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Lagrange’s theorem for a class of finite flat group schemes
over local Artin rings

Emiliano Torti

Abstract. Let R be a local Artin ring with residue field k of positive characteristic. We prove
that every finite flat group scheme over R whose special fiber belongs to a certain explicit class of
non-commutative k-group schemes is killed by its order. This is achieved via a classification result
which relies on the study of the infinitesimal deformation theory for such non-commutative k-group
schemes. The main result answers positively in a new case a question of Grothendieck in SGA 3 on
whether all finite flat group schemes are killed by their order, and improves the currently best known
result due to Schoof.

1. Introduction

Let S be a locally Noetherian base scheme and let G be an S-scheme. Denote by Og
and O¢ their respective structure sheaves. The S-scheme G is finite and flat if and only
if Og is a locally free O s-module of finite rank. In order to study the relation between
this rank (as a locally constant function) and the order of the elements in G we can focus,
by a standard EGA reduction argument (see Sec. 8.9, Sec. 8.10 and especially Sec. 9.2
in EGA IV Tome 3 in [5]), to the case where S = Spec(R) for some local Noetherian
ring R and G = Spec(A) where A is a finite and free R-module of finite rank, say the
positive integer n g. By functoriality, the positive integer n g is the restriction to Spec(R)
of a locally constant function say 7 defined on S with positive integer values. Such a
function is called the order of the finite flat S-scheme G.

Assume now that G = Spec(A) over Spec(R) has the extra structure of an R-group
scheme. Note that in notation and terminology in this article we will say R-group scheme
instead of Spec(R)-group scheme. The category of affine R-group schemes is anti-equiv-
alent to the category of commutative Hopf R-algebras. This implies that A has a natural
structure of Hopf algebra over R. Denote by n be the order of G = Spec(A4) over R. We
say that G is killed by its order if the multiplication-by-n morphism [r] : G — G is the zero
morphism of R-group schemes. This is equivalent to saying that for the induced morphism
of Hopf R-algebras [n] : A — A®" — A (obtained via a composition of the diagonal map
and the multiplication map on G) the kernel Ker([r]) contains the augmentation ideal
I = Ker(e : A — R) where ¢ denotes the unit section of G.
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Around the 1960s, Grothendieck asked if every finite flat group scheme over any base
scheme is killed by its order (see [1, SGA 3, Exp. VIII, Rem. 7.3.1], see also [15, p. 145]
and the survey article [12]). This is the generalization in the context of finite flat group
schemes of what is well known in abstract group theory, i.e., if G is a finite group of order
n then for all g € G we have g" = eg. Note that strictly speaking this fact is an immediate
consequence of Lagrange’s theorem, which has indeed been generalized in the context of
finite flat group schemes (see, for example, [13]). We clarify this in the hope that the title
of the article will be interpreted properly.

Grothendieck’s question has been positively answered in many important cases. When
the group scheme G is commutative, this has been proven by Deligne around 1970. The
proof has not been published by Deligne himself but it has been reproduced many times
in the literature (see, for example, [16, Sec. 1], [15, Sec. 3.8] and Sec. 3.3 in J. Stix’s
lecture notes [14]). When the base scheme is the spectrum of a field, or more generally is
a reduced scheme, this has been proven by Grothendieck in [3, SGA 3, Exp. VII, Sec. 8]
(see also [11, Cor. 2.2]).

When studying Grothendieck’s question for finite flat group schemes over a local
Noetherian ring R, it is very useful to notice that it is possible to make a further reduction.
First, by Krull’s intersection theorem, we deduce that the answer is positive if and only
if it holds for all local Artin quotients of R, i.e., we can assume without loss of gener-
ality that R is a local Artin ring (see also [11]). This simplification is known to be very
useful as it opens up the possibility of proceeding by induction on the length of R, as it
will be done in this article. Moreover, it is clear that the problem of understanding when a
finite flat group scheme G over R is killed by its order can be studied up to faithfully flat
extensions of R. Thanks to [4, EGA 3, Tome 1, Prop. 10.3.1], we know that there exists a
faithfully flat local extension of R such that its residue field k is algebraically closed. This
allows one to do a final reduction and assume that the residue field k of characteristic p is
algebraically closed and that R is a strictly Henselian ring.

Coming back to the state of art on Grothendieck’s question, the best known result in
the general case is due to Schoof (see [11]).

Theorem 1.1 (Schoof, 2001). Let p be a prime and let R be a local Artin ring with
maximal ideal m g and with residue field k of positive characteristic p. Assume that mll,)2 =
pwmpg = 0, then any finite flat group scheme G over R is killed by its order.

The aim of this article is to extend the above result to a certain class of finite flat group
schemes without any restriction on the length of R (i.e., without the hypothesis mfe =pwmp
= 0). This is achieved by proving a complete classification result (of independent interest
from Grothendieck’s question) for all the finite flat deformations of the considered family.

Now, we briefly recall Schoof’s strategy for the proof of Theorem 1.1. After reducing
the problem to assuming that R is strictly Henselian and k is an algebraically closed field
of characteristic p, Theorem 1.1 is proven by discussing separately two cases depending
on whether the base change G ® g k of G from R to its residue field k¥ (which we assume
is a k-group scheme of order p™*1!) is killed or not by p™.
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Schoof proceeds by showing first that under the strong hypothesis on the length of R,
the groups G whose base change G ®r k is already killed by p™ are killed by their order.
The proof continues by showing that G ®g k is not killed by p™ if and only if G ®g k
is isomorphic to u,m / k or to the matrix k-group scheme

1l «o 1 x m
1 (O Hpm 0 vy

endowed with the usual matrix multiplication. Finally, Schoof concludes by showing that
all deformations of G and p,~ for some positive integer m are killed by their order. It is
interesting to remark that groups such as G are historically very important in the study
of finite flat group schemes. Indeed, for example when m = 1, the existence of the non-
commutative k-group scheme G of order p? reflects the existence of a non-trivial action
of up, on o, (which are both commutative groups of order p). This phenomenon does not
have any analogue in the classical theory of finite abstract groups, where every group of
order p? is commutative.

Note that the group G is denoted Gy in [11] but it will be clear soon enough why we
adopt this new notation and why it is not an explicit attempt to confuse the reader.

Now, since finite flat deformations of = over local Artin rings R are well known to
be trivial (as we will see later on), Schoof’s strategy is essentially reduced to the following
result for which no restrictions are needed on the length of the local Artin ring R.

