
Chapter X. Tate modules, p-divisible groups, and the fundamental group.

If X is an abelian variety over the complex numbers, the associated analytic manifold can be
described as a complex torus V/Λ, with V a C-vector space and Λ ⊂ V a lattice. Topologically
this is a product of spheres, and the fundamental group can be identified with Λ ∼= Z2g (with
g = dim(X)). Many properties of X can be expressed in terms of this lattice, and in fact we see
that Λ together with the complex structure on V = Λ⊗Z R completely determines X.

Over an arbitrary ground field, we can no longer naturally associate a lattice of rank 2g
to a g-dimensional abelian variety (see ??), and we have to look for a substitute for Λ. The
starting point is the remark that, over C, the fundamental group is also the group of covering
transformations of the universal covering of X, and its pro-finite completion classifies the finite
coverings of X. Analytically, such finite coverings can be described as V/Λ′ → V/Λ where
Λ′ ⊂ Λ is a subgroup of finite index; the covering group is then Λ/Λ′. In particular, one finds
that any finite covering is dominated by a covering of the form [n]X : X → X (which corresponds
to taking Λ′ = nΛ), which has covering group isomorphic to the n-torsion subgroup X[n] ⊂ X.
This leads to a description of the pro-finite completion of π1(X, 0) as the projective limit of the
finite groups X[n]. (Cf. Cor. (10.37).)

Finite coverings of X, as well as torsion points of X, can be studied over arbitrary ground
fields. Restricting to the "-primary part, for a prime number ", we are led to consider the so-
called Tate-"-module T!X of X, which is a good "-adic analogue of the fundamental group, and
which can be defined in elementary terms. These Tate modules turn out to be very useful, and
will play an important role in the study of endomorphisms.

If the ground field has positive characteristic p then the Tate-p-module of X has a somewhat
different structure than the T!X for " %= p, and there is another object, called the p-divisible
group, that contains finer information. This p-divisble group, denoted X[p∞], will be introduced
in the second paragraph.

In the second half of the chapter we give a brief introduction to Grothendieck’s theory of
the algebraic fundamental group. We then compute the (algebraic) π1 of an abelian variety, and
show that it can indeed be expressed—as already suggested above—in terms of Tate modules.

Throughout this chapter we work over a field k. We let ks denote a separable closure of k and
k an algebraic closure. The letter " is reserved for a prime number different from char(k).

§ 1. Tate-"-modules.

(10.1) LetX be a g-dimensional abelian variety over a field k. Let " be a prime number different
from char(k). As we have seen in (5.9) the group scheme X["n] has rank "2ng, and since this is
not divisible by char(k), Cor. (4.48) shows that X["n] is étale-étale.

In (3.26) we have seen that a finite étale group scheme is fully described by its group of
ks-valued points equipped with its natural action of Gal(ks/k). In the case of X["n] this means
we have to look at the group X["n]

(
ks
)
of "n-torsion points in X(ks), equipped with its natural
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Galois action.
Multiplication by " on X induces a homomorphism of group schemes ": X["n+1] → X["n].

Under the correspondence of (3.26) it corresponds to the homomorphism of abstract groups

": X["n+1]
(
ks
)
→ X["n]

(
ks
)
, (1)

which is Gal(ks/k)-equivariant. For varying n these maps make the collection
{
X["n]

(
ks
)}

n∈Z!0

into a projective system of abelian groups with Gal(ks/k)-action.

(10.2) Definition. Let X be an abelian variety over a field k, and let " be a prime number dif-
ferent from char(k). Then we define the Tate-"-module of X, notation T!X, to be the projective
limit of the system

{
X["n]

(
ks
)}

n∈Z!0
with respect to the transition maps (1). In other words,

T!X := lim
(
{0} !←− X["]

(
ks
) !←− X["2]

(
ks
) !←− X["3]

(
ks
) !←− · · ·

)
.

If char(k) = p > 0 then we define

Tp,étX := lim
(
{0} p←− X[p]

(
k
) p←− X[p2]

(
k
) p←− X[p3]

(
k
) p←− · · ·

)
.

In concrete terms this means that an element of T!X is a sequence x = (0, x1, x2, . . .) with
xn ∈ X(ks) an "n-torsion point, and with " · xn+1 = xn for all n. The addition on T!X is
done coordinatewise, and if we have an "-adic number a = (a0, a1, a2, . . .) with ai ∈ Z/"iZ and
ai+1 mod "i = ai, then a · x = (0, a1x1, a2x2, . . .).

In practice we often simply call T!X the Tate module of X, especially when the choice of "
plays no particular role.

Note that for " %= char(k) we get the same module T!X if in the definition we replace
X["n]

(
ks
)
by X["n]

(
k
)
; see Prop. (5.11). In fact, we prefer to state the definition using the

separable closure ks, as we usually want to consider T!X with its natural action of Gal(ks/k);
see below. For the definition of Tp,étX, it does make a difference that we work with torsion
points over k (and not ks); see (5.24).

Though the definition of Tp,étX is perfectly analogous to that of T!X, this “Tate-p-module”
is not really a good analogue of the Tate-"-modules. This is why we use a slightly different
notation for it. See further the discussion in § 2.

(10.3) It follows from (5.11) that T!X is (non-canonically) isomorphic to

lim
(
{0} !←− (Z/"Z)2g

!←− (Z/"2Z)2g
!←− (Z/"3Z)2g

!←− · · ·
)
= Z2g

! .

In other words, T!X is a free Z!-module of rank 2g. We also introduce

V!X := T!X ⊗Z! Q! ,

a Q!-vector space of dimension 2g.
But T! is not just a Z!-module. We have a natural action of Gal(ks/k) on the projective

system
{
X["n]

(
ks
)}

, and this gives rise to an integral "-adic representation

ρ!: Gal(ks/k) → GL(T!X) .

– 142 –



We refer to Appendix ?? for some basic notions on "-adic representations. If there is no risk of
confusion we use the same notation ρ! for the "-adic representation with values in GL(V!X).

Note that we can find back the group scheme X["n] from T!X with its Galois action, since
T!X/"nT!X ∼= X["n]

(
ks
)
. Therefore, knowing the Tate-"-module with its action of Gal(ks/k) is

equivalent to knowing the full projective system of group schemes X["n].

(10.4) The group Q!/Z! is the union of its subgroups "−nZ!/Z!. Phrased differently, Q!/Z! is
the inductive limit of the system {Z/"nZ}n!0, where the transition maps are the homomorphisms
Z/"nZ ↪→ Z/"n+1Z given by (1 mod "n) )→ (" mod "n+1).

