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AN EQUIVARIANT COMPACTIFICATION FOR ADJOINT REDUCTIVE
GROUP SCHEMES

SHANG LI

ABSTRACT. Wonderful compactifications of adjoint reductive groups over an algebraically
closed field play an important role in algebraic geometry and representation theory. In this
paper, we construct an equivariant compactification for adjoint reductive groups over arbi-
trary base schemes. Our compactifications parameterize classical wonderful compactifications
of De Concini and Procesi as geometric fibers. Our construction is based on a variant of the
Artin—Weil method of birational group laws. In particular, our construction gives a new
intrinsic construction of wonderful compactifications. The Picard group scheme of our com-
pactifications is computed. We also discuss several applications of our compactification in
the study of torsors under reductive group schemes.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2. Recollection of wonderful compactifications 5
3. Rational action on big cells 6
4. Compactification for split adjoint reductive group schemes 11
5. Divisors 20
6. Descent 23
7. Applications 28
References 29

1. INTRODUCTION

Reductive groups play a fundamental role both in algebraic geometry and number theory.
Seeking for an equivariant compactification of reductive groups is beyond any doubt an at-
tractive and important problem, see the ICM report [Spr06] for recent development on this
topic. The wonderful compactification for adjoint semisimple groups over algebraically closed
fields is a good solution to this problem. The wonderful compactifications have a wide range of
applications, for instance, in the study of character sheaves (see, loc.cit, |Gin89] and [Lus04])
and in the study of local models of Shimura varieties (see |[Hel3] and [PRS13, Section §]).

In this article, for an adjoint reductive group scheme G over a scheme S, we construct the

following equivariant compactification for G:
Theorem 1.1. (Corollary 6./). There is a smooth projective S-scheme X containing G as
an open dense subscheme such that X is equipped with a (G x G)-action which extends the
left and the right translations of G on itself. Each geometric fiber of X is identified with the
wonderful compactification of the corresponding geometric fiber of G. The boundary X\G is
a smooth relative Cartier divisor with relative normal crossings to S.
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In particular, if the base scheme S in Theorem 1.1 is the spectrum of an algebraically closed
field, the scheme X recovers the classical wonderful compactification of G. Our construction
of X in Theorem 1.1 is intrinsic and functorial in the sense that we avoid embedding the
group G into an ambient projective space, and we use a sheaf-theoretic argument so that the
formation of X is compatible with any base change.

In [éesQQ, Conjecture 6.2.3], Cesnavicius raises a question about how to equivariantly embed
a reductive group scheme into a projective scheme in which the group is fiberwise dense.
Theorem 1.1 gives a positive answer to this question for adjoint reductive group schemes. As
a consequence of Theorem 1.1, we deduce the following lifting property of torsors:

Corollary 1.2. (Proposition 7.2). Let A be an isotrivial torsor under an isotrivial adjoint
reductive group G over an affine semilocal scheme S. For a € A(Z) with Z a closed subscheme
of S, there exists a finite étale cover S of S, a morphism v: Z — S and a section & € A(g)
whose v-pullback is a.

Indeed, by a twist argument, we deduce from Theorem 1.1 an equivariant compactification
containing the torsor A as a fiberwise dense open subscheme. Then we use the Bertini theorem
to each closed fiber of the compactification of A to cut out the desired finite étale cover S.
For a further consequence of Theorem 1.1 that concerns the techniques of equating reductive
(not necessarily adjoint) group schemes, see Proposition 7.4.

1.1. Classical wonderful compactifications. Let us briefly review the theory of wonderful
compactifications. Consider an adjoint reductive group G over an algebraically closed field k.
The wonderful compactification X of G was introduced by De Concini and Procesi [DCP83]
in characteristic zero, and by Strickland [Str87] in arbitrary characteristic, and it satisfies the
following properties:

e X is a smooth projective variety containing GG as an open dense subvariety such that
X is equipped with an action of G xj G that extends the action (g1, 92) - g = glgggl
of G x;, G on G,

e the boundary X\G is a union of (G xj G)-stable smooth divisors X; (i = 1, ...,1) with
normal crossings;

e the closures of the (G xj G)-orbits are the partial intersections of the Xj.

The idea of their constructions is to define X as the closure of G in a projective space con-
structed via representation theory. In [Bri03|, Brion gave an algebro-geometric realization of
X by taking the closure of G in the Hilbert scheme of a certain flag variety of G x G.

To investigate the arithmetic aspects of the wonderful compactifications, a basic questions
is to seek an integral model of wonderful compactifications. In [Fal97], Faltings sketched
an integral model of wonderful compactifications (for more general symmetric varieties) over
Spec(Zy), where p is the characteristic of the base field k. In an unpublished work, Gabber
established the wonderful compactification for a Chevalley group over Spec(Z).

The main feature of the wonderful compactification X that we are going to make use of
is that X contains an open subvariety Q which is usually called the big cell of X and is
isomorphic to the affine space U™ xkA§€ X, U™, where [ is the rank of G and U™ (resp., U™) is
the unipotent radical of a Borel subgroup (resp., an opposite Borel subgroup). The geometry
of X is, in many respects, largely controlled by € mainly because translations of £ under the
action of G x; G cover X. For instance, the smoothness of X follows from that of Q (see, for
instance, [BK05, Theorem 6.1.8 (i)]). Therefore, we may seek to recover X as a quotient of
G x1, Q x;, G. One advantage of this is that € is much simpler than X in the sense that it has
explicit coordinates, and after shrinking if needed, the action G xj G on Q can be defined over
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Spec(Z). This suggests for us to define a birational action of G xj G on Q over more general
base schemes, here a birational action is an analogue of the notion of a birational group law
that was first due to Weil in the setting of varieties, and later was generalized to schemes by
Artin (see [ER15]).

1.2. The proof of Theorem 1.1. The overall strategy of the proof is that we first establish
Theorem 1.1 for split groups and then make a descent argument.

1.2.1. Split case. Now assume that G splits over S with respect to a split maximal torus T,
choose a Borel subgroup B containing T, and denote the corresponding based root datum of
G by (X,¥,A, XV, UV AV). Then we have two big cells, and an immersion between them
modeling on classical wonderful compactifications:

Qg :=U0" XsTXSU+—>§:=U_ XSTXSU+,

that is the identity on Ut and U™, and sends T to T via negative simple roots, where T is
the product [[5 G4. In Theorem 3.4, we obtain a rational action of G x g G on {2 which is a
rational morphism

T:Gxs0xgG --»Q

such that for any x € S, the geometric fiber Th@)e Ol certain large enough open subscheme,

coincides with the action of (G)m 5@ (G)m on the big cell Oz~ of the wonderful com-

pactification of Gm over the algebraically closed field k(x). The construction of m proceeds

as follows: we first produce a rational endomorphism f (resp., f’) of  that fiberwise is the
conjugation by wyg (resp., wy 1) where wq is the element of longest length in the Weyl group
(Lemma 3.2). With f and f’ in hand, to define the image of a section A of G xgQ xg G, the
key idea is to apply f to the component of A on U~ and that on U™ to switch them into the
correct place so that we could apply f’ to “multiply” them, while over each geometric fiber the
action of f and f’ are offset, see the proof of Lemma 3.3 and Theorem 3.4 for details. The
similar strategy is used to prove the Existence Theorem, see [GP11b, Exposé XXV].

Using the rational action 7, we define the following equivalence relation (Definition 4.1) on
G x Q x G: for every S-scheme S’ and (g1,z,92), (97,7, 95) € (G x5 Q x5 G)(S5), we say
that (¢g1,x,g2) and (¢},2’, g}) are equivalent if and only if, there exist an fppf cover S” — S’
and a section (a1,a2) € (G xg G)(S”) such that 7(a191, z, asge) and 7(a1 g}, 2’, azgh) are both
well defined and are equal over S”.

One advantage of the above definition is that, although 7 is merely defined over an open
subscheme of G xg Q xg G, one can use G xg G-translations to bring two sections into
the definition domain of 7 so that they can be compared via w. We can then define the
compactification X of G as a sheaf by taking the quotient of G xg Q xg G with respect to
this equivalence relation.

The proof of the fact that X is a scheme involves two steps. We first reinterpret X as
a quotient of G xg Q xg G with respect to an fppf relation (Theorem 4.7), hence by a
theorem due to Artin ([LMBO0O0, Corollaire (10.4)]), X is an algebraic space. Secondly, we
endow X with a group action of G x g G (Definition-Proposition 4.9), so that the (G x g G)-
translations of the open subscheme  of X (Lemma 4.10) cover X. Thus, the schematic
nature of X follows from a Zariski gluing of scheme-like open neighborhoods of points of X,
see [BLR90, Section 6.6, Theorem 2].

The scheme X is projective over S (Corollary 4.15). Roughly the quasi-projectivity of X
comes from the relative ampleness of the boundary divisor X\Q, see [BLR90, Section 6.6,
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Theorem 2 (d)]. By a variant of the valuation criterion for properness and the Iwahori decom-
position, we deduce the properness of X by the toric structure of the closure of the maximal
torus T in X, see Theorem 4.14 for details.

To finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the split case, by the funtoriality of the definition of X
and the fiberwise condition on 7, we deduce that the geometric fibers of X’ conincide with the
wonderful compactifications of the corresponding geometric fibers of G, see Proposition 4.12.

1.2.2. Non-split case. Now we consider G as an adjoint reductive group scheme over S. By
[GP11b, Exposé XXII, Corollaire 2.3], there exists an étale cover U of S and a split reductive
S-group Gyg, which is isomorphic to G over U. Applying the split case of Theorem 1.1 to
Gy to produce a compactification Xy, the rest of the proof is to descend P Xo xsg U
to get the sought X for G. Note that G is descended from G = Gy xs U via a Cech
cocycle x which is an element of Autg,/s(U xg U) together with a cocycle condition. Then
by [GP11b, Exposé XXIV, Théoreme 1.3|, x is the composition of an inner automorphism §
and an outer automorphism 7. The inner part § naturally induces an automorphism of X via
the group action on X and we show that the outer part n also induces an automorphism of
X see Lemma 6.1. Combining these two automorphisms on X together, by the density of G
in X we get a descent datum on X. To make this descent datum effective, we construct an
ample divisor compatible with the descent datum, see Theorem 6.3. The group action and the
fiberwise condition on X’ also descend, see Corollary 6.4.

1.3. Divisors and relative Picard schemes. In Theorem 5.1, we show that the Picard
scheme of X in Theorem 1.1, when G is split, is a constant scheme associated to the free
abelian group of rank equal to the rank of G. Roughly, base change reduces us to the case
when the base S is Spec(Z), and a fibral criterion [Gro67, Corollaire 17.9.5] further reduces
us to the case when S is an algebraically closed field, which follows from the cooresponding
result for the classical wonderful compactifications (|[BK05, Lemma 6.19]).

We also show that when G is split, X in Theorem 1.1 shares the same wonderful properties
of classical wonderful compactifications as we recall in Section 1.1, see Proposition 5.2 and
Theorem 5.3.

1.4. Notation and conventions. All rings are commutative and unital. For the n-fold
product X7 x Xo X ... x X, of schemes, for {i1, 2, ...,4;} which is a strict ascending sequence of
{1,2,...,n}, we denote by PL; i, the projection from X7 x Xo x ... x X,, onto the product
of the factors with indices i1, 22, ooy B

We use dotted arrows to depict a rational morphism. For an S-rational morphism f between
two schemes X and Y over a scheme S, a test S-scheme S’ and a section z € X (5'), we say
that x is well defined with respect to f if the image of x in X lies in the definition domain of
f. We denote by Dom( f) the definition domain of f. For the existence and the uniqueness of
definition domain of a rational morphism, see [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Définition 1.5.1].

For an effective Cartier divisor D of a scheme X, we write Lx (D) for the corresponding
invertible sheaf of D.

A reductive group scheme is assumed to be connected.

For a presheaf of groups § over a category € and T' € ob(€), denote by e the identity section
of F(T) if the object T is clear in the context.

For an affine scheme X and f € I'(X, Ox), we denote the closed (resp., open) subscheme of
X defined by f as Vx(f) (resp., Dx(f)).
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2. RECOLLECTION OF WONDERFUL COMPACTIFICATIONS

In this section, we briefly review the classical theory of wonderful compactifications. We
fix an algebraically closed field k, and if a fiber product is formed over k, we will omit the
subscript k.

2.1. The group setup. Let G be an adjoint reductive group over k, whose rank is [, and let
G®° be its simply connected covering. Fix a Borel subgroup B < G*¢ that contains a maximal
subtorus T’ of G*¢, then B determines a system of simple roots A = {aq,...,aq} for the root
system U of G*¢ in the character lattice X*(T' ) We denote the resultlng sets of posmve roots
and negative roots by ¥ and ¥~. Let B~ be the e opposite Borel of B such that B~ B = T
and let U and U~ be the unipotent radicals of B and B~. For a root v € v, we write U, for
the root subgroup defined by «. Let T be the image of JN’ in G. We identify the set of roots
of G%¢ with that of G by the natural embedding X*(T) — X*(T').

We choose a character A: T — G,, that is regular dominant in the sense that M aY)y>0
for every positive coroot V.

2.2. Construction of wonderful compactification. By [BK05, Lemma 6.1.1 and Re-
mark 6.1.2], we can fix an algebraic finite-dimensional representation V) of G*¢ such that

e ) is the highest weight of V);

e any weight of 7" in the representation V) is lower than A;

e for a simple root o € A, the weight space of A — « is nonzero.

By the adjointness of G and the regularity of A, the group G is embedded into P(End(V})) in
such a way that the following square commutes:

G* — End(Vh)

|

G PEnd(Vy).

We define the wonderful compactification X of G to be the closure of G in P(End(V))). The
G x G-action on G naturally extends to X. By [BKO05, Theorem 6.1.8 (iv)|, the wonderful
compactification X does not depend on the choice of A and V).

2.3. Big cells of wonderful compactifications. In order to study the geometry of the
wonderful compactification X, we fix a basis vg, vy, ..., v, of V) consisting of eigenvectors of
T such that vy has weight \. Let (v])o<i<n be the dual basis of (v;)o<i<n in the dual vector
space Vy'. Consider the open subscheme

Q(k) := {f e X (k) | v (f(vo)) # 0 for some lift f of f in End(V)\)} c X (k)
5



which is often referred as the big cell of X. By [BKO05, Proposition 6.1.7], the big cell Q of X
is isomorphic to U~ x T x U™, where T = [ [ Gq.
By [BKO05, Theorem 6.1.8 (i)], the (G x G)-translations of the big cell Q cover X i.e.,

X= {J (g9 2 (1)

(g17g2)€G><G

3. RATIONAL ACTION ON BIG CELLS

In this section, we define a rational action of a product of an adjoint semisimple group scheme
G on an affine space which models a big cell of a wonderful compactification. Passing to each
geometric fiber, this rational action reflects the group action on wonderful compactifications.
We then study various properties of this rational action. These properties are crucial for our
constructions in Section 4.

3.1. The setup. Let G be an adjoint split reductive group scheme over a scheme S, and choose
a maximal split torus 7" as in [GP11b, Définition 1.13] and a Borel subgroup B containing
T. In this section, if a fiber product is formed over S, the lower subscript S will be omitted.
Assume that rk(7") = I. We denote the Lie algebras of T« B < G by t € b < g. Let
(X, ¥, A, XV, UV AV) be the based root datum defined by the Borel B, and let Ut (resp.,
U~) be the set of positive (resp., negative) roots. Then we have the canonical decomposition
of g into root spaces: g = @ oy go- We fix an enumeration {oq,...,oq} of A.

According to [GP11b, Exposé XXIII, Prosposition 6.2], we can fix a Chevalley system
(Xa €T(S,80)" )acy for G. Each X, gives rise to an isomorphism of groups

Pa: Gos — Uy, ae V.

In the following, we identify the coordinate function of U, with the coordinate function of
Ga,s Via pq.
We define a morphism:

v:Qeg=U xTxU" —Q:=U xTxU" (2)

via
(' t,u) — (u/, H —a;(t),u),
aiGA

where T :=[] A Gq. In the rest of this paper, the subscheme T is canonically identified with
the subschem {e} x T x {e} < €, and similarly for U~ and U". By the adjointness of G,
this v is a momomorphism which is an immersion by appealing to [SGA3II, Exposé XVI,
Corollaire 1.5 a)] or [Conl4, Theorem 5.3.5]. In the following, we will implicitly view Qg as

a subscheme of Q via v. In particular, T acts on T “via v. For each simple root o; € A, we
denote by X; the coordinate of G, indexed by «; in €.

3.2. The rational action. We want to define an action of G x G on €. In the case of classical
wonderful compactification, we know that their product may not lie in . Hence, instead of
defining the action on the entire big cell ), we seek to take advantage of “rational action”
which is, roughly, an action defined over a fiberwise dense open subscheme of €, and which
is similar to the notion of a birational group law [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Définition 3.1] (see
also [BLR90, Chapter 4]). We require that this “rational action” should coincide geometrically
fiberwise with the group actions on wonderful compactifications. This is done step by step by
the subsequent lemmas.
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Lemma 3.1. Let a; € A and let ng, = po,(1)p—a;(—1)pa; (1) € Norma(T')(S), which is a
representative of the simple reflection s; defined by a; in the Weyl group W. There exists a
morphism f;: V; — € such that

(1) V; = Dg(X; + zy), where x,y are the coordinates of Uy, and U,_, in Q;
(2) fi extends the restriction of the conjugation by n,, on G to Qa(\V; < G;
(3) fi sends Uy to Us,(q), for a € V.