Theorem 1.2 (Schoof, 2001). Let p be a prime and let R be a local Artin ring of residue
field k of positive characteristic p. Any finite flat R-group scheme G such that G Qg k =
G is killed by its order.

We define now a certain family of finite flat group schemes G, over k where A €
{1,..., p™ — 1} and which interpolates G| = ((l) Mo;’;n ) exactly when A = 1.

Let G be any finite flat multiplicative group scheme over k acting on oy, i.e., equipped
with a non-trivial morphism ¢ : G — Autg («tp) = G,y,. Then there exists a unique exten-
sion of G by ap, i.e., Ext;J (G,ap) = 0(see [2, Chap. 3, Cor. 6.4]). This is a consequence of
the fact that group extensions can be embedded in the group of extensions of fpqc sheaves
(see [2, Rem. 2.5]) and such a group is trivial under the assumption that k is perfect. More
generally, this holds when the base scheme is the spectrum of a small k-ring R (in the
sense of Demazure and Gabriel, see [2]) such that R/R? = 0. For more details on the
relation between affine group schemes and fpqc sheaves we refer the reader to the nice
summary in [14], and to SGA 1, Exp. VI for a more in depth treatment (see, for example,
[6, Sec. 6]).

Taking G = upm we know that ¢ is the restriction to pp= of the standard action of G,,
on G, which corresponds uniquely to an element A € {1,..., p” — 1}. In more precise
terms, for every A € {1,..., p™ — 1} there is a unique finite flat k-group scheme G,
corresponding to the unique split exact sequence 0 — a, — G — pupm — 0. In other
words, the k-group scheme G, is the semi-direct product o, X ppm where the subscript
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A indicates exactly the action of p,» which we are using to build the semi-direct product.
To be completely explicit, we have the following.

Definition 1.1. For A € {1,..., p™ — 1}, let G, be the k-group scheme given by:

G, = Spec (k[x, y]/xp’ yp’”))
with group law:

klx, y1/ (P, yP") = klx, 1/ (xP, yP") ®y k[x, y]/(x?, y?"),
x> (I+y) " @x+x®1,
Yy YyR1+1Qy+y®y.

More concisely, we adopt the notation (x, y) o (x', y') = ((1+y)*x"+x, y+y'+yy’)
for the group law in G between generic elements 2 = (x, y) and &’ = (x', y’). It is straight-
forward to verify that when A = 1 one gets exactly the group G; described above which
appears in [11].

We show that G is a finite, flat, non-commutative group scheme of order p'”Jrl whose
isomorphism class only depend on the p-adic valuation of A, and that G, is not killed by
p™ if and only if A is a unit (see Lemma 2.1). Hence, taking a generic A puts us outside
of the range of Schoof’s theorem (Theorem 1.2). The fact that A is not in general a unit
presents many subtle challenges which do not allow us to simply extend the proof of
Schoof and force us to find a new and different strategy, especially when one wants to
determine explicitly the R-scheme theoretical structure of a general deformation of Gj.
However, it is possible to find a way to extend Schoof’s result without restriction on R
and obtain the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let R be a local Artin ring of positive residue characteristic p and let
Ae{l,...,p™ ). Let G be a finite flat deformation over R of the k-group scheme G,
then G is killed by its order.

This result constitutes a positive answer in a new case to Grothendieck’s question on
whether all finite flat group schemes over any base scheme are killed by their order. The
above theorem is a direct consequence of the complete classification of all the deforma-
tions of the non-commutative k-group scheme G,. On a side note, we mention that one
could also consider the case of A = 0, which corresponds to the case of the k-group scheme
Go = ap x upm. However, while it is possible to use the techniques in this article to show
that the deformations of Gy in characteristic p are also killed by their order, this still
leaves the problem open. Indeed, contrary to the case when A # 0 (see Theorem 4.1), the
k-group scheme G admits deformations in characteristic zero (because «, does) which a
priori do not have a clear R-schematic description. We hope to come back to this problem
later on.

Going back to our original question, the study of the deformation problem for G; with
Ae{l,..., p™} will allow us to prove the following complete and explicit classification.
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Theorem 1.4. Let p be a prime and let R be a local Artin ring of perfect residue field
k of positive characteristic p. Let G be a deformation over R of the k-group scheme
Gj = ap X fipm with parameter A € {1, ..., p™ —1}.

Then the characteristic of R is p and we have the following classification:

(i)  ifvp(A) # m — 1, the deformations of G, over R are trivial, i.e.,
G = (ap X5 [pm) Xspec(k) SPec(R);

(i)  ifvy(A) =m—1, the deformations of G ,m-1 over R form a 1-dimensional family
(over k) of non-commutative finite flat R-group schemes of order p™T1.

Moreover, in (ii), there is a unique a € k such that we have an isomorphism:
G x~ Ha as R-group schemes,
where Hy =~ Spec(R[x., y]/(xP, yP")) is endowed with the group law

xr—)(l—i—y)p”H®x+x®l+aan(x®1,l®x),
Yy yYy®1+1y+y®y

for the polynomial W, (x,x") = W

Remark 1.1. Note that the above result extends to all A € {1, p™ — 1} the main result in
[11, Prop. 3.3] where the specific case v,(A) = 0 is treated. Moreover, for all A, Theo-
rem 4.1 ensures us that all deformations of G, are trivial over R rather than potentially
trivial after base change to a faithful flat extension as shown in [11, Prop. 3.3] in the

specific case v, (A) = 0.

Remark 1.2. Note that the groups H, fora €k are isomorphic to the semi-direct product
H, » pupm where H, is the deformation of o, as described by Proposition 4.1, where the
action of y,m on H, is the one corresponding to A = p™~ 1.

In the first section after the introduction, we prove some useful properties concerning
the groups G, and in the second section we state and prove Theorem 4.1 via the study of
the deformation problem for the k-group schemes G, . We conclude the second section by
stating and proving Theorem 1.3.

Notation. For a prime number p, the letter k& will denote a perfect field of characteristic
p and by R we will denote a local Artin ring of residue field k. We denote by «,, the finite
group scheme over k of order p given by Spec(k[x]/(x?)) with group law x — x ® 1 +
1 ® x. The base change of an R-group scheme via an R-algebra morphism R — S is
usually denoted G Xgpec(r) Spec(S) but sometimes more concisely we adopt the notation
G ®r S, or simply G ® S. For a finite flat group G over R, according to [2], we denote
by Lie(G) the Lie group scheme attached to G and by wggi the module of differentials
of G ® k. By Modg (-, -), we denote the set of homomorphisms of k-modules and by
Grg(:, ), the set of homomorphisms of group schemes over a base ring R. For all the rest
we adopt standard notation, unless explicitly specified, which agrees with [11].
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2. The family of finite flat group schemes G, over k

In this short section, we summarize the main properties of the family G, of finite flat group
schemes over a perfect field k of characteristic p. First, note that the k-group scheme
G, has order p™*! and it is killed by its order. This can be checked either by a direct
computation or by using the well-known fact that any finite flat group scheme over a field
is killed by its order (see, for example, [3, SGA 3, Exp. VIIA, Prop. 8.5]). The family of
k-group schemes G, also satisfies the following useful property.