The definition of the Tate-"-module may be reformulated by saying that

T!X = Hom
(
Q!/Z!, X(ks)

)
,

where we take homomorphisms of abstract groups. Indeed,

Hom
(
Q!/Z!, X(ks)

)
= lim

←−
n

Hom
(
Z/"nZ, X(ks)

)
= lim

←−
n

X["n]
(
ks
)
,

where in the last term the transition maps are given by multiplication by ". Concretely, if
(0, x1, x2, . . .) with xn ∈ X["n](ks) is an element of T!X then the corresponding homomorphism
Q!/Z! → X(ks) sends the class of "−n to xn. In this description the Gal(ks/k)-action on T!X
is induced by the Galois action on X(ks).

(10.5) A homomorphism f : X → Y gives rise to a Z!-linear, Gal(ks/k)-equivariant map
T!f : T!X → T!Y . It sends a point (0, x1, x2, . . .) of T!X to the point

(
0, f(x1), f(x2), . . .

)

of T!Y .
Suppose f is an isogeny with kernel N ⊂ X. Applying Hom(Q!/Z!,−) to the exact sequence

0 −→ N(ks) −→ X(ks) −→ Y (ks) −→ 0 we obtain an exact sequence

0 −→ T!X
T!f−−→ T!Y −→ Ext1

(
Q!/Z!, N(ks)

)

−→ Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, X(ks)

)
−→ Ext1

(
Q!/Z!, Y (ks)

)
,

(2)

where the Ext terms are computed in the category Ab of abelian groups.
Let us first try to understand the term Ext1

(
Q!/Z!, N(ks)

)
. We use that if A and B are

abelian groups, multiplication by an integer n on Ext1(A,B) equals the map induced by [n]A
(multiplication by n on A), and also equals the map induced by [n]B .

Write N = N! ×N ! with N ! a group scheme of order prime to " and N! a group scheme of
"-power order. If m is the order of N ! then multiplication by m kills N !(ks) but is a bijection
on Q!/Z!. Hence

Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, N(ks)

)
= Ext1

(
Q!/Z!, N!(ks)

)
× Ext1

(
Q!/Z!, N

!(ks)
)

= Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, N!(ks)

)
.

Next consider the long exact sequence

· · · −→ Hom
(
Q!, N!(ks)

)
−→ Hom

(
Z!, N!(ks)

)

−→ Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, N!(ks)

)
−→ Ext1

(
Q!, N!(ks)

)
−→ · · · .

(3)

For a sufficiently big N!(ks) is killed by "a, so multiplication by "a induces the zero map on
all terms in (3). On the other hand, multiplication by "a is a bijection on Q! and therefore
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induces an bijection on the terms Exti
(
Q!, N!(ks)

)
. Hence the terms Hom

(
Q!, N!(ks)

)
and

Ext1
(
Q!, N!(ks)

)
vanish, and the conclusion is that

Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, N(ks)

) ∼= Hom
(
Z!, N!(ks)

) ∼= N!(ks) . (4)

Write E1(f): Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, X(ks)

)
→ Ext1

(
Q!/Z!, Y (ks)

)
for the map induced by f . We

claim it is injective. If the ground field k is perfect, so that ks = k, then we know from
Cor. (5.10) that X(ks) is a divisible group, and is therefore an injective object in the category
of abelian groups. Hence in this case Ext1

(
Q!/Z!, X(ks)

)
= 0. In the general case, we first

choose an isogeny g: Y → X such that g ◦f = [n]X for some positive integer n. Then E(g ◦f) is
multiplication by n on Ext1

(
Q!/Z!, X(ks)

)
. Now write n = "m · n′ with " ! n′. Multiplication

by n′ is a bijection on Q!/Z!; so it suffices to show that E1("m) is injective. But if we take
f = "m then the sequence (2) becomes

0 −→ T!X
!m−−→ T!X

δ−→ Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, X["m](ks)

)

−→ Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, X(ks)

) E1(!m)−−−−−→ Ext1
(
Q!/Z!, X(ks)

)
,

and it follows from (4) that δ is surjective. This proves our claim.
Finally we remark that the maps in (2) are equivariant for the natural Galois actions on all

terms. To summarize, we have the following conclusion.

(10.6) Proposition. Let f : X → Y be an isogeny of abelian varieties over a field k, with ker-
nel N . If " is a prime number with " %= char(k) then we have an exact sequence of Z!

[
Gal(ks/k)

]
-

modules
0 −→ T!X

T!f−−→ T!Y −→ N!(ks) −→ 0

where N!(ks) is the "-Sylow subgroup of N(ks).

(10.7) Corollary. If f : X → Y is an isogeny then for all " %= char(k) the induced map
V!f : V!X → V!Y is an isomorphism.

(10.8) The construction of the Tate module makes sense for arbitrary group varieties. Thus, if
G is a group variety over k and " %= char(k) then we can form

T!G := lim
(
{0} !←− G["]

(
ks
) !←− G["2]

(
ks
) !←− G["3]

(
ks
) !←− · · ·

)
.

In some cases the result is not very interesting. For instance, T!Ga = 0. But the Tate module of
the multiplicative group Gm is a fundamental object; so much so that it has a special notation:
we write

Z!(1) := T!Gm = lim
(
{1} ( )!←−−− µ!(ks)

( )!←−−− µ!2(ks)
( )!←−−− µ!3(ks)

( )!←−−− · · ·
)
.

(In this case we of course use multiplicative notation.) As a Z!-module, Z!(1) is free of rank 1.
The action of Gal(ks/k) is therefore given by a character

χ!: Gal(ks/k) → Z!
∗ = GL

(
Z!(1)

)
,

called the "-adic cyclotomic character.
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As discussed in Appendix ??, if T is any "-adic representation of Gal(ks/k) then we de-
fine T (n), called “T twisted by n”, to be

{
T ⊗Z! Z!(1)⊗n if n ! 0,
T ⊗Z! Z!(−1)⊗−n if n " 0,

where Z!(−1) := Z!(1)∨ and Z!(1)⊗0 is defined to be Z! with trivial Galois action. Concretely, if
ρ is the Galois action on T then T (n) is isomorphic to T as a Z!-module, but with σ ∈ Gal(ks/k)
acting via χ!(σ)n · ρ(σ).

(10.9) Proposition. We have a canonical isomorphism

T!X
t ∼= (T!X)∨

(
1
)
.

Proof. By Thm. (7.5) we have Xt["n] ∼= X["n]D, and therefore

Xt["n]
(
ks
) ∼= Hom

(
X["n]

(
ks
)
, k∗s

)
= Hom

(
X["n]

(
ks
)
, µ!n(ks)

)

as groups with Galois action. Now take projective limits. #

§ 2. The p-divisible group.

If char(k) = p > 0 then the “Tate-p-module” Tp,étX is in many respects not the right object
to consider. For instance, whereas T!X (for " %= char(k), as always) has rank 2g over Z!,
independent of ", the rank of the module Tp,étX equals the p-rank of X, and as we know this is
an integer with 0 " f(X) " g. In particular, Tp,étX could be zero.