Proof. By |GP11b, Exposé XXIII, Lemme 3.1.1 (iii)|] and the definition of Chevalley system
[GP11b, Exposé XXIII, Définition 6.1], for each root b # +a; € ¥, we have

Ad(na,)ps(T) = ps;) (€6T),

where e, = £1 are given in loc. cit. and x € I'(S',Og/) for a test S-scheme S’. By [GP11b,
Exposé XXIII 1.2|, the above equality holds for b = t«; with e, = —1. For a section

u = ( H PelTe) - P—a; (), £, Pa,(y) - H pe(ze)) € Q(S'),
eV —{—a;} ce¥t—{a;}
where t = (t1,...,t;) € T(S"), we define
Vi := Dg(X; + zy).
If u e V;(S"), we define f; by sending u to
( H psi(c)<ecx6) " P-a; <3> )y @ (D) “t, Pa <3> : H psi(c)(erC)) (3)
eV —{—a;} ce¥t—{a;}

where D = X; + xy.
It is clear that V; contains U~ and U™t. The verification of the second condition follows
from Equation (2) and a computation in the group G:

Ad(na,)( H Pe(ze) - P—a, (@) L+ Pay (y) - H pe(zc))

ceV——{—a;} ce¥t—{a;}
= H psi(c)(ec$0) ’ pai(—l‘) ’ (t ’ O‘zy (ai(t))_l) ’ pfai(_y) ’ 1_[ Ps;(c) (ecl‘c)
eV~ —{—ay} ce¥t—{a;}
= H psi(c)<ecxc) "P—qa; E : (t CQy (D)) * Pay f : H psi(c)(ecxc)y
eV~ —{—ay} cev+t—{a}

for t € T(S"), where D = a;(t)~! 4+ 2y and [GP11b, Exposé XXII, Définitions 1.5 (b)] is used in
the first equality and [GP11b, Exposé XXII, Notations 1.3| is used in the second equality. [

Lemma 3.2. Set ng = ng,...nq, € Normg(T)(S) and na, = pa;(1)p—a,(—1)pa,(1). There
exist two open dense subschemes V and V' of Q and two morphisms
f:V—Q and f:V —Q
such that
(1) V contains N~ xT x Nt for nonempty open subschemes N~— c U~ and N* < U" and

T < T such that N~ and N'* are stable under the conjugation by T and (0)1<i<; € T;
simalarly, V' contains M™ x T’ x M™ for nonempty open subschemes M~ < U~ and
Mt cU" and T' = T such that M~ and M™ are stable under the conjugation by T
and (0)1<i<i € T';

(2) f (resp., f') extends the conjugation by ng (resp., ng') on Qe NV and Qo V';
7



(3) the open V' (resp., V') contains U~, U, and the morphisms f and f’ takes U~ (resp.,
Ut)toU" (resp., U™).

Proof. We define ‘N/, by decreasing induction on 7 with ‘7} =V, and ‘7; = fi_l(‘zﬂ) forl <i<
{—1 where V; and f; come from Lemma 3.1. Then, it suffices to take V = ‘71 and f = fi...filv.
Note that nal = nglnglil...ngl because of the equalities nii = e in |GP11b, Exposé XX,
Théoréme 3.1 (v)]. Hence, similarly we get V/ and f’. Note that, by Lemma 3.1, the section
(u™, (0)1<i<1,u™) € Q where all coordinates of u~ and u™ are nonzero lies in V and V' because
by Equation (3) the images of (u™, (0)1<i<;,u™) under f; still have nonzero coordinates on

each root subgroups. Hence (1) follows. The claim (3) follows from (3) of loc. cit. O

The main purpose of Lemma 3.2 is to use the adjoint action of ng (resp., ng 1) to swap the
positive and the negative root subgroups, which is an important operation in the following
result, even if it is merely defined over an open subscheme.

Lemma 3.3. Consider the S-rational morphism
O: Ut xTxU --»Q
given by the group multiplication of G. Then Dom(0) contains {e} x T x {e}.

Proof. Note that by the definition of ©, Dom(©) already contains {e} x T' x {e}. Hence it
suffices to show that {e} x (0)1<i<; x {e} lies in Dom(®). For this, we will construct an S-
rational morphism ©’ : Ut x T x U~ --» ) whose definition domain contains this special
point such that © = @',

We fix a section (ug, (0)1<i<i;vg) € Q(S) where uy € N7(S) and vf € N*(S) and N~
and Nt are defined in Lemma 3.2 (1). For any test S-scheme S’ and a section (u™,%,v7) €
(U x T x U7)(S"), we define ©'(u*,Z,v7) step by step and along the way we shrink the
definition domain of ©’.

As the first step, by shrinking the definition domain of ©’, we can have

ut(ug)™t = (0, t,0") e Qa(9),
(vi) o™ = (07, 5,97) € Qa(S").
As the second step, we further shrink Dom(©’) so that the section
FETEY), FE gt 015,67 T 8), F(57 107 8)) € Q(S)
is well-defined, and we denote it by (3, %, 77F).
As the third step, we define
O (u",tv7) = (uu o 0") e Q).
The fact that ©'|y+,rxpy— coincides with the group multiplication of G follows from the

claim (2) of Lemma 3.2. Hence we have ©®' = © as S-rational morphisms. By the choice of
ug and vy and Lemma 3.2 (1), we have {e} x (0)1<;<; x {e} € Dom(©’). O

Now we are in the position to define an rational action of G' x G on the big cell Q. The
following theorem is, in spirit, similar to [GP11b, Exposé XXV Proposition 2.9, and we base
our proof on theirs.

Theorem 3.4. There exist an S-rational morphism 7: G x Q x G --» Q whose definition
domain R contains {e} x Q x {e} such that

(1) The restriction of 7 to the open subscheme (G x Qg x G) (R is given by

(91,92, 93) — 919293 -
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(2) For every x € S, the geometric fiber T@) agrees with the restriction of the action

of Gm X Gm on the big cell ﬁm of the wonderful compactification of Gm over the

algebraically closed field k(x).
(3) The restriction W‘{e}xﬁx{e} is the projection onto the middle factor.

Proof. Note that (2) follows from (1) by the fiberwise density of Q¢ in €.
Since Qg is S-fiberwise dense in G, it suffices to define an S-rational morphism

W:ngﬁxﬁg——+ﬁ

whose definition domain R contains {e} x Q x {e}. We will define our 7 step by step and shrink
Qa x Q x Qg along the way to obtain the sought R. Let S’ be a test S-scheme. Consider an
element

A= ((uy tr,ul), (ug , to, ug ), (uy , t2,ug)) € (Qa x Q x Q) (S").
The principle behind our construction is that we need to “move” all components of A on U~
(resp., U™, T) together to form that of 7(A).

As the first step, let V be 07 1(Qg) () Qg where o is the inverse morphism of the group
scheme G, and we define an S-fiberwise dense open subscheme R of Qg xQx Q¢ as Qe xQAx V.
If Ae R1(S"), we write o(uy ,t2,us) = (U5 ,ts, 45 ) € Qa(S").

As the second step, we want to “exchange” the position of the negative part and the positive
part of the pair (uf, u, ) and (uar , Uy ). Although the reductive group G is not commutative,
we can still achieve this by restricting to the fiberwise dense open subscheme Ry < Rq defined
by the following condition:

Ae Ry < ufug anduf iy lie in Qg(9").
If so, we write '
ujug = (i1, ) € Qa(S) (4)
and .
ug iy = (U ,t2,03) € Qa(S). (5)
As the third step, we seek to “exchange” the position of the positive part and the neg-
ative part of the triple (ug ,to, g ). To simplify the notations, we do this for the triple
(ilugijl,iltoig,i;1u5i2). To do this, we further restrict to the open subscheme R < R,
defined by the following:
AeR = (tluartfl, iltoig, t;luatg)) € DOIH(@)
where © is defined in Lemma 3.3. The open subscheme R is S-fiberwise dense because of
loc. cit. If A e R(S"), we write
O(trud i1, trtote, ty Mg ta) = (i, ¢, it) € Q). (6)
Now we have all components of m(A) on U~, Ut and T in the “right” places. Hence we define
the image of A under 7 to be
(g (b 17 ) (i), b, (15 i ) (15 Vi 1)) € TU(S). (7)
Note that R contains {e} x Q x {e} because of loc. cit.
To show the claim (1), according to the definition of , if A € (g x Qg x Q) (S") (N R(S),
we have that )
m(A) = uy tyuy Gtit ug toug (8)
holds in G(S”). Notice that Equation (4) — (6) give rise to
ufu(l] = u;img, uaruQ_ = uo—iQu;
9



trug by Hatotaty Mgt = i tit
in G(S’), where Lemma 3.3 is used to deduce the last equation. Also since o is the inverse
operation, combining the first step, we have

Gy totiy = (ug tougd )L
Substituting the above four formulas into Equation (8) in turn, after a computation, we have
m(A) = (uy truf) (ug toug ) (ug tauz) ™",
as desired. The claim (3) follows from the definition of 7. O

3.3. Properties of the rational action. We are going to show several properties of . These
properties are analogue of the conditions which is imposed on a birational group law to ensure
the existence of a group scheme solution to the group law.