Lemma 2.1. The k-group scheme G, (of order p™T1) is killed by p™ if and only if
vi=v,(4) > 1

Proof. We prove first the “if” part. We recall that the group operation on G, is as follows:

(x,y) 06, (x'.y") = (X'(L+ )  +x,y +y +yy).

By induction, it is straightforward to check that for all 2 € Z >, we have that:

ph—1
p"](x.y) = (x S (14 () - 1)
i=0

Proving that p™ kills G, means to prove that [p"](x, y) = (0, 0) which boils down to

prove that:
pr—1

D+ =0
i=0

in the ring k[y]/(y?"), because it is clear that (1 + y)?" — 1 = 0. Note first that the
positive integer m — v is the minimal positive integer & such that (1 4 y)APh = 1. For
r < s positive integers denote

N

a(r,s) = Z(l + )M,

i=r

The claim is to prove that a(0, p™ — 1) = 0. Recall that v := v,(1). We have:

a0, p™ —1) = a(0.p"™" = 1) +a(p™".2p"" = 1)
4. +a((pv _ l)pm—v7pvpm—v _ 1)
=a(0,p" ™" = D)+ 1+ " a0, p" ™~ 1)
4o+ (14 y)/l(Pu—l)Pm_va(O’ PV
=pYa(0,p" " =1) =0
where the last equality holds because v > 1 and k is of characteristic p.

Now we prove the “only if” part. Assume by contradiction that [p™](x, y) = (0, 0),
i.e., that p™ kills G, (where v,(A) = 0, i.e., A is a unit). Since ¥, : upm — Upm such
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that ¥, (y) = (1 + y)* — 1 is an isomorphism, we have that Zf’;no_l(l + )M =0 if
and only if Y271 (1 + y)! = 0. Denote by f(y) := Y775 (1 + y)!. We have that
£(0) = 0 and that the degree deg(f) = p™~!. However, as k-vector space we have that
dimg (k[y]/(y?™)) = p™ so there cannot be any non-trivial zero linear combination of the
standard basis and this gives the desired contradiction. ]

Lemma 2.2. We have that G, = G, if and only if v, (1) = v, (1).

Proof. Let u be a positive integer (strictly smaller than p™) such that v,(u) = 0. We
have an isomorphism of finite flat R-group schemes v, : upm — ppm such that ¥, (y) =
(1 + y)* — 1, where y is a chosen variable parametrizing jt,» (which is endowed with the
grouplawy -y ® 1 +1® y + y ® y). Pick A and p :=uA, so we have v, (1) = v, (w).
Let ¢, and ¢, denote the two actions of u,= corresponding respectively to the integers A
and p. Then a direct computation shows that we have the following commutative diagram:

Hpm X Cp

podd N
2

/"me X O{p > Otp

where v, x Id is an isomorphism. Via the isomorphism v, x Id, we have that

Ext)y (upm, op) = Exty, (upm, 0p) = 0

(see, for example, [2, Cor. 6.4]). In particular, there is a unique extension which implies
that G, = G. On the other hand, if we have such an isomorphism it is straightforward to
conclude after comparing the group laws of G and G,. ]

3. Adjoint representation and infinitesimal deformations

In this section, we recall the notion of adjoint representation for a finite flat group scheme
and we recall some useful results concerning the description of its infinitesimal deforma-
tions.

We start by introducing the cohomology of a linear representation of finite flat group
schemes (in terms of Hochschild cohomology) which will play a central role later on. Con-
sider the following general situation. Let R be a sufficiently nice ring, e.g., it is enough to
take the class of “models” in the sense of Demazure and Gabriel (see the beginning of [2]).
These rings form a full subcategory of the category of rings which is the subcategory of
U -small rings where U is a certain Grothendieck universe.

Let H be afinite, flat group scheme over R and let V' be a projective R-module of finite
type. Denote by GL(V') the R-group functor sending each R-algebra S to GL(V ®gS)
(where GL is the usual general linear group). A linear representation of G in V' is a natural
transformation p : G — GL(V). Equivalently, writing G = Spec(A) for the R-Hopf alge-
bra A, the morphism p corresponds to a R-linear map A, : V' — V ® g A such that for all
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v € V we have that A,(v) = p(go)va € V ®r A (here vy = v Qg 14) where go € G(A)
is the element corresponding to the identity map on A. Of course, the map A, also reflects
other functorial relations corresponding to the fact that A is a R-Hopf algebra. The point
of view of considering A, instead of p is useful as it allows explicit computations as we
will see later on. Now, starting from an R-module V', we denote by V, the commutative
R-group functor on the category of R-algebras sending S — V,(S) =V Qg S.

For all positive integers 7, we define the n-th cohomology group

H™(G.V) := H! (G, V,)

where Hf (G, V,) denotes the Hochschild cohomology of the G-module V. An impor-
tant point is that the groups H" (G, V') depend only on the action of G on V. To be precise,
there exists a complex C*(G, V) where C"(G,V) =V Qr A--- Qr A (n-times Qr A)
whose boundary maps depend only on A, and such that H"(G, V) = H"(C"(G, V)).
For more information on this, we refer the reader to the book of Demazure and Gabriel
(see [2, Chap. 2, Sec. 3]).

One important tool that we need for studying deformations of a finite flat group scheme
is the adjoint representation. As we will see later on, such special representation plays a
central role in the description of the group structures which can be attached to a certain
deformation. Let R(g) be the R-algebra of dual R-numbers, i.e., R[T]/(T?). Denote by
P : R(g) = R the projection which sends p(1) = 1 and p(e) = 0. The Lie group of a finite
flat group scheme G over R is defined as Lie(G)(R) = Ker(p : G(R(¢)) = G(R)). The
group G acts functorially on Lie(G) in the following way, called adjoint representation
of G:

Adg : G(R) — GL (Lie(G)(R))
g (xi(g)xi(e)™")

where i : G(R) — G(R(¢)) is induced by the injection i : R < R(e) such thati(1) = 1.