We have seen that the Tate-"-module captures the full system of group schemes X["n]. That
this system can be encoded into a single Z!-module with Galois action is due to the fact that
X["n] is étale for every n. So we should really consider the full system of group schemes X[pn].
It turns out that it is most convenient to put these into an inductive system, and in this way
we arrive at the p-divisible group of an abelian variety.

Let us now first give the definition of a p-divisible group in a general setting.

(10.10) Definition. Let S be a base scheme. A p-divisible group over S, also called a Barsotti-
Tate group over S, is an inductive system

{
Gn ; in: Gn → Gn+1

}
n∈N

, in other words: G1
i1−→ G2

i2−→ G3
i3−→ · · · ,

where:
(i) each Gn is a commutative finite locally free S-group scheme, killed by pn, and flat when

viewed as a sheaf of Z/pnZ-modules;
(ii) each in: Gn → Gn+1 is a homomorphism of S-group schemes, inducing an isomorphism

Gn
∼−→ Gn+1[pn].

Homomorphisms of p-divisible groups are defined to be the homomorphisms of inductive
systems of group schemes.
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The flatness condition in (i) of the definition can be rephrased in more elementary terms,
as in the following lemma.

(10.11) Lemma. Let S be a scheme. Let p be a prime number. If H is an fppf sheaf of
Z/pnZ-modules on S then the following are equivalent:
(i) H is flat as a sheaf of Z/pnZ-modules;
(ii) Ker(pi) = Im(pn−i) for all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n}.

Proof. We closely follow Messing [1], Chap. I, § 1. For (i) ⇒ (ii), start with the exact sequence

Z/pnZ
pn−i

−−−→ Z/pnZ
pi

−→ Z/pnZ .

If H is flat over Z/pnZ then −⊗H gives an exact sequence

H
pn−i

−−−→ H
pi

−→ H (5)

and we see that (ii) holds.
For the proof of (ii) ⇒ (i) we use some results of Bourbaki [2]. These results are stated in

the context of modules over rings, but they carry over (with the same proofs) to the setting of
sheaves.

We use the flatness criterion, loc. cit., Chap. III, § 5, Thm. 1 together with ibid., Prop. 1.
This tells us that H is flat over Z/pnZ if and only if the following two conditions hold:
(a) H/pH is flat as a sheaf of Fp-modules;

(b) TorZ/p
nZ

1 (Z/piZ, H) = 0 for all i ! 0.
But (a) is trivially true, as Fp is a field. To see that (b) holds, start with

0 −→ Z/pn−iZ
pi

−→ Z/pnZ −→ Z/piZ −→ 0 .

This gives a long exact sequence

0 −→ TorZ/p
nZ

1 (Z/piZ, H) −→ H/pn−iH
pi

−→ H −→ H/piH −→ 0 .

But assumption (ii), equivalent to the exactness of (5), says precisely that pi: H/pn−iH → H is
injective. #

(10.12) Let {Gn; in} be a p-divisible group over S. If m and n are natural numbers then the
composition

im,n: Gm
im−−→ Gm+1

im+1−−−→ · · · im+n−1−−−−−→ Gm+n

gives an identification Gm
∼−→ Gm+n[pm]. Hence we may view Gm as a subgroup scheme

of Gm+n.
On the other hand, since Gm+n is killed by pm+n the map [pm]: Gm+n → Gm+n factors

through Gm+n[pn] = Gn. If there is no risk of confusion we simply write pm: Gm+n → Gn for
the induced homomorphism. By Lemma (10.11) this last map is an epimorphism. Hence the
sequence

0 −→ Gm
im,n−−−→ Gm+n

pm

−−→ Gn −→ 0 (6)

is exact.
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(10.13) Given a p-divisible group as in the above definition, we may consider the Gn as fppf
sheaves on S and form the limit

G := lim
−→
n

Gn ,

in the category of fppf sheaves of abelian groups. We can recover Gn from G by Gn = G[pn].

If
{
Gn

}
and

{
Hn

}
are two p-divisible groups and we form G := lim

−→
Gn and H := lim

−→
Hn,

then the homomorphisms from
{
Gn

}
to

{
Hn

}
are just the homomorphisms from G to H as

fppf sheaves. In other words, by passing from the inductive system
{
Gn

}
to the limit G we can

identify the category of p-divisible groups over S with a full subcategory of the category of fppf
sheaves in abelian groups over S.

An fppf sheaf G is (or “comes from”) a p-divisible group if and only if it satisfies the
following conditions:

(i) G is p-divisible in the sense that [p]G: G → G is an epimorphism;

(ii) G is p-torsion, meaning that G = lim
−→n

G[pn];

(iii) the subsheaves G[pn] are representable by finite locally free S-group schemes.

To go back from a sheaf G satisfying these conditions to a p-divisible group as defined
in (10.10), take Gn := G[pn], and let in: Gn → Gn+1 be the natural inclusion. It follows
from (i) that [pn]G is an epimorphism for all n, and this implies that for all m and n we have
an exact sequence as in (6). By Lemma (10.11), we conclude that each Gn is flat as a sheaf of
Z/pnZ-modules; hence the system {Gn; in}n is a p-divisible group. As a further simplification,
it can be shown that it suffices to require (iii) for G[p]; see Messing [1], Chap. I, § 1.

We can go one step further by remarking that, as a consequence of (ii), a p-divisible group G
has a natural structure of a sheaf in Zp-modules. More concretely, suppose we have a p-adic
number a = (a1, a2, . . .) with ai ∈ Z/piZ. Then a acts on Gn as multiplication by an; this gives
a well-defined Zp-module structure on the limit G because the diagrams

Gn
an·−−→ Gn

in

+
+in

Gn+1 −−−−→
an+1·

Gn+1

are commutative. Homomorphisms of p-divisible groups are automatically Zp-linear. In partic-
ular, Hom(G,H) has a natural structure of a Zp-module.

(10.14) Remark. The name “p-divisible group” refers to condition (i) in (10.13). But we see
that the requirement for an fppf sheaf G to be a p-divisble group in the sense of Def. (10.10) is
stronger than only this condition. Thus, strictly speaking the terminology “p-divisible group” is
not correct. This is one of the reasons that some prefer the terminology “Barsotti-Tate group”,
after two of the pioneers in this area.

(10.15) If G = lim
−→

Gn is a p-divisible group over a connected base scheme S then, by definition,
the group scheme G1 is locally free and killed by p. It follows that the rank of G1 equals ph for
some integer h. (Use Exercise (4.4).) This integer h = h(G) is called the height of G. It readily
follows from (6) and Lemma (4.46) that Gn, which is again locally free, has rank pnh.