The following lemma gives a feature of 7 defined in Theorem 3.4: if a section of Qg x Q x Qg
equals to another section, which is “of group nature”, under the morphism 7, then the section
itself is “of group nature” as well.

Lemma 3.5. For an S-scheme S’ and two sections (g1, , g2), (b1,e,b2) € (Qg x 2 x Qg) ("),
if m(g1,,92) = 7(by,e,b2), then x € Qi (S").

Proof. We shall keep the notations in the proof of Theorem 3.4, and spell out (g1, x,¢g2) as
(g sty uf), (g to, ug ), (ug b2, u3).

Recall that © is defined as the product U~ x [[5 G, x Ut and Q¢ is embedded into 2 via
Equation (2). Hence, to show x € Qg(5’), it suffices to check that each component of ¢y is
nonzero. Note that m(by,e,by) € Qz(S), and by the definition of 7 i.e., Equation (7) and
the equality 7(g1,x,g2) = 7(b1,e,be), each component of ¢ is nonzero. By the definition of
f (resp., f’) in the proof of Lemma 3.2, f (resp., f’) is the composition of f; (i = 1,...,1)
(resp., f/) defined in Lemma 3.1, and by Equation (3), the only impact of f; (resp., f/) on the
coordinates of T(S") is multiplying nonzero scalars given by elements in T'(S"). Therefore, by
Equation (6), t1totz has nonzero components, so is ¢, as desired. O

The following lemma says that the rational action 7 of G’ x G' on Q defined in Theorem 3.4
is associative.

Lemma 3.6. The following two S-rational morphisms
¢: (GxG)x (GxQAxQG)--»9Q,

((91,92), (91,2, 93)) = (g1, 7(91, %, 93), g2)
and

P: (G xG)x (GxQxG)--»0Q,

((917 92)7 (917 z, gé)) = 77(91917 z, 9295)
coincide.

Proof. By (1) of Theorem 3.4, ¢ and 1 coincide over an S-fiberwise dense open subscheme. [

The morphism 7 in Theorem 3.4 defines a (relative) rational morphism in the sense of
[SGASBII, Exposé XVIII, Définition 1.5], which can be viewed as a rational action of G x G on
Q. In the following theorem, we prove that this rational action is “birational” and “strict”, which
is an analogue of the notion of a strict birational group law, see [BLR90, Chapter 5, Section 5.2,
Definition 1|. We adopt the strategy of the proof of [Conl4, Section 6, Proposition 6.3.13| into
our context.

10



Lemma 3.7. The S-rational morphism

P:GxOAxG--» GxQxG,

(glu x, 92) g (glu 7T(gla x, 92)7 92)7
is birational. Moreover, there exists an Q-dense open subscheme V of the definition domain
of ® containing {e} x Q x {e} such that ®(V) is Q-dense and the restriction ®|y is an open
immersion into G x Q x G.

Proof. The rational morphism & is birational because, by Lemma 3.6, it has the following
rational inverse:

U:GxQxG--+GxQxG,

(917:17792) g (917W(9;17$7951)7g2)7

where U is defined over an S-dense open subscheme of G x Q x G obtained by further shrinking
the definition domain of ®. Let I/ and U’ be the definition domain of ® and ¥. Let

V=0 ) \U and V=0t W) (U

Note that ®|y and ¥|y are inverse to each other and by Theorem 3.4, V and V' contain
{e} x Q x {e}. O

4. COMPACTIFICATION FOR SPLIT ADJOINT REDUCTIVE GROUP SCHEMES

We shall keep the notations of Section 3. In this section, we first define a compactification
of the split adjoint reductive group G as a sheaf. Then we prove that this compactification
is in fact a G x G-projective scheme and contains G as an open dense subscheme. Moreover,
we show that geometric fibers of this compactification are wonderful compactifications as we
recall in Section 2.

4.1. An equivalence relation. Recall from Theorem 3.4 that we have the S-rational mor-
phism 7: G x Q x G --» ). The following construction is inspired by [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII,
3.2.3].

Definition 4.1. We define a relation on G x Q x G as follows: for a test S-scheme S’ and
(91,7, 92), (91,7, d5) € (G x Q x G)(S"), we say that (g1, x,g2) and (g}, 7', g5) are equivalent,
if and only if, there exist an fppf cover S” — S" and a section (ay,a2) € (G x G)(S") such that
m(a191,,a292) and w(a1g), 2’ azgh) are both well defined and are equal over S". We write
(91733792) ~ (9/1733/795) Zf (91733792)? (giv$lvgé) € (G X ﬁ X G)(S/) are equivalent.

Our next goal is to show that the relation in Definition 4.1 is an equivalence relation. As

a preparation, we need the following lemma which is inspired by [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII,
Lemme 3.3].

Lemma 4.2. Consider two sections
(91,7, 92), (91,7",93) € (G x Q x G)(9)
together with (a1,az2) € (G x G)(S1), where Sy is an fppf cover of S, such that

77(@1917 x, CLQQQ) = 7T(a’lg/h .Z'/, a29§)'

Then, for (hi1,h2) € (GXG)(S2) where Sy is an S-scheme, if w(h1g1, x, hag2) and w(h1gy, x', hagh)
are well defined, then they are equal.
11



Proof. We have that

(2191, T, 2292) = W(Zlafljﬂ(algl,w,@gﬁ,Z2a§1)
= 7-‘-(’210’1_17 7-‘-(0’1917 .Z'/, a29§)7 ZQCLQ_I)
= m(2191, %', 2295)

holds as an equality of Sj-rational morphisms with respect to the variable (z1,22), where
Lemma 3.6 is used in the first and the last equality. Hence by [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Propo-
sition 1.6], m(z101,, 2292) = 7(2191, 2, z2¢5) holds as an equality of S-rational morphisms.
Therefore m(h1g1, , hag2) = w(h1g}, 2, hagh). O

Lemma 4.3. The relation in Definition 4.1 is an equivalence relation.

Proof. 1t is clear that this relation is symmetric.

To show the reflexivity, for an S-scheme S’ and (g1, z, g2) € (G x Q x G)(S"), we need to find
a section (ag,az) € (G x G)(S”) for some S” is an fppf cover of S’ such that w(ayg1,x,azg2)
is well defined. By Lemma 3.7, the definition domain U of ® is an -dense open subscheme.
In the view of the stability of being relative schematic dense under base change (see [SGA3II,
Exposé XVIII, Proposition 1.1 (2)]), the base change U’ := U x5S’ of U along x is an S’-dense
open subscheme of (G x G) x S’. Then the image of the sought section (aj,as) is required to
lie in ((gfl,ggl) -U"), which is an open dense subscheme of Gg/ x Gg. Thus, the existence
of such a section (a1, as) over some fppf covering of S’ is ensured by [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII,
Proposition 1.7]. This proves the reflexivity.

To show the transitivity, we assume that, over S’, we have

(gl,x,gz) ~ (gll7x/7gé)7 (gll7x/7gé) ~ (gilax”agg)'

By Lemma 3.7 and [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Proposition 1.1 (i)], there exists an S-dense open
subscheme V of G x G such that for any section (hj,hg) of V valued in some S-scheme,
w(hig1,x, hag2), m(h1gy, @', hagh) and w(hig],z" hagy) are all well defined. Such a section
(h1, he) exists by [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Proposition 1.7]. Then the transitivity follows from
Lemma 4.2. O

Lemma 4.4. Consider the following S-rational morphism
¢: (G xQx Q) x(GxQG)--»Q,
(9175579279179&) I Tr(gi_177r<gl7x792)7gé_l)'

Let U be the definition domain of the rational morphism ¢, and let I' be the graph of the
morphism ¢ly. We consider a section

(glv$7g2vg/17gé7y) € ((G X ﬁ X G) X (G X G) X ﬁ)(s)
[f (917$7g2ygivgé7y) € F(S)? then (91733792) ~ (gll7yygé)‘

PTOOf. Assume that (917 x, g2, 9/17 957 y) € F(S) i'e'? Yy= ¢(917 x, 92, giv gé) Note that ﬂ-(glv x, 92)

may not be well defined because pro3(Uf) is possibly larger than the definition domain of .

However, by Lemma 3.7 and [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Proposition 1.7], there exists an (hy, hg) €

(G x G)(5”), where S” is an fppf cover of S, such that m(hig1,z, haga) and w(hig},y, hagh)

are both well defined. Again, by the associativity of = (Lemma 3.6) and the definition of ¢
12



and by viewing (g1,x, g2, ¢}, g4) as variables, we have the following equalities of S”-rational
morphisms
m(h191,y, hagy) = m(h1g, (g1, %, 92, 91, 93), h2gh)
7T(hla 77(917 (25(.917 T, 392, g/17 gé)a gé)a h2)
ﬂ-(hla 77(917 Z, 92)7 h2) = ﬂ-(hlgh x, h292)-

It follows that m(hig},y, hagh) = m(hig1, z, haga). O

Lemma 4.5. The scheme I' in Lemma ./ is flat and locally of finite presentation over G x
Q x G with respect to priy3 and pryse, where we implicitly identify the target of the projection
pPrysg with G x Q x G by switching the last two coordinates.