We recall that there are two compatible operations on Lie(G)(R) by R and G(R). Now,
we have a canonical isomorphism as R-modules (see, for example, [2, Chap. II, Sec. 4,
Cor. 3.6]) Lie(G)(R) = Dy(wger)(R) = Modg (wgek, R). Moreover, since G is finite
flat we have that such an R-module is also canonically isomorphic to Mody (Ig/I2. R)
where /¢ is the augmentation ideal of G. Using the additive notation for the elements of
the Lie group of G (namely x = e®*), we have that the explicit adjoint representation as
R-module:

Adg : G(R) — GL (Modg (Ig /1. R))

is determined by the formula
ge® g7l = fAde(®)f

forall g € G(R) and all € Mody (Ig/12, R). We denote with Vg = Mody (Ig/I2%. R)
the adjoint representation of G.
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Now, we introduce the connection between the adjoint representation introduced above
and the deformation theory of the group scheme G. The first result deals with deformations
of group laws (this is a specialization of [3, SGA 3, Exp. III, Thm. 3.5]).

Theorem 3.1. Let S be a scheme and let I and J be two quasi-coherent ideals such that
J C I and I -J = 0defining respectively closed sub-schemes Sy and Sj.

Let X be a finite flat S-scheme and denote by Xy and X the S-subschemes of X
obtained by base change via natural projections modulo the ideals I and J. Assume that
Xy has the structure of S-group scheme and denote by Lo the commutative Sy-group
functor given by the derivations of X/ So, i.e.,

Homyg, (*, Lo) := Homg, (a)}(O/SO ®0s, Ox, J B0y, O,).

The So-group functor Ly acts on Xy via its adjoint representation. Moreover, the existence
of a structure of S-group scheme on X is equivalent to the following two conditions:

(i)  there exists a S-scheme morphism P : X x X — X which induces modulo J
the group law Py of X,

(i)  a certain obstruction class c(Py) € H3(Xy, Lo) (corresponding to the associa-
tivity property which P has to satisfy) is zero.

In addition, if the conditions (i), (i1) are both satisfied, the set E of group laws of X (mod-
ulo S-automorphisms of X ) inducing the group law Py on X is a principal homogeneous
space for the abelian group H*(Xy, Lg).

The proof of this result is particularly useful as it allows explicit computations. Indeed,
we now briefly recall how the second cohomology group of the adjoint representation
acts on the set of group laws. As it will be clear later on, this will allow us to classify
certain group structures. We translate the above theorem with the terminology adopted in
this article. Let E be the set of R-automorphisms orbits of group laws P on a finite flat
group scheme G defined over R, such that after reducing modulo the ideal J we have
that P coincides exactly with the group law of G ® R/JR over R/JR. Let I = wm be
the maximal ideal of the local Artin ring R of residue field k. By the above result, we
know that E is a principal homogeneous space for the abelian group H?(Gy, Vag) where
Vaa is the k-adjoint representation of Gg. Note that for this fact we are using that the
groups involved are finite and flat. Denote the action of an element § € H?(Gy, Vag) on
an element u € E by § - u. Now, in order to make computations explicit we consider the
action of H?(G/k, Vaq) on E on points. Set a coefficient ring, say the R-algebra S. We
have that for all g, g’ € G(S) and for all u, u’ € E(S) we have that:

(g &) = 81, 1) (g0, 80) - 11(8. &) = 1(g, &) + D) (g0,g)) € G(S)
= Homp_ a1, (4, S)

where the derivation Dy, 1) (g0-8}) is the derivation associated to the image of (go, g;)
via the 2-cocycle 8(u, ') € H?(Gy, Vaq) which is the one corresponding to the couple
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(i, 1'). Note that we are using that E is a principal homogeneous space, i.e., the action
of the abelian group H?(Gy, Vaqg) is free and transitive which grant the existence and
unicity of § as a function of u and u’. Moreover, as a k-module homomorphism, the
image of D11 (g0.g4) 15 contained in the ideal (r) in R. This is a fundamental point
which ensures that the R-algebra homomorphism determined by (g, g’) plus the R-
module homomorphism Dy, 111)(g,.¢7) 18 still an R-algebra homomorphism.

The second and final result that we need concerns lifts of group morphisms and allows
us to transport group structures via infinitesimal deformations. To be precise, we have the
following (this is specialization of [3, SGA 3, Exp. IlI, Thm. 2.1]).

Theorem 3.2. Let S be a scheme and let I and J be two quasi-coherent ideals such that
J CIand]lI -J = 0defining respectively closed sub-schemes Sy and Sj.

Consider the following:

(i) X an S-group scheme,

(ii) Lo the commutative Sy-group scheme given by the derivations of X¢/ Sy, i.e.,
Homs, (%, Lo) := Home, (wy, /5, ®0s, Ox. J Q05, Ox),

(iii) Y aflat S-group scheme and fj : Y; — Xy a morphism of Sj-group schemes.
Then we have that fy lifts to a S-group scheme morphism [ 1Y — X if and only if the
following two statements hold:

1) fr liftsto a S-scheme morphism f : Y — X,

(i)  a certain obstruction class c¢( fy) € H*(Yy, Ly) is zero.

4. Classification of the deformations of G,

In this section, we study the problem of classifying as explicitly as possible all the defor-
mations of the groups G, . Deformation theory for general finite flat group schemes is
a relatively complicated problem in the sense that the deformation functor is not always
representable. In the case of deformations of commutative groups, the problem has been
solved by Oort and Mumford in a positive way (see [9]). For example, we mention now a
useful result which will be used later on and it concerns the classification of finite flat R-
group schemes of order a prime p. To be precise, Oort and Tate have proven the following
(see [16] or [8]).

Proposition 4.1. Let p be a prime. There exists a polynomial Wy, € Z,[x, y] such that for
every R complete local Noetherian ring of residue characteristic p and for any finite flat
group scheme G over R of order p, we have that G = Spec(A) where A = R[t]/(t? —ar)
with group operation given by:

T T+ 172+ bWy(11, 12)

for some a,b € R such thatab = p € R.
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This result is a fundamental step in deformation theory of finite flat group schemes
in order to understand how complicated deformations might be in relation to possible
necessary ramification of the base ring (here represented by the relation ab = p in R). In
particular, the above result describes all the possible deformations of the finite flat group
scheme «,. As the k-group schemes in the family G, are non-commutative extra care is
needed. We are ready now to present the first main result of the section.

Theorem 4.1. Let p be a prime and let R be a local Artin ring of perfect residue field
k of positive characteristic p. Let G be a deformation over R of the k-group scheme
G = oy X (Lpm with parameter A € {1,..., p™ —1}.