Over an arbitrary basis S, we define the height of a p-divisible group G as the locally
constant function |S| → Z!0 given by s )→ h

(
G(s)

)
.
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(10.16) Definition. Let X be an abelian variety over a field k. Let p be a prime number.
Then we define the p-divisible group of X, notation X[p∞], to be the inductive system

{
X[pn]

}
n!0

with respect to the natural inclusion homomorphisms X[pn] ↪→ X[pn+1].

Note that X[p∞] has height 2g, where g = dim(X).

(10.17) A homomorphism f : X → Y of abelian varieties over k induces a homomorphism
f [p∞]: X[p∞] → Y [p∞] of p-divisible groups.

If we take f = [n]X for some integer n then the induced endomorphism of X[p∞] is mul-
tiplication by n, which for n %= 0 is surjective (as a homomorphism of fppf sheaves). Using
Prop. (5.12) it follows that if f is an isogeny then f [p∞] is an epimorphism of fppf sheaves.
Hence if f is an isogeny with kernel N we find an exact sequence of fppf sheaves

0 −→ Np −→ X[p∞]
f [p∞]−−−−→ Y [p∞] −→ 0 ,

where we write N = Np ×Np with Np of p-power order and Np a group scheme of order prime
to p.

(10.18) Let us return to the general context of a p-divisible group G over a base scheme S.
Applying Cartier duality to (6) gives an exact sequence

0 −→ GD
n −→ GD

m+n −→ GD
m −→ 0 .

In particular, taking m = 1 this gives homomorphisms ιn: GD
n → GD

n+1. The inductive system{
GD

n ; ιn
}
is again a p-divisible group; it is called the Serre dual of G.

A homomorphism f : G → H induces a dual homomorphism fD: HD → GD; in this way
G )→ GD gives a contravariant functor from the category of p-divisible groups over S to itself.
The collection of isomorphisms (GD

n )D
∼−→ Gn give a canonical isomorphism (GD)D

∼−→ G.
It is immediate from the defnitions that the Serre-dual of G has the same height as G.

(10.19) Proposition. If X/k is an abelian variety then we have a canonical isomorphism

Xt[p∞] ∼= X[p∞]D .

Proof. Immediate from Thm. (7.5) and the definition of the Serre dual. #

(10.20) Like the construction of a Tate module, the definition of a p-divisible group also makes
sense for certain other commutative group varieties. Beyond abelian varieties, the main example
of interest is the p-divisible group Gm[p∞] associated to Gm. By definition, Gm[p∞] is the
inductive system of group schemes µpn with respect to the natural inclusions µpn ↪→ µpn+1 . If
we work over a field k and view Gm[p∞] as an fppf sheaf on Spec(k) then we have

Gm[p∞]
(
R
)
=

{
x ∈ R∗

∣∣ xpn

= 1 for some n ! 0
}
,

for any k-algebra R. The height of Gm[p∞] is 1.
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The Serre-dual of Gm[p∞] is the p-divisible group Qp/Zp, i.e., the inductive limit of constant
group schemes Z/pnZ with respect to the inclusion maps Z/pnZ

∼−→ pZ/pn+1Z ⊂ Z/pn+1Z.

(10.21) As we have seen in Prop. (4.45), a finite commutative group scheme over a field k is, in
a canonical way, an extension of an étale group scheme by a local group scheme. An immediate
consequence of this is that any p-divisible group G = lim

−→
Gn over k is an extension

1 −→ Gloc −→ G −→ Gét −→ 1 (7)

of the “ind-étale” p-divisible group Gét = lim
−→

Gn,ét by the “ind-local” p-divisible group Gloc =
lim
−→

Gn,loc. To simplify terminology, the prefix “ind-” is often omitted; e.g., G is called an étale

p-divisible group if G
∼−→ Gét.

If k is perfect then the sequence (7) splits. See Exercise (10.1).
Combining the above with the Serre-duality functor G )→ GD of (10.18), we can further

decompose Gloc as an extension of a local-local p-divisble group by a local-étale one. Here we
extend the terminology introduced in (4.42) in an obvious way to p-divisible groups. Similarly,
Gét is an extension of an étale-local p-divisible group by an étale-étale one.

(10.22) If G is a p-divisible group over k, viewed as an fppf sheaf, then we define its Tate-p-
module by TpG := Hom

(
Qp/Zp, G(k)

)
. Concretely, we take the limit of the projective system

G1(ks)
π1,1←−−− G2(ks)

π1,2←−−− G3(ks)
π1,3←−−− · · · .

As usual, TpG is a Zp-module that comes equipped with a continuous action of Gal(ks/k).
It is clear from the definitions that TpG only sees the étale part of G, i.e., the canonical

map TpG → TpGét is an isomorphism. It follows that TpG is a free Zp-module of rank h(Gét).
If p %= char(k) then clearly the Tate module of X[p∞] is the same as the Tate-p-module

of X as defined in (10.2). The Tate module of Gm[p∞] is Zp(1).

(10.23) Thus far we have not made any assumptions on the prime p in relation to the char-
acteristic of the ground field k. But if p %= char(k) then it follows from Prop. (4.47) that any
p-divisible group G over k is étale-étale. More precisely, Gks is non-canonically isomorphic to
(Qp/Zp)h(G). In this case it is an easy exercise to show that the functor G )→ TpG gives an
equivalence from the category of p-divisible groups over k to the category of free Zp-modules
of finite rank equipped with a continuous action of Gal(ks/k). This functor is compatible with
duality, in the sense that Tp(GD) is canonically isomorphic to (TpG)∨(1).

In sum, for p %= char(k), a p-divisible group carries the same information as the correspond-
ing Tate module, and we typically work with the latter. (To stress that p %= char(k) we shall use
the letter " rather than p.) By contrast, if char(k) = p > 0 then a p-divisible group in general
contains finer information than the associated Tate module.

(10.24) To conclude this general section on p-divisible groups, let us discuss the relation with
formal groups. (??TO BE COMPLETED??)

§ 3. The algebraic fundamental group—generalities.
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In Topology one defines the fundamental group π1(X,x) of a space X with base point x ∈ X
as the group of homotopy classes (rel. {0, 1}) of paths γ: [0, 1] → X with γ(0) = γ(1) = x.
Now suppose we want to define the fundamental group of an algebraic variety over an arbitrary
field. Working with the Zariski topology does not give reasonable answers—for instance, any
two algebraic curves over the same field are homeomorphic as topological spaces! Further, the
above topological definition via paths does not have an obvious “algebraic” analogue that works
well. (In fact, an algebraic analogue of homotopy theory was developed only in the 1990’s; see
Morel and Voevodsky [1].)