Proof. By definition, I" fits into the following cartesian diagram

r
k
Q

Therefore, T is of finite presentation over U x Q via prigsss x prg because so is A. It follows
that the morphism pryy |1 is locally of finite presentation as well because so are G and Q
over S. Observe also that I' is isomorphic to prygss(I') = U which is, by definition, an open
subscheme of (G x Q x G) x (G x G). Combining the flatness of G and Q over S, we deduce
that the morphism prja5 |1/ is flat.

To show that prssq is flat and locally of finite presentation, we claim that I' is symmetric
under the permutation of components sending (g1, , g2, 91, g5, y) to (¢}, v, g5, 91,92, x). Then
the claim and a similar argument give rise to the fact that prys4 | is flat and locally of finite
presentation.

To show the claim, it suffices to check that

Pri2345 X Prg U x =
Jqﬁxld
X

A

<l
<

¢(9/17 ¢(9173379279179&)79&791792) = .

This follows from the associativity of w (Lemma 3.6) and a computation of rational morphisms.

0

4.2. Schematic nature of the compactification. Now we are in the position to construct
a compactification of the group G as a sheaf. The following definition is inspired by the
definition given in [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Page 387].
Definition 4.6. Thanks to Lemma 4.3, we define the compactification of the adjoint group
scheme G to be the quotient sheaf X of the scheme G x Q x G with respect to the equivalence
relation constructed in Lemma /.3. We denote the quotient morphism by Qa: GxQx G — X.
We adapt the method due to Artin in the proof of [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Proposition 3.5
to deduce the following result which says that the equivalence relation of Lemma 4.3 can be
encoded in a nice scheme.
Theorem 4.7. The quotient sheaf of the relation T = G x Q x G is isomorphic to X, where
I' is defined in Lemma 4./, the two morphisms are prigs and prysg and we implicitly identify

the target of the projection prys with G x Q x G by switching the last two coordinates.
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Proof. We will verify that two sections of G x £ x G are equivalent if and only if they come
from a section of I'. As in Lemma 4.4, let U be the definition domain of

¢: (GxQAxG)x(GxQ)--»9Q,
and T is the graph of ¢|;;. Then we have the natural immersion
I > (GxQxG)x(GxG)xQ.

We fix a test S-scheme S and two sections (g1, , g2), (9], Y, 95) € (G x Q2 x G)(S"). Since the
definition domain of ¢g certainly contains I/ x S’, by applying Lemma 4.4 to ¢g, it follows

that (917 x, g2, 9/17 gé) y) € F(Sl) 1mphes that (917 x, 92) ~ (giv Y, gé)
Conversely, suppose that, for a test S-scheme S’,

(91,7, 92), (91,9, 92) € (G x Q x G)(S") and (g1, %, 92) ~ (91, ¥, g5),

i.e., that there exist an fppf cover S” over S’ and a section (aj,a2) € (G x G)(S”) such
that 7(a191,x,a292) = mw(a19},y, azgh). We have to show that (g1,x,g2,91,5,y) € I'(S’). By
[GP1la, Exposé IV, Proposition 6.3.1 (iii)|, the scheme I" represents a sheaf. Hence to check
that (g1,x, 92,91, 65, y) € I'(S"), it suffices to localize on S’. Note that (¢g1,,g2) ~ (9}, y, g5)
remains true while passing to étale neighborhoods. We assume that S’ is the spectrum of a
strictly henselian local ring. Then consider the strict localization S of S at the image of the
geometric closed point of S’. By [Gro67, Proposition 18.8.8 (iii), (iv)], the morphism S—5
is flat. Therefore, by [BLR9I0, 2.5, Proposition 6], the formation of I' commutes with the base
change to S , hence, we may assume that S is also strictly henselian and the morphism S" — S
is local.

We claim that there exist a flat and finitely presented morphism Sy — S and a section
(h1,h2) € (G x G)(Sp) such that w(h1g1,x, hag2) and 7(h1g},y, hagh) are well defined, here we
implicitly pullback (hi, hg) to (G x G)(S" xg Sp).

Granted the claim, consider the Sp-rational morphism

0: (Gx0xG)x (GxG)--»Q,
(a1,w, as, ay, ah) —> w((hia}) " w(hiar, w, haas), (heay) ).

By Lemma 3.6, two Sp-rational morphisms ¢ and ¢g, equal, where ¢ is defined in Lemma 4.4.
By Lemma 4.2, the equivalence (g1, z, g2) ~ (¢1,v, g5) implies that

7T<hlgla z, h292) = ﬂ—(hlg/h Y, hQQé)
This means that 7((h1g}) ™, 7(h1g1, 2, haga), (hagh) 1) is well defined and equals to y. There-
fore, since U is the definition domain of ¢, by [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII, Proposition 1.6], it
follows that (g1,x, g2, ¢}, 95) € U(S") and also (g1,x, 92, 9}, g5, y) lies in T'(S").
To show the claim above, by Lemma 3.7, we are left with showing that there is a flat and
finitely presented morphism Sy — S and a S’-morphism Sy x " — (G x G) x S’ landing
in the S’-dense open subcheme

W= ((g:"9:") - V) [ V(605 ) - V) (NG x G) x §) = (G x G) x

where V, < (G x G) x S’ (resp., V, < (G x G) x ') is the base change of the open subscheme
V< (G x 2 x G) x S, which is obtained by applying Lemma 3.7 over S’ along z € Q(S")
(resp., y € Q(5")). To do this, we adopt the strategy of the proof of [Gro67, Corollaire 17.16.2].

Let s (resp., s) be the closed point of S’ (resp., S). Since W' is S’-dense, we can assume
that the special fiber W/, contains an open subscheme of the form W x k(s) k(s") where W is

a nonempty open subscheme of (G x G);. We choose a closed point h € W < G x G. We can
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choose a system of parameters (ﬂ)lgign in the local ring O(gx@a),,n, because the special fiber
(G x G)s is a regular scheme. Then we can find an affine open neighborhood V' containing h
and n sections (¢;)1<i<n € I'(V, Ogx ) lifting (t:’)lgign. Let V' < V be the closed subscheme
cut out by (t;)1<i<n, and, by [Gro65b, Théoréme 11.3.8 b’) and c)|, after shrinking V' if
needed, we can assume that V' is flat over S. Since (ﬂ)lgign is a system of parameters, Oy p,
is artinian. Since h is a closed point in V}, it is isolated in V. Hence Spec(Oy ) is quasi-finite
over S. As S is henselien, by the Zariski main theorem, the S-scheme Spec(Oy- ) is even
finite, see [Gro67, Théoréme 18.5.11 ¢’)]. We take Spec(Oy ) as Sy and consider the natural
S-morphism e: Spec(Oy ) — G x G.

Now we show that the S’-morphism € x Idg:: Sp x S’ — (G x G) x S’ has image in W'.
Since € sends the closed point of Spec(Oy- ) to h € W and, by [Gro60, Proposition 2.4.4], €
preserves generalizations of the closed point of Spec(Oy p), the image of the closed fiber e
lies in W. Hence, the special fiber (¢ x Idg/)y has image in W x4 k(s") € W'. Now since S’
is henselian, by [Gro67, Proposition 18.5.9 (ii)], the S’-finite scheme Spec(Sp x S”) decomposes
as the disjoint union of some local schemes. We already know that the closed points of these
local schemes are mapped into W’ by € x Idg/. Hence, by [Gro60, Proposition 2.4.4], the whole
space Spec(Sp x S’) also lands in W, as desired. O

Corollary 4.8. The sheaf X is an S-algebraic space.

Proof. By Lemma 4.5, the corollary then follows from a result due to Artin, which says that
the quotient of an algebraic space with respect to an fppf relation is again an algebraic space,
see [LMBO00, Corollaire (10.4)]. O

Our next goal is to show that X is, in fact, a scheme. To do this, we first endow X with a
group action of G x G.

Definition-Proposition 4.9. For any S-scheme S’, consider g = (a1, a2) € (G x G)(S’) and
z e X(S') represented by a section (g1,y, g2) € (G x Q x G)(S"), where S” is an fppf cover of
S’. We define gz to be the section of X(S’) represented by the section

(a191,y,a292) € (G x Q x G)(5").

We denote by
O:GxAXxG—X

the resulting action of G x G on X.

Proof. We need to check that the action of G x G on X is well defined. Fix a test S-scheme
S'. Let g = (a1,a2) € (G x G)(S"). Let (g1,y,92) and (g},v’, g5) be two sections of G x Q x G
valued in two different fppf covers S7 and S5 of S’. By pullback two sections to ST x g/ S5, we
can assume that ST = S% which we rename to S”. By Lemma 3.7 and [SGA3II, Exposé XVIII,
Propostion 1.7], we can find a section (b1,b3) of G x G valued in some fppf cover of S” such
that (bia191,y,b2asgs) and (bra1gy,y’,baazgy) are both well defined. Then we conclude by
Lemma 4.2. g

The following lemma is inspired by the fact that the group scheme that is associated to
a birational group law on a scheme X contains X as an open dense subscheme ([SGA3II,
Exposé XVIII, Théoréme 3.7 (ii)]). The proof that we present here is, in spirit, close to
[ER15, Lemma 3.13|.