Then the characteristic of R is p and we have the following classification:

i) ifvp(A) # m — 1, the deformations of G, over R are trivial, i.e.,
G~ (ap Xy /’Lp”’) XSpec(k) SPCC(R);

(i) ifvp(A) =m — 1, the deformations of G m-1 over R form a 1-dimensional family
(over k) of non-commutative finite flat R-group schemes of order p™*!.

Moreover, in (ii), there is a unique a € k such that we have an isomorphism:
G ~ H, as R-group schemes,
where H, =~ Spec(R[x, y]/(x?, y?™)) is endowed with the group law

x»—>(1+y)pm71®x+x®1+aan(x®l,l®x),
Yy yYyR1I+1Qy+y®y.

for the polynomial Wy (x,x") = W.

We now proceed in proving the above result in several different steps. The strategy is
to proceed by induction on the length of R. When the length of R is 1, everything follows
by observing that one can take R = k. Now, assume that we are under the induction
hypothesis and let 7 € Ann(mg). We have that the length of R/ R is strictly smaller
than the one of R, so we can apply the inductive hypothesis. First, this implies that the
characteristic of R/mR is p, hence there exists an element y € R such that p = yx. Now,
the deformation G over R of G, can be described explicitly (scheme-theoretically) by
polynomials f and g inside R[x, y] such that, writing G = Spec(A4),

~ Rlx, "
A = Rlx y]/(xp_nf(x,y),yp —ng(x.y))

Now, the Hopf R-algebra structure on A is given by the group law:
(x,y) 06 (¢, y) = (X' I+ )" +x+7hi(x. 5", 3, ¥), y+3' +yy +7ha (x5, 3, 5),

for certain polynomials /1 and k5 in R[x,x’, y,y']/(x?,x'?, yP" y'P™).
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We first prove that the characteristic of R is p, i.e., every deformation of G, lives
in positive characteristic p. Consider two points 2 = (x, y) and #’ = (x’, y’) in G and
impose that & og A’ is still an element in G to deduce relations concerning the polynomials
f.g,hy and h,.

The following conditions have to hold:

KA+ +x+mh)’ —af (XA + )+ x+xhiy +y 4y +7hy) =0,

O+ +yy +rh)?" —rg(xX'(L+ ) +x +7hi,y +y +yy +mhy) =0.
Since 72 = 0 and since R/mR has characteristic p we have that:

&+ 0P —af A+ )+ xy+ ) +yy) =0,
G +Y + )" —rg U+ +x v+ +3)) =0

because 7 f(z + why,z' + why) = wf(z,z’). Now, since h and i’ belong to G we have
that x? — f(x,y) = x’* — £ (x’, ") = 0 and focusing on the first equation in the above
system we have:

p—1
xlp(l + y)A.p + Z(p)(xl(l + y)/\,)kxp—k
k=1 k
+xP —gf (XU + ) +x,y+y +yy)=0

so we deduce that:

mf (& Y)+ )M+ (XA + )+ x) =P A+ p) P —xP
+af(x,y)—mf (XA + ) +x,y+y +yy)=0.

(x+x)P—xP—x'?
D

Denoting by W, (x,x") = , the expression becomes:

T(yWp(x. X' L+ ) = f(XA+ ) +x, 9 +y +y))
F L)+ FE YA+ ) ) =0

imposing y = y’ = 0, we get:
n(pr(x,x’) — f(x+x,0) + f(x,0) + f(x',O)) =0.

Note that inside the square parenthesis, there is the monomial yx’x?~! (coming from the
polynomial W,) and it is the only monomial of that degree because deg,. (f(x,y)) <p—1.
We deduce that y € g and as a consequence, since 7y = p and since 7 € Ann(mg) we
deduce that p = 0in R, i.e., char(R) = p > 0. This completes the first part of the proof.

Remark 4.1. It is interesting to notice that the above computation still holds when A = 0,
i.e., if we were in a situation where G is a deformation of the k-group scheme Gy =~
ap X ppm. However, it is clear that deformations of «, X ppm exist also over some ring
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of characteristic 0, e.g. H X jt,m where H is a deformation of o, (described by Oort and
Tate in [16]) and all groups are taken over a ring R over which p ramifies. Indeed, the
issue is in the assumption that a generic deformation G are only of the form considered
in this article. In other words, a similar conclusion of Theorem 4.1 is false for the case
A=0.

Taking up again the system of equations of before, and implementing the new infor-
mation that the characteristic of R is p, we have that:

{f(x'(l 0 xy+ Y +yy) = ) + YA+ ),
A+ +xy+y +yy) =glx.y) + gy

for the second equation we have used that:
G+ + ) —rg(K A+ +x v+ +yy) =0
and so
Yy Py — g (X (L ) 4 xy Y+ 0)) =0
and substituting inside
y" —mg(x.y) =y —mg(x'.y) = 0.

In order to understand the underlying R-scheme structure of G, we have to classify all
the possible polynomials f, g € R[x, y], knowing that the characteristic of R is p. It
might be possible that a direct computational approach allows one to classify f and g
by imposing that the couple f, g has to satisfy that if 42 and 4’ are two generic points in
G then the coordinates of & og i’ have also to satisfy the equations x? — 7 f(x, y) =
yP" — wg(x,y) = 0. We prefer here to proceed in a more conceptual way.
We know that:
G = Spee (R© y]/(xp —nf )y —mg(x.y)

with group law depending on the parameter A € {1,..., p™ — 1} and certain polynomi-
als iy and hy in R[x,x’, y, y']. Define the vector F(x,y) = (f(x,y).g(x,y))T and
F(x,y) := F(x, y) mod mg. Consider now as usual two generic elements & = (x, y)
and i/ = (x', ') in G, we have:

F(hog ') = F((x,y)og, (x'.)")
_ (f((x,y) oG, (x',)))
g((X, y) OG, (X/, y/))
_ (f(x, y)+ f(x YA+ p)*P
gx,y) +gx'.y")

— S(x,y) 1+ y)AP ()) (f(X’,y’))
- (g(x’Y)) i ( o 1) gwryy) mOdTE

) mod mp

) mod mpg
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hence we deduce the relation:

A
Fhog, 1) = F(h) + ((1 +0y) ! ?) Fi).

Define now the k-vector space V = ke, @ ke, over which G, acts via:
. % klx, m
A:V >V Q [ y]/xp,yp)

where A(e;) = e; ® (1 + y)*? and A(ez) = es.