Assuming that X is locally connected and locally simply connected, an alternative descrip-
tion of π1(X,x) is that it is the automorphism group of the universal covering X̃ → X. See
for instance Massey [1] or Rotman [1]. In this description the fundamental group becomes the
group which classifies topological coverings of X. This is similar to Galois theory of fields, and it
was one of Grothendieck’s fundamental insights that it is possible to develop an abstract Galois
theory of which both are special instances. Using finite étale morphisms as coverings, this theory
also applies to algebraic schemes and gives rise to a notion of an algebraic fundamental group.

We shall now recall the definition of the algebraic fundamental group π1(X, x̄), and some
basic properties. For further introduction we refer to SGA1. On a more advanced level, but
very readable, is Deligne [4], § 10. We shall write π1 for the algebraic fundamental group and
use the notation πtop

1 for the fundamental group in the classical setting of topological spaces.

(10.25) Definition. Let X be a scheme. By an étale covering of X we mean a finite étale
morphism Y → X. (Do not confuse this with the notion of a covering for the étale topology.) We
write FEt/X ⊂ Sch/X for the full subcategory of such étale coverings. Note that the morphisms
in FEt/X are automatically again étale coverings. We say that an étale covering f : Y → X
dominates the étale covering g: Z → X if there exists a morphism h: Y → Z with f = g ◦h.

Fix an algebraically closed field Ω and a geometric point x̄: Spec(Ω) → X. We define a
functor

Fx̄: FEt/X → Sets

by Fx̄(f : Y → X) =
{
y ∈ Y (Ω)

∣∣ f(y) = x
}
. In other words, Fx̄ associates to an étale covering

of X the set of geometric points lying over x̄.

(10.26) Definition. (Grothendieck) Assume X to be locally noetherian and connected. Then
the algebraic fundamental group π1(X, x̄) is defined to be the automorphism group of the func-
tor Fx̄.

(10.27) Example. Suppose X = Spec(k) is the spectrum of a field. The geometric point x̄
corresponds to an embedding σ: k ↪→ Ω. An étale covering of X is a finite disjoint union
of schemes Spec(L), where k ⊂ L is a finite separable field extension. For such a scheme
Y = Spec(L) we have

Fx̄(Y ) =
{
embeddings τ : L ↪→ Ω with τ|k = σ

}
.

Write ks for the separable closure of k inside Ω. Clearly, every element of Gal(ks/k) gives
an automorphism of the functor Fx̄. Conversely, if α ∈ Aut(Fx̄) and ξ ∈ ks then the inclusion
k(ξ) ⊂ Ω gives an Ω-valued point of Spec

(
k(ξ)

)
lying above x̄, in other words, an element

i ∈ Fx̄

(
Spec(k(ξ))

)
. Then α(i) is another embedding of k(ξ) into Ω that extends σ. Sending ξ
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to its image under α(i) defines an element of Gal(ks/k). These two constructions are inverse to
each other, so we find a canonical isomorphism of pro-finite groups

π1

(
Spec(k), x̄

) ∼= Gal(ks/k) .

Notice that the elements of π1

(
Spec(k), x̄

)
do not directly appear as automorphisms of

the field ks. Rather, if α ∈ π1

(
Spec(k), x̄

)
corresponds to β ∈ Gal(ks/k) then α describes

the effect that β has on all embeddings L ↪→ ks (= the geometric points lying over x̄ in the
covering Spec(L) → X). So, to phrase it in a more topological way, the point here is that an
automorphism of the “universal covering” of X is completely determined by its effect on the
points in the fibre over the base point x̄.

(10.28) Theorem. (Grothendieck) Assume X to be locally noetherian and connected. Then
π1 = π1(X, x̄) is a pro-finite group, and Fx̄ induces an equivalence of categories

FEt/X
eq−−→

(
finite

π1-sets

)
,

where the right hand side denotes the category of finite sets with a continuous action of π1(X, x̄).

For the proof of this theorem we refer to SGA1, in particular Exp. V. Note that in case
X = Spec(k) we have already seen this result in (3.25).

From now on, whenever we consider an algebraic fundamental group, it is assumed that the
scheme in question is locally noetherian and connected.

We shall briefly review some basic properties of the fundamental group. Proofs may be
found in SGA1. Note that some of the results discussed below are ingredients of the proof of
Thm. (10.28), rather than being consequences of it.

(10.29) Dependence on the choice of a base point. Suppose we have two geometric points
x̄1: Spec(Ω1) → X and x̄2: Spec(Ω2) → X; here the (algebraically closed) fields Ω1 and Ω2 may
be different, and may even have different characteristics. The theorem implies that there is an
equivalence of categories

(
finite

π1(X, x̄1)-sets

)
eq−−→

(
finite

π1(X, x̄2)-sets

)
. (8)

Notice that this equivalence is not canonical, as it depends on the choice of a quasi-inverse of
the equivalence Fx̄2 . Now it is not difficult to show that the equivalence in (8) is induced by
an isomorphism of topological groups π1(X, x̄1)

∼−→ π1(X, x̄2). Hence up to isomorphism the
fundamental group of the (connected!) scheme X does not depend on the chosen base point.

As in topology, a more elegant way to express that the fundamental group does not depend
on the chosen base point is to work with the fundamental groupoid. See SGA1, Exp. V, sect. 5
or Deligne [4], § 10.

(10.30) Functoriality. Let f : Y → X be a morphism between connected, locally noetherian
schemes. Let ȳ be a geometric point of Y , and write x̄ = f(ȳ). Associating to an étale covering
X ′ → X its pull-back Y ′ := (X ′×X Y ) → Y gives a functor f∗: FEtX → FEtY , and Fx̄ = Fȳ ◦f∗.
In particular, every automorphism of the functor Fȳ induces an automorphism of Fx̄, and this
gives a canonical homomorphism

f∗: π1(Y, ȳ) → π1(X, x̄) .
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If g: Z → Y is a second morphism then (f ◦g)∗ = f∗ ◦g∗.
If f : Y → X is an étale covering (still with X and Y connected and locally noetherian),

one shows that f∗ gives an isomorphism

π1(Y, ȳ)
∼−→ Stab(ȳ) ⊂ π1(X, x̄) ,

where Stab(ȳ) is the stabilizer of the point ȳ ∈ f−1(x̄) under the natural action of π1(X, x̄)
on f−1(x̄). Indeed, if g: Z → Y is an étale covering of Y , then f ◦g is an étale covering of X
and g−1(ȳ) ⊂ (f ◦g)−1(x̄). If σ ∈ Stab(ȳ) ⊂ π1(X, x̄) then its natural action on (f ◦g)−1(x̄)
preserves the subset g−1(ȳ); hence σ induces an automorphism of the functor Fȳ. This gives a
homomorphism Stab(ȳ) → π1(Y, ȳ) inverse to f∗.