Lemma 4.10. The morphism j:  — X which takes a section a € Q(S') to the equivalence
class represented by (e,a,e) in X(S"), is represented by an open immersion.
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Proof. We first verify that j is a monomorphism. For an S-scheme S’ let a1, as € Q(S’) be such
that j(a1) = j(az). Then there exist an fppf cover S” of S’ and a section (g1, ¢g2) € (G x G)(S”)
such that 7(g1,a1,92) = 7(g1,a2,g2). Then by Lemma 4.2, we get a; = ay in Q(S”), hence
a1 = az in Q(S/)

Now to show that j is an open immersion, we need to prove that, for a test S-scheme S,
and a morphism «: S’ — X, there exist an open subscheme U’ < S’ and a section of Q(U’)

such that the following diagram

U ——-0
Lo
S 2 x

is Cartesian.

We first produce the open subscheme U’ and a section of Q(U’). By fppf descent, without
loss of generality, we can assume that a € X(S’) is represented by a section (g1,x,92) €
(G x Q x G)(S"). We consider the following S’-rational morphism

f:(GxG)x S --»Qx5
(a17a2) — ¢(a1917$7a2g27 at, a2)7

where (a1, az) is an arbitrary section of G x G over an S’-scheme and ¢ is defined in Lemma 4.4.
Let V' be the definition domain of the S’-rational morphism

(GxG)x S Qx5
(a1, a2) — m(a191, %, azg2).
Consider the S’-morphism
h:V — (GxQOxG)x (GxG)x S8
(a1,a2) — (a191, %, a2g2, a1, az).

Let U = h~1(Dom(¢) x S’) where ¢ is defined in Lemma 4.4. As G is flat and finitely presented
over S, by [Gro65a, Théoréme 2.4.6], the image of & under the projection from (G x G) x S’
to S’ is an open subscheme of S, denoted by U’. We claim that there is a morphism fi;» that
fits into a commutative diagram

Qx U

A
U LNy

! 9]

pryy
J‘Z‘Ul fi

S —2 v x

in which ¢y is the natural open immersions and pr; is the projection from U to the last
coordinate U’. To see this, by the definition of f and U, we have jo prgofly = aoiyr o pryy.
Then, since j is a monomorphism and ¢ — U’ is an fppf cover, prgof|y descends to give the
sought morphism f.
To finish the proof, it suffices to check that the bottom-right square of the above diagram
is cartesian. For this, let T be an S-scheme, and let hg: T — 5 and hg: T — Q be two
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morphisms over S such that jo hg = a o hg. Then we are left to show that there exists a
unique morphism hyr: T — U’ that fits into a commutative diagram

T hg

U ALy
pryw

hx‘ J/AiU/ J{j

S x.

As iy is an open immersion, the uniqueness of hy follows from [Sta, 01L7]. It suffices to show
the existence of hy. By viewing hg as a section of Q(T'), the equality johgy = aohg gives rise
to (e, hy, e) ~ (g1, 2, g2). This implies that there exists an S’-morphism (c1,¢2) € (G x G)(T")
such that

m(c1, b, c2) = m(c1g1, 2, c292),

where T" is an fppf cover of T'. By the definition of ¢ and f and Theorem 4.7, we have
(c1,c2) eU(T') and f(c1,e2) = hg.

Since T" — T is an fppf cover and U’ is the image of U in S’, the morphism pryy o(cq, co)
descends to give the desired morphism Ag. O

Proposition 4.11. The algebraic space X is a separated scheme over S.

Proof. By Lemma 4.10, the € is an open subspace of X. By the definition of the action of
G x G on X (Definition-Proposition 4.9), we have X = (G x G) - Q. Then the proposition
follows from [BLRI0, Section 6.6, Theorem 2 (a) and (b)] and the smoothness of 2 over S. [

4.3. Relation with wonderful compactifications. We are going to show that the geomet-
ric fibers of X are classical wonderful compactifications (as we review in Section 2.2). For this,
recall that the wonderful compactification X, of G@ contains an open subscheme called the

big cell which is canonically isomorphic to (Q)W’ see, for instance, [BK05, Proposition 6.1.7].

Proposition 4.12. There is a G x G-equivariant open immersion i: G — X such that every
geometric fiber of X over a point s € S s identified with the wonderful compactification of
Gm, Viewing Q) as an open subscheme of X wvia Lemma /.10, the restriction of i to Qg

agrees with Equation (2). For a test S-scheme S’, the S’-valued points of the image of i are

Qa([) Dexaxa(Xa)(8)),

aceA

where Qg is the quotient map as in Definition /.6 and D, g, o(Xa) is the principal open
subscheme of G x Q x G defined by X,.

Proof. For a section g € G(S’) where S’ is an S-scheme, we define i: G — X by taking i(g) to
the equivalence class of (g,e,e) in X(S’). The fact that i is G x G-equivariant follows from
Theorem 3.4.

We claim that G(Q = Q¢ and i|g.: Q¢ —  coincides with Equation (2), here the
intersection indicates the pullback of , which is an open subscheme of X (Lemma 4.10),
along i.
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Granted the claim, as Q¢ is an open subscheme of G [GP11b, Exposé XXII, Proposi-
tion 4.1.2] and X is covered by the translations of  under the action of G' x G, it follows that
i is an open immersion.

To prove the claim, we choose a section g € Qg(S’). By Definition-Proposition 4.9, i(g)
is the section of X represented by the section (g,e,e) € (G x Q x G)(S’). Note that, by
Definition 4.1, (g,e,e) ~ (e,v(g),e), where v is Equation (2). Hence Qg < G\ and the
restriction il coincides with v. For the converse direction, take a section 8 € G(S") [ Q(S"),
after base change if needed, we assume that there is an fppf cover S” of S’ so that S is
represented by two sections (e,y,€), (b1,e,e) of (G x Q x G)(S”) satisfying (e,y,e) ~ (b1, e,e).
Hence, by Lemma 3.5, y lies in Q¢(S”), then 8 € Q¢(S’) follows. This proves the claim.

For a point s € S, by the functoriality of the definition of X (Definition 4.6), the geometric
fiber Xm of X is the quotient sheaf GW X (ﬁ)m X GW/ ~s, where ~4 stands for the
equivalence relation obtained by applying Definition 4.1 to G@. To define a morphism from
Xm to X, by the universal property of sheafication, it suffices to define a morphism x{ at the
level of presheaves. For a k(s)-scheme T and a section (g1, z, g2) € (G@ X <Q)k(s) X G@)(T),

we define the image of (g1,,g2) under xI to be glxgz_l in X(7T). The fact that ys is well

defined follows from the fibral description of 7 in Theorem 3.4. The associated morphism from

Xm to X is denoted by xs. Note that, by Definition-Proposition 4.9, this y, is Gm X Gm—

equivariant. By Lemma 4.10 and the definition of xs, x| (e is an open immersion onto
k(s

the big cell of X;. By the translations of G@ X G@, the x; is quasi-finite, hence by the

Zariski main theorem [Gro6G1b, Corollaire 4.4.9], is an open immersion. By Equation (1), xs
is an isomorphism.

The last part of the proposition follows essentially from the definition of v and the equi-
variant action of G x G. 0

Remark 4.13. In the proof of Proposition /.12, we construct i via the left action of G on X.
In the view of the condition (1) of Theorem 3.4, it is equivalent to use the right action of G.

4.4. Projectivity of compactification. In Section 4.3, we see that the geometric fibers of
X over S are projective. However, this does not imply the projectivity of X because the
projectivity does not satisfy even Zariski descent, see [Har77, Chapter II, Exercise 7.13] for a
counterexample.

In this part, we will show that X is projective over S. We first use the toric structure inside
X to deduce the properness of X.

Theorem 4.14. The scheme X is proper over S.

Proof. We are going to verify the valuative criterion for properness [Gro61a, Théoréme 7.3.8].
Hence, by base change, we can assume that the base scheme S is the spectrum of a discrete
valuation ring R. Let K be the fraction field of R, and let n be the generic point of S.

Since, by Proposition 4.11, X" is separated over S, combining with [Rom13, Lemma 4.1.1],
it suffices to show that for any z € G(K), there exists a section y € X (R), such that the
following diagram

Spec(K) —— G

| L

Spec(R) —— X
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commutes, where i is from Proposition 4.12. By the Iwahori-Cartan decomposition (see,
[AHHL21, Remark 3.5, Theorem 4.1]), we have

G(K) = G(R)T(K)G(R).

Therefore, it is enough to show that any section z € T'(K) can be lifted to an R section of X.
For this, let Z < X be the schematic closure of the generic fiber 75, in X', we claim that Z is a
proper toric scheme over S (see [KKMSD73, Chapter IV, § 3] for the theory of toric schemes
over DVRs). Assuming the claim, the theorem follows by applying the valuative criterion for
properness to Z to lift z to a section in Z(R).