The relation proven above for F(x, y) is equivalent to say that F is a crossed homo-
morphism from G, to V and as such, we can identify it with a 1-cocycle for the represen-
tation V, i.e., F € H'(G,, 17).

We recall now that G, = ) X, f4pm, i.€., it fits into a split exact sequence 0 — ap —
G — ppm — 0. The action of G on V factors via the quotient j,~. Now, diagonalizable
group schemes, such as =, satisfy the following useful property (on which we rely also
later on, so we state it properly).

Proposition 4.2. Let H be a diagonalizable k-group scheme and p : H — GL(V) a linear
representation of H, then for alln > 0 we have that H*(H, V) = 0.

Proof. See, for example, [2, Chap. I, Sec. 3, Prop. 4.2]. This result holds for any base R
which is a “model” in the sense of [2]. [

Moreover, we can combine the above result with the following.

Proposition 4.3. Let G be a finite flat k-group scheme and let N be a finite flat normal
subgroup scheme inside G. Let W be any G-module and assume that G/ N (which is as
well a finite flat k-group scheme) is diagonalizable. Then for all i > 0 we have isomor-
phisms:

HI(G, W) HI(N,W)O/N.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 4.2 applied to Grothendieck’s generalization
of the Lyndon—Hochschild—Serre spectral sequence. See, for example, [7, Cor. 6.9]. ]

For n € N, we recall that the action of G on the cohomology groups H" (N, W) is
deduced by the action of G on the cocycles C*(N, W) = W ® O(N)®" which comes
from the action of G on N via conjugation and on W via its G-module structure (see,
for example, [7, Sec. 6.7]). Finally, we have that Proposition 4.3 allows us to compute
explicitly.

Proposition 4.4. For A € {1,..., p™ — 1}, we have H'(G,,V) = 0.

Proof. First, we recall that the G -representation V' decomposes as a direct sum L @ G,
(with L = G, as k-group schemes) where the action of a generic element g = (x, y) € G
on L is given by the multiplication by (1 + y)*? and it is the trivial one on the second
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factor G,. By Proposition 4.3, we have that:
HY(G). V)= H'(G,,L)® H'(G;,G,) = H'(ap, L) & H'(atp, Gg)"r™ .

We have that H!(G,, G,) = Gri(G,. G,) is the k-group scheme of endomorphisms of
G, which is isomorphic to the group {p(x) = D ;., a;x?" with a; € k} with the usual
addition of polynomials (see, for example, [2, Chap_). 2, Sec. 3.4]). Hence, we have that
any 1-cocycle z : o, = G, corresponds to a polynomial p,(x) = a,x for some a; € k
(since x? = 0). A direct computation shows that both actions of p,= on L and the trivial
one on G, are incompatible with the conjugation on «, (which corresponds to sending a
generic element x of «, to (1 + y)*x). As a consequence, we have that H'Y(ap, L)trm =
H'(ap, Gg)Pr™ = 0. L]

We deduce then that F is a 1-coboundary, or equivalently, there exists (c,d) € k2
such that for every & = (x, y) € G, we have that F(h) = p(h) - (c,d)T — (¢, d)T . After
making the representation p explicit, we have that there exists some polynomials z; and
z, in R[x, y] with coefficients in mi g such that

f(x,y)) _ (C[(l + )M — 1]+ zl) _

Fley) = (g(x,y) ¥dy)

Since 7 € Ann(mpg), we deduce that 77 f(x, y) = cx[(1 + y)*” — 1] and wg(x, y) = 0.
Finally, we conclude that the underlying R-scheme structure of the generic deformation
G over R of G, has to have the form:

G = spec (KL y]/(xl’ —ex[(1+ )" —1], yp'"))'

Note also that (since char(R) = p) (1 + y)*? = 1 + y*? if and only if A is a power of p.
Hence, we first simplify a bit the expression c7[(1 + y)*? — 1] by using the results in
Section 2. By Lemma 2.2, we have indeed that without loss of generality we can assume
that A = p for a certain integer v > 0 and so cx[(1 + y)*? — 1] = cnyperl . Summarizing
what we have proven until now, we have that for every deformation G of G, we have the
following isomorphisms of R-schemes:

G = Spec (R[x, y]/(xp _ cnypvﬂ,ypm)) for some ¢ € k.

Our goal is to prove the following stronger description.

Proposition 4.5. Forall A € {1,..., p™ — 1}, we have that every finite flat deformation
G over R of Gy, is isomorphic as R-scheme to Spec(R[x, y]/(xP, y?™)), i.e., to the base
change G, ®r R.

Our aim is now to prove that as R-schemes, we have an isomorphism between G and
Spec(R[x, y]/(x?, yP™)), i.e., ¢ = 0. This point of the proof is the most delicate as the
situation is substantially different from the one treated in [11] where v, (1) = 0 and a new
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approach is necessary. Indeed, if v, (A1) = 0, it is possible to directly conclude by a linear
isomorphic substitution after observing that x? — cr[(1 + y)*? — 1] = (x — wy)? after
suitably extending R finitely flatly by adding an element w such that w” = cw. However,
when v, (A) > 1, the situation is much more subtle because such a substitution is not
available. Our first goal is to determine the possible values of the constant ¢ € k. Since G is
an R-group scheme with neutral element (0, 0) we have that in order for the group axioms
to be satisfied we have that /1; (x, y,0,0) = 1;(0,0,x’,y") = 0 fori = 1, 2. The strategy is
to use the inductive hypothesis on R/ R and k to transport certain group structures from
the infinitesimal deformations (i.e., deformations over R /R where 72 = 0) to G over R.
We recall that, using the additive notation for the elements of the Lie group of G (namely
x = e®), the explicit adjoint representation as R-module:

Adg : G(R) — GL (Modk(Ig /1. R))

is determined by the formula

gesfg—l — ¢®AdG (@) f

forall g € G(R) and all f € Mody(Ig/12, R). Let now consider the case where G = G,
defined over a finite perfect field k of positive characteristic p. We know that:

G = Spec (k[x, y]/xp’ yp’”)>

with group law given by (x, y) og, (x",»") = (x'(1 + W+ x,y+y +yy).
Let g = (x/,y’) and denote by g~ = (x”, y”). The following relations hold:
(] + y/)/lx// + x/ — 0,
y/ + y// + yly// — O.