Conversely, if H ⊂ π := π1(X, x̄) is an open subgroup (equivalently, a subgroup of finite
index) then π/H is a finite set with a natural action of π by left multiplication, so by Thm. (10.28)
there exists an étale covering fH : YH → X such that we have an isomorphism γ: f−1

H (x̄)
∼−→ π/H

as π-sets. Since the π-action on π/H is transitive, YH is connected. If we let ȳ ∈ f−1
H (x̄)

be the geometric point with γ(ȳ) = (1 mod H) then Stab(ȳ) = H as subgroups of π, and
the pair (Y, ȳ) is uniquely determined up to isomorphism over X. In this way we obtain a
bijective correspondence between pairs (Y, ȳ) up to X-isomorphism (with connected Y ) and
open subgroups of π1(X, x̄). As a variant, we may forget the choice of a geometric point ȳ
above x̄; then we get a bijective correspondence between connected étale coverings Y → X up
to isomorphism over X and conjugacy classes of open subgroups of π1(X, x̄).

(10.31) Geometric and arithmetic fundamental group. Let X be a geometrically connected
scheme of finite type over a field k. Let ks be a separable closure of k and write X̄ := X ×k ks.
Choose a geometric point x̄ of X̄, and write x̄′ for its image in X. Then there is an exact
sequence

1 −→ π1(X̄, x̄)
p∗−−→ π1(X, x̄′)

s∗−−→ Gal(ks/k) −→ 1 , (9)

where the homomorphisms are induced by the projection p: X̄ → X and the structural morphism
s: X → Spec(k), and where we use the isomorphism of (10.27). If x̄: Spec(Ω) → X factors
through a k-rational point x: Spec(k) → X then x∗: Gal(ks/k) → π1(X, x̄) is a section of s∗.

The group π1(X̄, x̄) is referred to as the geometric fundamental group of X. The “full” fun-
damental group π1(X, x̄) is occasionally called the arithmetic fundamental group. If char(k) = 0
or if X is proper over k then π1(X̄, x̄) does not change under extension of scalars to a bigger
separably closed field. More precisely, if L is a separably closed field containing ks such that x̄
lifts to a geometric point x̃ of X×kL, then the natural map γ: πalg

1 (X×kL, x̃) → πalg
1 (X×kks, x̄)

is an isomorphism. Note however that for char(k) > 0 and X not proper, γ need not be an
isomorphism; see SGA1, Exp. X, Sect. 1.

Writing Out(π) := Aut(π)/Inn(π) for the group of outer automorphisms of a group π, the
exact sequence (9) gives rise to a homomorphism

Gal(ks/k) → Out
(
π1(X̄, x̄)

)
.

In the special case that x̄ factors through x: Spec(k) → X, this naturally lifts (via the section x∗)
to a homomorphism

Gal(ks/k) → Aut
(
π1(X̄, x̄)

)
.

(10.32) Comparison with the topological fundamental group. Let X be a variety over C.
Choose a base point x ∈ X(C). Let us write πtop

1 (X,x) for the usual fundamental group
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of X(C) with its analytic topology. If Y → X is an étale covering then the induced map on
points Y (C) → X(C) is a finite topological covering (taking the analytic topology on both
sides). Since πtop

1 (X,x) naturally acts on the fibre of Y (C) over x, we obtain a homomorphism
πtop
1 (X,x) → π1(X,x). It can be shown that this map induces an isomorphism

[
πtop
1 (X,x)

]∧ ∼−→ πalg
1 (X,x) ,

where the left hand side denotes the pro-finite completion of πtop
1 , that is, the projective limit of

all its finite quotients. The geometric content of this statement is that every finite topological
covering of X can be realised as an algebraic variety which is finite étale over X, and this
algebraic structure is unique up to isomorphism over X.

Note that πtop
1 (X,x) may not be residually finite, i.e., it may happen that the natural

homomorphism πtop
1 → [πtop

1 ]∧ is not injective. (For examples, see Toledo [1].) Geometrically
this means that the natural map from the universal covering X̃ ofX (in the context of topological
spaces) to the “algebraic universal covering” X̃alg, obtained as the projective limit of all finite
étale coverings of X, is not injective.

(10.33) Galois coverings. As before, let X be a connected, locally noetherian scheme. Fix a
geometric base point x̄ ∈ X(Ω). If we claim that the theory of the fundamental group can be
viewed as an abstract Galois theory, one may expect that certain étale coverings Y → X play
the role of Galois extensions.

Consider an étale covering f : Y → X with Y connected. Choose a base point ȳ ∈ Y (Ω)
above x̄. For simplicity of notation, write π := π1(X, x̄), and let H ⊂ π be the stabilizer of ȳ. As
discussed in (10.30), we have an isomorphism f∗: π1(Y, ȳ)

∼−→ H, and we get an identification
π/H

∼−→ Fx̄(Y ) of finite sets with π-action. Write N := Nπ(H) ⊂ G for the normaliser of H.
Let G := Aut(Y/X) be the group of automorphisms of Y over X. Note that Y is affine

over X (as Y → X is finite), so any G-equivalence class in |Y | is contained in an affine subset,
and there exists a quotient of Y by G.

By Theorem (10.28), G maps isomorphically to the automorphism group of Fx̄(Y ) as a π-
set. Using the above description we readily find that the latter group is isomorphic to (N/H)opp,
the opposite group of N/H. Indeed, if a ∈ N/H then ϕa: π/H → π/H given by gH )→ gaH is
a well-defined automorphism of π-sets, any automorphism is of this form, and ϕb ◦ϕa = ϕab.

We conclude that G is finite and that its natural action on Fx̄(Y ) is faithful. As this holds
for any choice of the base point x̄, it follows that G acts freely on Y . Hence the morphism
Y → X factors as a composition of two étale coverings Y → (G\Y ) → X. From the given
description of G we then see that the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) the group G acts transitively on Fx̄(Y );
(ii) the group G acts simply transitively on Fx̄(Y );
(iii) the natural map f̄ : G\Y → X is an isomorphism, i.e., X is the quotient of Y under G;
(iv) the subgroup H = f∗π1(Y, ȳ) ⊂ π1(X, x̄) is normal.

If these conditions are satisfied we say that f : Y → X is a Galois covering with group G, and
we have an exact sequence of groups

1 −→ π1(Y, ȳ) −→ π1(X, x̄) −→ Aut(Y/X)opp −→ 1 .

(Caution: we here only consider étale coverings. The terminology “Galois covering” is also used
in the context of ramified coverings.)
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Using condition (ii), it readily follows from Theorem (10.28) that every étale covering Z →
X with connected Z is dominated by a Galois covering.

Suppose we have étale coverings g: Z → Y and f : Y → X, where all three schemes are
connected and locally noetherian. Suppose h := f ◦g: Z → X is a Galois covering. Then g is
a Galois covering, too. Further, f is Galois if and only if Aut(Z/Y ) ⊂ Aut(Z/X) is a normal
subgroup, and if this holds then we have a short exact sequence

1 −→ Aut(Z/Y ) −→ Aut(Z/X) −→ Aut(Y/X) −→ 1 .

