. Zbl 0237.00012

A. GROTHENDIECK, Modeles de Néron et monodromie. In Groupes de Monodromie en
Géométrie Algébrique, Séminaire de Géométrie Algébrique du Bois-Marie 1967-1969
(SGA7, Tome 1), Exposé IX, Lecture Notes in Math. 288, Springer, 1972.

Zbl 0248.14006

Q. Liu — D. LorenziNT — M. Raynaup, Néron models, Lie algebras, and reduction of
curves of genus one. Invent. Math. 157 (2004), no. 3, 455-518. Zbl 1060.14037
MR 2092767

V. PiLLont — B. StroH, Fonctions de dimension. In Travaux de Gabber sur ['uniformisation
locale et la cohomologie étale des schémas quasi-excellents. Séminaire & I’Ecole Poly-
technique 2006-2008, Exposé XIV, pp. 277-292, Société Mathématique de France, Paris,
2014. Zbl 1320.14007 MR 3329784


https://doi.org/10.24033/msmf.109
https://doi.org/10.24033/msmf.109
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0286.14001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=335524
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40879-017-0210-0
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1446.11123
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3866700
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0705.14001
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1045822
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1007.14005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1906417
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781316092439
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1314.20037
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3362817
https://doi.org/10.1007/BFb0059005
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0209.24201
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0274459
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4049(73)90014-5
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0277.14005
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=357396
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0135.39701
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=199181
https://doi.org/10.1007/bfb0061324
https://doi.org/10.1007/bfb0061324
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0237.00012
https://doi.org/10.1007/bfb0068694
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0248.14006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-004-0342-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-004-0342-y
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1060.14037
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2092767
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1320.14007
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3329784

[14]

[15]

(16]

(17]

(18]
[19]

O. Overkamp 34

B. PooNEN, Rational points on varieties. Grad. Stud. Math. 186, American Mathematical
Society, Providence, RI, 2017. Zbl 1387.14004 MR 3729254

M. Raynaup — Y. Laszro, Anneaux excellents. In Travaux de Gabber sur [’uniformisation
locale et la cohomologie étale des schémas quasi-excellents. Séminaire a I’Ecole Polytech-
nique 2006-2008, Exposé I, pp. 1-19, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2014.

Zbl 1320.13025 MR 3329770

M. RoseNLIcHT, Toroidal algebraic groups. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 12 (1961), 984-988.
Zbl1 0107.14703 MR 133328

J.-P. SERRE, Corps locaux. Publications de 1’Université de Nancago VIII, Hermann, Paris,
1968. Zbl 0137.02601 MR 354618

THE Stacks ProJecr, https://stacks.math.columbia.edu, visited on 29 November 2023.

B. Totaro, Pseudo-abelian varieties. Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 46 (2013), no. 5,
693-721. Zbl 1286.14061 MR 3185350

Manoscritto pervenuto in redazione il 26 gennaio 2022.


https://doi.org/10.1090/gsm/186
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1387.14004
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3729254
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1320.13025
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3329770
https://doi.org/10.2307/2034407
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0107.14703
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=133328
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0137.02601
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=354618
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu
https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.2199
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1286.14061
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3185350

	1. Introduction
	2. Some technical remarks
	2.1. Weil restriction
	2.2. Excellent discrete valuation rings

	3. Pseudo-Abelian varieties and virtual ranks
	3.1. The Tate module
	3.2. Néron models

	4. The Néron–Ogg–Shafarevich criterion for pseudo-Abelian varieties
	4.1. Properties of pseudo-Abelian varieties with good reduction
	4.2. The group of connected components

	5. Pseudo-semi-Abelian reduction
	6. Étale cohomology of pseudo-Abelian varieties
	References