Let f(x,y) =arx +bry € Modk(IGA/IZA, R) where Ig, = (x,y) as an ideal inside

O(G}). Now, we impose that ge®/ g1 = ¢#A46(&).f In other words, we have to compute

get g7 = f(go(x,y)og™") as an element in Modk(IGA/IZA, R). We have that:
Sy o (x,y) o (x". ")
= FA+MA+ M +x]+ X +y+ + 3"+ 0+ + ")

Now, using the relations between g and g~ ! and that we are doing computations modulo

the ideal (x, y)? inside O(G,) = k[x, y](x?, y?"), we conclude that the above expression

is equal to:
nNA ’
S+ x—ax'y.y) = f(((l +90 xlx) (ch))

where we used that (1 + y)* = 1 + Ay mod (x, y)?. We deduce finally that the a adjoint
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representation of G, is the representation:
Adg, : GA(R) — GL (Modx (g, /13,. R))

-
g=(x,y)'—>((1 +Oy) ?x)

‘We have now enough information for computing the cohomology of V4 as a Gj-module.
To be precise, we have the following.

Proposition 4.6. Let A € {1,..., p™ — 1} and let V4 be the adjoint representation of G,
overk.
We have that:

(Wp) ifvp(l) =m—1,

H?*(Gy, V) =
(G Vaa) {0 otherwise;

where the class W), represents the polynomial Wy (x,x") = %[(x + x)P — xP — x'?].

Proof. When v,(A) = 0, the claim has been proven by Schoof (see [11, Lem. 3.2]).
Assume now that v, (1) > 1. Itis well known that H?(atp, G4) = (W,) (see, for example,
[2, Chap. II, Sec. 3, Cor. 4.8]). By Proposition 4.3, we have that:

HZ(G/X, Vad) = Hz(ap» Vad)upm = HZ(aps L/)Mpm S HZ(Olps Ga)upm ,

where L’ = G, (as k-group schemes) has a y,=-module structure given by the action of
Hpm sending x to (1 + y)*x and where the action of ptpm on Gy is the trivial one. It is
straightforward to check how p,m acts on every 2-cocycle ocg — G, by directly checking
how it acts on the 2-cocycle given by W,. In order to find the j,=-invariants, we have
to impose that the 2-cocycle W, is invariant under the simultaneous action of p,= via
conjugation on o, and the adjoint representation action on either the first factor L’ or the
second factor G,. A direct computation shows that only one case is non-trivial. Indeed,
let y € pupm be represented by the variable y. Then considering the trivial action of pipm
on G, we have:

Wy (v (x, X)) = Wy ((1+ p)*x, (14 1) %) = (14 ) Wy (x, x).
Hence, we have that H2 (ap, Gg)*r™ is different from zero if and only if
Wy (y(x,x")) = Wp(x,x")

which happens, by the above computation, if and only if v,(1) = m — 1 (note that we are
assuming A > 1). We deduce that H?(ap, L')*»" = 0 and H?(atp, Go)Hr™ = (W,,) (if
Vp(A) = m — 1 and 0 otherwise). |

As a consequence of Proposition 4.6 and thanks to Theorem 3.1 (see also the discus-
sion following the theorem), we can completely classify all group structures of the generic
deformation of G by describing explicitly the polynomials /; and /5. To be precise, we
have the following.
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Lemma 4.1. The polynomials hy and h, in R[x, y,x’, y'] satisfy the following properties:

l.fl)p(k) ;'é m—1, thenhy =hy, =0,
ifup(A) =m —1, thenhy € (Wy(x.x")) and hy = 0.

Proof. We have that the action of H%(G,, Vaq) on the principal homogeneous space E
of group laws on G depends only on the derivations evaluated in o, by Proposition 4.6. A
direct computation shows that for ¢ = (x, y) and g’ = (x’, y’) the morphism (g, g’) :=
(x +x',y +y" + yy') defines a group law on G, i.e., j19 € E, and because of Theorem 3.1
any other group law x is uniquely obtained by translations via derivations, i.e., (g, g’) =
Ho(g, &) + Dyugu(go. 8;) Where go and gy are the reductions mod k of g and g’ and
are generic elements of G,. Finally, since the derivation D (g0, &) has image living
in the ideal (7) and depends only on x and x’, in the only non-zero case (i.e., when
vp(A) = m — 1) we have that the image of D, (g0, gg) is exactly an W, (x, x’) for
somea € k. L]

Note that in all cases we have h; (x,0) = h; (0,x") = 0 fori = 1,2 because of the axiom
for the neutral element. If v,(A) = v = m — 1, one obtains immediately Proposition 4.5.
Hence, we restrict our attention to the case v,(A) # m — 1. Consider the R-scheme mor-
phism:

¢ : N := Spec (R[x]/(x?)) < G = Spec (R[x. y]/(x? — cnypu+l,y1’m))

where ¢ corresponds to the natural projection for y = 0.

Lemma 4.2. Forall A € {1,..., p™ — 1}, the R-scheme N has a group law for which
it is a normal R-subgroup scheme of G with the closed immersion given by the R-group
morphism ¢ and N = ay, as R-group schemes.

Proof. By inductive hypothesis, we know that after taking a base change to R/w R, we have
that H ® R/nR has the structure of an R /m R-group scheme isomorphic to j,m/R/7R
and ¢ ® R/7R is a R/mR-group scheme homomorphism. The idea now is to use the
results from SGA mentioned above to transport these group structures from the infinitesi-
mal deformations over R/ R to R. Note the fundamental fact that N is a flat R-scheme
of finite type over R.

According to Theorem 3.1, in order to prove that N has the structure of group scheme
we have to verify two statements. First that there exists a R-scheme morphism Py :
N x N — N which specialize to the group law of «, after base change to R/7R and
second, that a certain class ¢(Py) € H3(ap/k, Vaq) (corresponding to the associativ-
ity property of Py ) is zero. For the first part, note that G as a R-group scheme has its
group law which can be seen as a R-scheme morphism P : G x G — G which induces
the usual group law on G, after base changing to R/wR (by inductive hypothesis).
Because of Lemma 4.1, taking the restriction of P to generic elements of N we get that
P((x,0), (x’,0)) = (x + x’ + mhy,0). Hence, defining Py as the restriction of P to N
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we get a well-defined R-schemes morphism Py : N X N — N satisfying the required
properties. Now, the class c(Py) € H 3(0{1,, Vaq) which corresponds to the associativity
property of Py is nothing else than the image of the respective class ¢(P) € H3(Gy, Vaq)
under the group homomorphism H 3 (G, Vag) > H 3(ap, Vaaq) induced by the inclusion
ap <> G, (because Py is defined as the restriction of P to N x N). Since P is a group
law, we have that ¢(P) = 0 which implies that ¢(Py) = 0. We conclude that N has the
structure of a finite flat group R-scheme. Now, applying Theorem 3.2 to the R-scheme
morphism ¢ together with the (necessary) induction hypothesis that ¢ ® R/ R is the
closed immersion corresponding to the projection y = 0, we can conclude that ¢ is also a
closed immersion R-group scheme morphism.