§ 4. The fundamental group of an abelian variety.

We now specialize to the case of an abelian variety. The key result of this paragraph is a theorem
of Lang and Serre which says that, for an abelian variety X, the finite étale coverings f : Y → X
with a rational point eY ∈ f−1(eX) are precisely the separable isogenies with target X.

(10.34) Proposition. Let X be a complete variety over a field k. Suppose given a point
e ∈ X(k) and a k-morphism m: X × X → X such that m(x, e) = x = m(e, x) for all x ∈ X.
Then X is an abelian variety with group law m and origin e.

Proof. Let g := dim(X), and write x · y for m(x, y). Consider the morphism τ : X×X → X×X
given by τ(x, y) =

(
x · y, y

)
. (If the proposition is true then τ is the universal right translation.)

We have τ−1(e, e) = {(e, e)}, so the image of τ has dimension 2g. (We use a standard result
on the dimension of the fibres of a morphism; see HAG, Chap. II, Exercise 3.22.) As X ×X is
complete and irreducible, it follows that τ is surjective.

We reduce the problem to the case that k is algebraically closed. Namely, supposem induces
a group structure on X(k), with origin e. Then for every x ∈ X(k) the translation τx: y )→ x · y
is an automorphism of Xk as a variety, and by the argument of Prop. (1.5) it follows that X
is non-singular. It also follows that τ induces a bijection on k-valued points. Hence τ gives a
purely inseparable extension on function fields. On the other hand, by looking at the restrictions
of τ to {e}×X and X × {e} we see that the tangent map of τ at (e, e) is an isomorphism. The
conclusion is that τ is an isomorphism. Now define i: X → X by i(y) = p1

(
τ−1(e, y)

)
. Using

that X is geometrically reduced and that we know the group axioms to hold on X(k), it follows
that m, i and e define the structure of an abelian variety on X. Hence to complete the proof
of the proposition, we may assume that k = k and it suffices to prove that m gives a group
structure on X(k).

Consider the closed subscheme Γ ⊂ X × X given by Γ :=
{
(x, y)

∣∣ x · y = e
}
. Then

Γ = τ−1
(
{e} × X

)
, so the surjectivity of τ implies that the second projection p2: Γ → X

is surjective. Let Γ1 ⊂ Γ be an irreducible component with p2(Γ1) = X. Notice that Γ1 is
complete, and that dim(Γ1) ! g. Further note that p−1

1 (e) ∩ Γ =
{
(e, e)

}
= p−1

2 (e) ∩ Γ; this
implies that (e, e) ∈ Γ1. Again by comparing dimensions it follows that p1: Γ1 → X is surjective,
too.

Define f : Γ1×X×X → X by f
(
(x, y), z, w

)
= x·

(
(y·z)·w

)
. We have f

(
Γ1×{e}×{e}

)
= {e}.

Applying the rigidity lemma we find

x ·
(
(y · z) · w

)
= z · w for all (x, y) ∈ Γ1 and z, w ∈ X. (10)
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As a particular case, taking w = e, we have

x · (y · z) = z for all (x, y) ∈ Γ1 and z ∈ X. (11)

Now fix y ∈ X(k). Choose any x ∈ X(k) with (x, y) ∈ Γ1, and any z ∈ X(k) with (y, z) ∈ Γ1.
(Such x and z exist, as we have shown the two projections pi: Γ1 → X to be surjective.) Then
(11) gives x = x · (y · z) = z · e = z. The conclusion is that y has a unique left and right inverse
in X(k). Finally, multiplying (10) from the left by y = x−1, and using (11) gives

y · (z · w) = y ·
(
x ·

(
(y · z) · w

))
= (y · z) · w ,

which shows that the group law on X(k) is associative. #

(10.35) Lemma. Let Z be a k-variety, let Y be an integral k-scheme of finite type, and let
f : Y → Z be a smooth proper morphism of k-schemes. If there exists a section s: Z → Y of f
then all fibres of f are irreducible.

Proof. As the fibres of f are non-singular, it suffices to show that they are connected. Write
Z ′ := Spec(f∗OY ), and consider the Stein factorization

f = g ◦f ′: Y
f ′

−−→ Z ′ g−→ Z .

By Zariski’s connectedness theorem (EGA III, Thm. 4.3.1) the morphism f ′ has connected fibres.
The composition f ′ ◦s is a proper section of g, hence it induces an isomorphism of Z with a closed
subscheme of Z ′. As g is finite and Z ′ is integral, it follows that g is an isomorphism. #

(10.36) Theorem. (Lang-Serre) Let X be an abelian variety over a field k. Let Y be a k-
variety and eY ∈ Y (k). If f : Y → X is an étale covering with f(eY ) = eX then Y has the
structure of an abelian variety such that f is a separable isogeny.

Proof. With Proposition (10.34) at our disposal, the main point of the proof is to construct
the group law mY : Y × Y → Y . Let ΓX ⊂ X × X × X be the graph of the multiplication
on X, and write Γ′

Y ⊂ Y × Y × Y for the pull-back of ΓX via f × f × f . Let ΓY ⊂ Γ′
Y be

the connected component containing the point (eY , eY , eY ), and if I ⊆ {1, 2, 3} write qI for
the restriction of the projection pI : Y 3 → Y I to ΓY . We want to show that the projection
q12: ΓY → Y × Y is an isomorphism—if this is true then we can define the desired group law
by taking mY := q3 ◦q−1

12 : Y × Y → Y . Note that q12 has a section s1 over {eY } × Y and a
section s2 over Y × {eY }, given on points by s1(eY , y) = (eY , y, y) and s2(y, eY ) = (y, eY , y).
This readily implies that the proposed group law mY satisfies the conditions of (10.34).

By construction we have a commutative diagram

ΓY −−−→ ΓX

q12

+
+p12

Y × Y
f×f−−−→ X ×X ,

in which both the upper arrow ΓY → ΓX and the morphism f × f are étale coverings, and the
right hand arrow p12: ΓX → X × X is an isomorphism. Hence q12: ΓY → Y × Y is an étale
covering, too.
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The projection q2: ΓY → Y is a smooth proper morphism, being the composition of q12 and
p2: Y × Y → Y . As s1 gives a section of q2 we conclude from the above lemma that all fibres
of q2 are irreducible. In particular, Z := q−1

2 (eY ) = q−1
12

(
Y × {eY }

)
is irreducible. Further, q12

restricts to an étale covering r: Z → Y = Y × {eY } of the same degree. But s2 gives a section
of r. Hence r is an isomorphism. It follows that the étale covering q12 has degree 1 and is
therefore an isomorphism. #

(10.37) Corollary. Let X be an abelian variety over a field k. Let Ω be an algebraically closed
field containing k, and regard 0 = eX as an Ω-valued point of X. Write ks for the separable
closure of k inside Ω. Then there are canonical isomorphisms

πalg
1 (Xks , 0) ∼= lim

←−
n

X[n](ks) ∼=

{ ∏
! T!X if char(k) = 0,

Tp,étX ×
∏

! -=p T!X if char(k) = p > 0,

where the projective limit runs over all maps X[nm](ks) → X[n](ks) given by P )→ m · P , and
where " runs over the prime numbers. In particular, πalg

1 (Xks , 0) is abelian. Further there is a
canonical isomorphism

πalg
1 (X, 0) ∼= πalg

1 (Xks , 0)"Gal(ks/k) ,

where Gal(ks/k) acts on πalg
1 (Xks , 0) through its natural action on the groups X[n](ks).