To show the claim, denote by X (resp., Xv) the character lattice (resp., cocharacter lattice)
of T', and by W the Weyl group of G. We denote by Ng(7T') the normalizer subgroup scheme
of T in G. Note that Ng(T) acts on T, hence, by the flatness of Ng(T') over S (|[Conl4,
Proposition 2.1.2]) and the proof of [GGMB14, Lemme 5.1.1], acts on Z as well. Also, T is
contained in Z. By Proposition 4.12, T;, < T" is embedded into T via

to [T et

aiEA
which is an affine embedding of torus defined by the rational polyhedral cone
0:=CpyxRspc Xg x Ry,

where Cp < Xy is the negative Weyl chamber of G. Similarly, for w € W, since the open
immersion i in Proposition 4.12 is (G x G)-equivariant, the embedding from the generic torus
T, tow- T - W~ is defined by the rational polyhedral cone

ow = Cy x Rzg < Xg x Ry,

where w € Ng(T')(S) is a representative of w and Cy, = {y € Xy | (wa;,y) <0} is the trans-
lation of the negative Weyl chamber Cy under the action of w. As the fan of Weyl chambers is
complete, we have that the fan defining the toric scheme [ J, oy w - T -1~" which is Uwew Tw>
is also complete in the sense that

U ow = X& xR

weW
Thus, by [KKMSD73, Chapter IV, §3, (L), g)], the subscheme |,y @-T -w ™! of Z is proper
over S, hence equals Z, as desired. O

Corollary 4.15. The scheme X is projective over S.

Proof. First note that the scheme X is the base change of a scheme Aj over Spec(Z) obtained
by applying Definition 4.6 to the Chevalley group that shares the same root datum with
G. Thus it suffices to show that Xy is projective. The normality of Z allows us to utilize
[BLRI0, Section 6.6, Theorem 2 (d)] to get the quasi-projectivity of Xy. By [Sta, Lemma 0BCL
(1)], the corollary follows from Theorem 4.14. O

Remark 4.16. Our method of constructing the projective scheme X containing G as an open
subscheme fails for non adjoint reductive groups. A key feature of our approach is that for
the adjoint group G, the set of simple roots forms a basis of the character space Xr and cuts
out a rational cone Cy (the negative Weyl chamber) in the cocharacter space Xg such that the
translations of Co under the Weyl group form a complete fan in Xg. In non adjoint case,
there is no such a basis in the character space. In fact, since the action of the Weyl group on
the cocharacter space is generated by simple reflections, the cone Cy cut out by such a basis
must lie in some Weyl chamber. Since the fan of the translates of Cy is complete, the cone
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Cy must be a Weyl chamber. Hence this basis is the translation of simple roots under some
element in the Weyl group. This implies the root datum of G is adjoint.

Remark 4.17. It is also plausible to replace G x Q x G by G x T x G in the construction of
X, which is similar to |Gabl12| where Gabber sketched a proper compactification for pseudo-
reductive groups of minimal type over fields. Another possible model for X, which is similar
to [BLR90, Chapter 5|, is to realize it as the subsheaf of R(Q) which is the sheaf of rational
endomorphisms of €.

5. DIVISORS

Divisors of a scheme often reflect many geometric properties of the scheme itself. In this
section, we will study the divisors of X constructed in Section 4 and their interactions to
G x G-orbits of X. In this section, we shall keep notations of Section 4.

We denote by Gy the unique Chevalley group over Spec(Z) which shares the same root

datum with G, and denote by Xy the scheme obtained by applying Definition 4.6 to Gy. The
following result has been established for classical wonderful compactifications, see, for instance,
[BK05, Chapter 6, Lemma 6.19], whose argument can be carried over to our situation with
mild modifications, except that it is more natural to consider relative Picard schemes instead
of absolute Picard groups.
Theorem 5.1. The complement X\Q is the union of the relative effective Cartier divisors
(See [Sta, 062T|) Bs;B~, where s; € W(S) is the simple reflection defined by the simple root
a; € A and bar indicates schematic closure in X. Moreover, the relative Picard functor Px/s,
which is the fppf sheaf associated to the functor

(Sch/S)? — Grp, T — Pic(X xgT)

from the category of S-schemes to the category of groups, is represented by the constant group
scheme Z9 .

Proof. As X is separated by Proposition 4.11, together with the affineness of €, the open
embedding j: @ < X in Lemma 4.10 is affine. By [Gro67, Corollaire 21.12.7], X\Q is of
pure codimension 1. We claim that G\ is schematically dense in X\Q. In fact, schematic
density can be fiberwise checked by [SGA3II, Exposé¢ XVIII, Corollaire 1.3]. Hence, by base
change to geometric fibers and Proposition 4.12, the claim follows from the same result for
wonderful compactifications [BK05, Chapter 6, proof of Lemma 6.1.9]. Furthermore, by the
Bruhat decomposition [GP11b, Exposé XXII, Théoréme 5.7.4, (i)], combining with the fact
that G(Q = Qg, we have
&= [] B-w-B,
weW (S)\1
where w € Normg(T')(S) is a lifting of w. Therefore, after taking schematic closure, we obtain
xX\Q = U B-s; B,
si€W(S)
by the usual Bruhat order [Spr09, 8.5.4, Proposition 8.5.5] applied to each geometric fiber.
Let us first assume S = Spec(Z). In this case, we rename X to Ap. As now S is a
Dedekind scheme, by [Har77, Chapter 111, Proposition 9.7|, these boundary divisors B - §; - B~
are flat over S because B - §; - B~ dominates S. As Aj is locally factorial, by [Har77, Chap-
ter II, Proposition 6.11]|, B - s; - B~ is an effective Cartier divisor, hence is a relative effective

We thank Will Sawin for pointing this out to us.
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Cartier divisor. For a point s € S, the geometric fiber (B - s; - B_)@ certainly contains

B #i By ol BY
[Sta, 056Q), (B-$;- B~ )k(s) is again an effective Cartier divisor. Note that (B- ;- B~ )k(s)

can not contain other boundary divisor B@- sj - B_— for j # i otherwise, by intersecting

k(s)
with the group (Go )z ) @ contradiction against the usual Bruhat decomposition [Spr09, 8.5.4]

would arise. Therefore, we have
(B-si-B_)@:B@-si-Bm. (9)

Take a Weil divisor D in Xp. As Q is an affine space over Spec(Z), by [GW20, Proposi-
tion 11.40], D is equivalent to a divisor spanned by these boundary divisors. If D is equivalent
to a principal divisor associated to a rational function h in the function field K(X}), after
restricting to 2 which is an affine space over Spec(Z), we have h € Z*, hence D itself is zero.
Therefore Pic(Xp) is freely generated by these boundary divisors.

Since, by Corollary 4.15, Xp is smooth and projective over Spec(Z) and by Proposition 4.12
the geometric fibers of X/ Spec(Z) are reduced and irreducible, according to the result [BLRIO,
§ 8.2 Theorem 1| of Grothendieck, the relative Picard functor Py, spec(z) is representable
by a seperated S-scheme, say Picy,/g, which is locally of finite presentation over S. By
Proposition 4.12; the generic fiber of Xy over S is geometrically integral, hence, by [GW20,
Proposition 5.51|, Q is algebraically closed in the function field K(Aj). Then by [Gro61b,
Corollaire 4.3.12|, the pushforward of the structure sheaf Oy, to S equals to Og. By [BLRIO,
§ 8.1, Proposition 4], Picy,,s(S) equals the Picard group Pic(Xp), which is, as we have seen,
the free abelian group Z®'. Hence we can define a morphism

0: 2% g —> Picy,/s

by sending an [-tuple of integers (a;) i = 1,...,1 to the divisor X_,a;(B - s; - B~). By applying
[BKO05, Corollary 6.2.8] to the wonderful compactlﬁcatlon (X0)5rsy ) for a point s € S, we have

H! ((Xo)k(s),(’)(%)m) = 0. Combining this with [BLR9I0, § 8.4 Theorem 1 (b)], it follows
that (Picy, /S)W’ which is isomorphic to Pic( X0y G has dimension zero, i.e., is disjoint

union of points. By [BKO05, Lemma 6.1.9], the underlying topological space of (Picy, /S)m is

bijective to Z® via the basis Bk( j -8+ B—— Ok Hence, combining Equation (9), each geometric

fiber of # is an isomorphism, and then by [Gro67, Corollaire 17.9.5], 6 itself is an isomorphism.