Alternatively, it can be checked by formulas that the R-scheme morphism ¢ preserves
the group law via a direct computation as everything is explicit. Finally, because the group
law of N is explicit, another direct computation shows that N is a normal R-subgroup
scheme inside G. This concludes the lemma. |

Now that we endowed N with a finite flat R-subgroup scheme structure which makes
it normal inside G, which allows us to take the quotient. As this procedure is usually
delicate because the category of finite flat affine group schemes over an arbitrary R is
not an abelian category, we state precisely a result of Grothendieck which grants us the
existence of the quotient of G by N as a finite flat group scheme over R (see, for example,
[15, Sec. 3] or [14, Sec. 6.3] or [10]):

Theorem 4.2. Let N be a finite flat closed normal subgroup of an affine finite group
scheme G over R. Then the quotient group fpqc sheaf G/ N is representable by an affine
finite group scheme H, which coincides with the categorical cokernel for the inclusion
N C G with the natural projection G — G/ N being finite and faithfully flat.

Moreover, if G = Spec(A) and N = Spec(A/J) is commutative then G/ N = Spec(B)
where the R-algebra B is described explicitlyby B={a€ A : c(a)=1®a mod (J ® A)},
where ¢ denotes the co-multiplication on A.

The fact that the natural projection G — G/ N is finite and faithfully flat implies in
particular that G is finite flat if and only if G/ N is finite and flat (note that we are assuming
as hypothesis that N is already finite and flat). Coming back to our case, since G is a finite
flat deformation of G, we have that G/N is a finite flat R-group scheme. Moreover, we
have that N = Spec(R[x]/(x?)) with the group law mentioned above is commutative
because it is a finite flat group scheme of prime order (this is a result of Oort and Tate, see,
for example, [16]). Hence, G/ N is isomorphic to Spec(B) where B is the R-subalgebra
of R[x, y]/(x? — cny”vﬂ , y?™) such that

B_ {a c R[x,y]/(xp ey oy e@) = 1@ amod () ® A)}

where as usual, the group law of G is determined by ¢(x) = (1 + y)* ® x + x ® 1 and
c(»)=1®y+y®I1+y® y (after Lemma 4.1). It is straightforward to check that B
is the R-subalgebra of R[x, y]/(x? — cny‘”vJrl , ¥P") generated by the elements x? and y
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with relation x? — cwy? "' = 0. Indeed we have that because the formulas for ¢ holds as
above, the element x does not belong to B but the elements x? and y do (and no smaller
power of x belongs to B). Note also that (x?)? = 0 because 72 = 0. If ¢ # 0, the relation
xP —cmy? =0 prevents the R-algebra B to be free (note that R is local) which would
contradict the fact that Spec(B) is a finite and flat R-group scheme. This allows us to
conclude directly that ¢ must be zero. Another equivalent way to prove that ¢ = 0 comes
from the deformation theory of j,=. Indeed, the finite flat R-group scheme G/N is a
deformation of upm,ie., G/N Qg k = ppm [k (because base change of algebraic groups
preserves exactness under flatness hypothesis). However, the k-group scheme ;= does
not admit non-trivial deformations over a local Artin ring R, i.e., we have the following.

Proposition 4.7. Let R be a local Artin ring. Let H be a finite flat R-group scheme such
that H @ k = upm, then we have that H = ppm / R. In other words, all deformations of
Wpm are trivial for all positive integers m.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the fact that the category of R-group schemes
which are of multiplicative type and finite over R is equivalent to the same category over
R/mpgR = k, and we know that H @g k = p,m is of multiplicative type. This implies
that H and pup,= over R have to be isomorphic. See, for example, [1, SGA 3, Exp. X,
Cors. 2.3 and 2.4, Rem. 4.0.1 and Lem. 4.1]. [

We conclude that we have an isomorphism G/N 2 p,» as R-group schemes, which
implies that B 2 R[y]/(y?") which holds if and only if ¢ = 0. Finally, for all A we have
that:

>~ R[x7 y] m
G = spec (R V 0 yom)
with group law given for a certain a € k by:
(x.y) o (') = (L + )" +x 4+ anWy(x.x).y + '+ yy').

This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.5. By Lemma 4.1, we conclude that if v, (1) #
m — 1 there are no non-trivial deformations of G, over R,i.e., G = G} ®; R = ap X,
pm which explicitly is the R-scheme R[x, y]/(x?, y?") with group structure given by
(x, ) oG, (¥, ¥) = (1 + y)*x" +x,y + '+ y)").

If v,(A) = m — 1, we have that the deformations of G, form a 1-dimensional family
H, (with parameter a € k) of non-commutative R-group schemes of order p™+!. We
have that the family of finite flat R-group schemes H, can be explicitly described as:
H, = Spec (R[x, y]/xp’ ypm)>
with group law given by:

(x,9) 06 (&', )) = (L + 07" X"+ x +anWy(x,x), y + ' +yy).

This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1. Finally, we can apply Theorem 4.1 to the prob-
lem of understanding if any finite flat deformation G over R of G} is killed by its order.
In particular, we conclude with the following.
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Theorem 4.3. Let R be a local Artin ring of positive residue characteristic p. Let G be
a deformation over R of the k-group scheme G, for any A € {1,..., p™ ). Then G is
killed by its order.

Proof. By Theorem 4.1, if v,(1) # m — 1, we have that G = (ap Xy Jlpm) Xspec(k)
Spec(R) over R and we conclude that also G is killed by its order.

Now, assume that v, (1) = m — 1. By Theorem 4.1, for any deformation G over R of
Gpm-1 there exista € k such that we have that G = H,. Wecan perform now computations
as the group law is also explicit in this case. Indeed, given a generic element i = (x, y) €

H,, we have that

p"—1
m—1 m
"), y) = (x S (4 "y )
k=0
because W,(x, x) = 0 since x? = 0. Since y?" = 0 the second component is zero.
Finally, the same exact computation performed in Section 2 can be repeated here which

m—1

grants us that also the first component is indeed zero because Z,’(’:gl(l + y)k" T =
prl Z,’;;(l)(l + y)k?"™" = 0 because R is of characteristic p. This proves that [p™]
kills H, and in particular we deduce that G is killed by its order. This concludes the proof
of the theorem. |
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