Proof. For the proof of the first assertion we may assume that k = ks. Write π := πalg
1 (Xks , 0).

We have π = lim
←− (π/H) where H runs over the open subgroups of π. By (10.30), each H

corresponds to an étale covering fH : YH → X together with the choice of a point eH ∈ YH(Ω)
above 0, the pair (YH , eH) being unique up to isomorphism over X. By the Lang-Serre theorem,
we have the structure of an abelian variety on YH with origin eH such that fH is a separable
isogeny. Further, it is clear that a separable isogeny f : Y → X is a Galois covering (in the sense
of (10.33)) with group Ker(f)

(
k
)
. (Recall that we assume k = ks.) By what was explained

in (10.33) we find that π/H ∼= Ker(fH)
(
k
)opp

= Ker(fH)
(
k
)
, for any open subgroup H ⊂ π.

Let I be the set of isomorphism classes of separable isogenies f : Y → X, where we call
f : Y → X and f ′: Y ′ → X isomorphic if there is an isomorphism of abelian varieties α: Y

∼−→ Y ′

with f ′ ◦α = f . We partially order I by dominance; so f ! f ′ if there is a homomorphism
of abelian varieties α: Y → Y ′ with f ′ ◦α = f . If f ! f ′ then we get a homomorphism
Ker(f) →→ Ker(f ′), independent of the choice of α. In this way we have a projective system of
finite groups

{
Ker(f)

(
k
)}

f∈I
, and the conclusion of the above discussion is that

π
∼−→ lim

←−
f∈I

Ker(f)
(
k
)

(12)

as pro-finite groups.

If n is a positive integer then [n] = [n]X factors as X
f−→ X/X[n]loc

g−→ X where f is
purely inseparable and g is separable. Of course, if char(k) = 0 or char(k) = p > 0 and p ! n
then f is the identity and g = [n]. For the purpose of this discussion, write g = [n]sep. The
Galois group of [n]sep is X[n]

(
k
)
. Let I ′ ⊂ I be the subset of all isogenies [n]sep for n ∈ Z!1.

Then I ′ is cofinal in I ; indeed, if f : Y → X is any separable isogeny, say of degree d, then by
Prop. (5.12) there is an isogeny g: X → Y with [d]X = f ◦g, and then it follows from Cor. (5.8)
that [d]sep dominates f . Hence we may restrict the limit in (12) to the terms f ∈ I ′; this gives
the desired isomorphism

π
∼−→ lim

←−
f∈I ′

Ker(f)
(
k
)
= lim

←−
n

X[n]
(
k
)
,
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where n runs over the set Z!1, partially ordered by divisibility.
The last assertion of the theorem (now again over an arbitrary ground field) follows by using

what was explained in (10.31), noting that 0 ∈ X(Ω) factors through a k-rational point. #

(10.38) As an application of this theorem, let us now discuss how the "-adic cohomology of an
abelian variety can be described in terms of its Tate-"-module.

First let X be any complete variety over a field k, say with dim(X) = g. Let ks be a
separable closure of k, and let " be a prime number different from char(k). The "-adic cohomology
H•(Xks ,Z!) = ⊕2g

i=0H
i(Xks ,Z!) is a graded-commutative Z!-algebra of finite type that comes

equipped with a continuous action of Gal(ks/k). If x̄ ∈ X(ks) then the first "-adic cohomology
and the fundamental group of Xks are related by

H1(Xks ,Z!) ∼= Homcont

(
π1(Xks , x̄),Z!

)
, (13)

where the right hand side is the group of continuous homomorphisms π1(Xks , x̄) → Z!. The
homomorphism Gal(ks/k) → Out

(
π1(Xks , x̄)

)
of (10.31) induces a homomorphism Gal(ks/k) →

Aut
(
π1(Xks , x̄)

ab
)
, and this gives a continuous Galois action on Homcont

(
π1(Xks , x̄),Z!

)
=

Homcont

(
π1(Xks , x̄)

ab,Z!

)
. The isomorphism (13) is equivariant for the Galois actions on the

two sides.
Now we specialize this to the case where X is an abelian variety. As we shall prove later,

H•(Xks ,Z!) is then the exterior algebra on H1(Xks ,Z!); see Cor. (13.32). Admitting this, we
find the following result.

(10.39) Corollary. Let X be an abelian variety over a field k, let k ⊂ ks be a separable
algebraic closure, and let " be a prime number with " %= char(k). Then we have

H1(Xks ,Z!) ∼= (T!X)∨ := Hom(T!X,Z!)

as Z!-modules with continuous action of Gal(ks/k). Further we have an isomorphism of graded-
commutative Z!-algebras with continuous Gal(ks/k)-action

H•(Xks ,Z!) ∼= ∧•
[
(T!X)∨

]
.

Exercises.

(10.1) Let G be a p-divisible group over a perfect field k. Show that for every n the square

Gn,red −−→ Gn+1,red
+

+

Gn
in−−→ Gn+1

is Cartesian. Conclude that the exact sequence (7) splits.

(10.2) Let K be a field, K ⊂ Ks a separable algebraic closure. Let K ⊂ L be a finite extension
inside Ks.
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(i) Let H be a finite étale group scheme over L, and consider G := ResL/K(H), the K-group
scheme obtained by Weil restriction of scalars from L to K. By definition of the Weil
restriction, G represents the functor Schopp/K → Gr given by T )→ H(TL). Show that G is
again a finite étale group scheme.

(ii) Assume (for simplicity) that H is commutative. Write ΓL := Gal(Ks/L) ⊂ ΓK :=
Gal(Ks/K). Show that G(Ks) ∼= IndΓK

ΓL
H(Ks) as representations of Gal(Ks/K).

(iii) Let X be an abelian variety over L, and write Y := ResL/K(X), which is an abelian variety
over K of dimension dim(X) · [L : K]. If " is a prime number different from char(K), show
that T!(Y ) ∼= IndΓK

ΓL
T!(X) as Z!

[
Gal(Ks/K)

]
-modules.
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