Back to the general base S, by Definition 4.6, X is the base change of A along the natural
morphism from S to Spec(Z). By a similar argument using the Bruhat decomposition as above,
each boundary divisor B - §; - B~ descends to a boundary divisor of X, hence by [Sta, 056Q),
is again a relative effective Cartier divisor. The relative Picard functor Py /g is represented
by the base change of Picy,/gpec(z) along the natural morphism from S to Spec(Z), which is

simply the constant group scheme Z® g O

For s € S, by Proposition 4.12, the geometric fiber X@ is the wonderful compactification

of Gk(s)’ and Qk( j is the big cell of Xm. We denote as h; the element of T@ which has
i-th coordinate 1, and 0 otherwise, here i € {1,...,l}. By [BKO05, Theorem 6.1.8 (ii)|, the

complement X \G 1s the union of prime divisors Xy, ..., X; with normal crossings, where

X; is spanned by the element h; under the action of Gk(s) o) GW' A relative version of

this result is the following.
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Proposition 5.2. The complement X\G is covered by G x G-invariant smooth relative effective
Cartier divisors Sa, with relative normal crossings to S%, for a; € A, such that after passing
to each geometric fiber, S,, becomes the boundary divisor X;. For a test scheme S’ over S,
the set of S"-valued points of Sa,; is Qa(Vayawa(Xa;)(S")) where Qg is the quotient map in
Definition 4.0.

Proof. We first prove the proposition when S = Spec(Z). By the same argument as in the proof
of Theorem 5.1, X\G is of pure codimension 1. Consider an irreducible component C of X\G.

As X\G is G x G-stable and G is connected, C is G'x G-stable. Since C = J,cqxc 9 (C[) Q)

and C is of codimension 1 in X, C()Q is of codimension 1 in the big cell . Note that
now the coordinate ring of Q is a polynomial ring over Z which is a UFD, hence by the
Krull’s Hauptidealsatz (see, for instance, [Har77, Chapter I, Theorem 1.11A]), C(Q is a
hypersurface in €, i.e., defined by a single element of the coordinate ring of Q. Notice that
C(Qis also U™T x U*-stable, hence it is nothing else but the hypersurface defined by the
coordinate X, of the big cell Q for a simple root o; € A. Therefore, combining with the G x G-
action, we obtain the final statement of the proposition. Since X is covered by the G x G-
translations of  whose local rings now are all UFDs, by [Har77, Chapter II, Proposition 6.11],
the prime Weil divisor C is locally principal. The assertion of the proposition about geometric
fibers follows from the construction of the embedding i as in the proof of Proposition 4.12.
Finally, by [Sta, Lemma 062Y], the locally principal subscheme C in X is a relative effective
Cartier divisor because so are all its geometric fibers. The divisor X\G is of relative normal
crossings to S because X\G ((g1,92) is of strict relative normal crossings in (g1, g2)Q for
every (g1,92) € (G x G)(9).

Back to the original base .S, note that by the functoriality of the construction of X', X comes
from the base change of the scheme Xy obtained by applying Definition 4.6 to Gg. By the
functorial description of the boundary divisors of &j) in the previous case, we deduce that the
boundary X\G is covered by the base changes of the relative Cartier divisors in the boundary
Xo\Go along the morphism S — Spec(Z), which are still relative effective Cartier divisors by
[Sta, Lemma 056Q)]. The relative normal crossings to S of X\G inherit from that of Xy\Gp. O

The following result says that the equivariant compactification X of the adjoint group
scheme G is a schematic version of a wonderful variety in the sense of [Lun96]. Before pro-
ceeding to the theorem, we first clarify the notion of an orbit for a group scheme action, that is
used in this paper. For an S-scheme Y acted on by a group scheme H over S and an S-valued
point x € Y(5), we refer the subsheaf of Y spanned by x under the action of H as the orbit
of z (compare with [MFK94, Definition 0.4]).

For a subset I < A, let z; € X(S) be the section represented by

ZI = (6, (6,&)[,6),6) € (GXQX G)(S)v (10)
where w; = (w1, w2, ...,w;) € [ [ Gm (S) such that w; = 0if i € I and w; = 1 otherwise.

Theorem 5.3. Fach G x G-orbit in X in the above sense is represented by a scheme. For a
G x G-orbit in X, there is a unique subset I of A such that the schematic closure of the orbit

2Following the terminology of [03, Exposé XIII, 2.1, for a scheme X over a scheme S, we say that a
relative Cartier divisor D < X is strictly with relative normal crossings to .S, if there exists a finite family
(fi e I'(X,Ox))ier such that

o D=Uses Vx(fi);
e for every x € Supp(D), X is smooth on z over S, and the closed subscheme V((fi)ier(x)) < X is
smooth over S of codimension |I(x)|, where I(z) = {i € I|f;(z) = 0}.
The divisor D is with relative normal crossings to S, if étale locally it is strictly with relative normal crossings.
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m X is maiel Sa,;, where Sy, are the boundary divisors in Proposition 5.2 and the intersection

18 transversal.

Proof. For a section v € X(S) represented by a section
(u, (2,t,y),v) € (G x A x G)(S"),

where S’ is an fppf cover of S, by the definition of the group action on X (Definition-
Proposition 4.9),

7= (u’v) ’ (6, (‘/Evt’y)v 6).
Futhermore, by Definition 4.1, we have (e, (x,t,y),e) ~ (x, (e, t,e),y) = (x,y) - (e, (e,t,€),e).
By the adjointness of G, there exists a section ¢ € T'(S') such that ¢ = ¢ - wy for some I < A,
then (e, (e,t,¢),e) = (£,€) - (e, (e,wr, e),e). Therefore, the G x G-orbit O, of 7 is spanned by
zr under the action of G' x G, and O, is, as a sheaf, isomorphic to

QG(ﬂ VGxﬁxG<X0li) ﬂ DGxﬁxG<XOﬁ))v
iel il
where Q¢ is the quotient map in Definition 4.6. Note that now O, can be identified with
the quotient sheaf of the subscheme (N;c; Vi, gw o (Xaw) Nigr Daxaxa(Xa,) of G x Q x G with
respect to the restriction of the equivalence relation in Theorem 4.7 to this subscheme, which
is again an fppf relation. Thus by a result due to Artin [LMB00, Corollaire (10.4)], Oy is
an algebraic space over S. By intersecting the open subscheme Q of X (Lemma 4.10) and
its translations by G x G, we see that O,, Zariski locally on X, is a subscheme of X. By
[Sta, 03M4], being an immersion for a morphism of algebraic spaces is Zariski local on target,
hence O, is a subscheme of X'. Observe that by the description of the open immersion from
Q into X in Lemma 4.10, O, Q is simply (ic; Vig(Xa;) Nigr Da(Xa,), which is schematic
dense in ((),,c7 Sa;) Q. Hence, by the translation of G x G, the schematic closure of O, in

X is ﬂaie 7 Sa;, here the intersection is transversal because so is it over Q (see the proof of
Proposition 5.2). O

6. DESCENT

An adjoint reductive group is descended from a split adjoint reductive group. In this section,
we deduce an equivariant compactification of a general adjoint reductive group scheme by
twisting the equivariant compactification (defined in Section 4) of a split form of this group.

6.1. Descent datum of groups. We consider an adjoint semisimple group scheme (not
necessarily split) G over a scheme S. If the fiber product is formed over S, we will omit the
subscript S. By [GP11b, Exposé XXII, Corollaire 2.3|, this G splits after base change to an
étale cover U of S, and, by [GP11b, Exposé XXV, Théoréme 1.1], there exists a split adjoint
group Gg over S such that G is a form of Gg. We fix a maximal split torus T of Gy as in
[GP11b, Exposé XXII, Définition 1.13] with rk(7T") = n, in a Borel subgroup B of Gy, and
denote by (X, ¥, A, XV, UV AY) the corresponding based root datum. We also fix a pinning
{Xa}aen of Gy, where X, € T'(S,g,)* and g, is the weight subsheaf of the Lie algebra g of Gy
with respect to the weight a. By Proposition 4.12 and Corollary 4.15, we obtain a projective
smooth (Gy x Gp)-scheme Xj that equivariantly contains G as an open dense subscheme.

Denote by U’ (resp., U”) the 2-fold (resp., 3-fold) product of U over S. By [Conl4, Exam-
ple 7.1.4], the group G is descended from Gy x U via a Cech 1-cocycle

¢ e ZY(U/S, Auts(Gy)).
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More precisely, this £ is an automorphism of the group scheme G:= Go x U’ over U’ such that
pris(§) = priy(§) prag(§). By [GP11b, Exposé XXIV, Théoréme 1.3|, we have the following
short exact sequence of group schemes:

1 — G — Auty/(G) — Outy/(G) — 1. (11)

Further, the induced pinning {)Z'a}aeA on G from the pinning { X, }een splits the above short
exact sequence and yields an isomorphism:

Autyr(G) ~ G x Outy (G). (12)

At the same time, since G is split, by loc. cit., the outer automorphism group scheme OutU/(é)
is identified with a constant group scheme Ey/, where E is the group of automorphisms of the
based root datum (X, ¥, A, XV UV AVY).

For the element 7, by [GP11b, Exposé XXIV, Théoréme 1.3 (iii)|, it is induced by an
automorphism (p,! p) of the based root datum (X, ¥, A, XV ¥V AV). More precisely, this p
(resp., tp) is an automorphism of the abelian group X (resp., X V), and it induces a bijection
on ¥ (resp., ¥V) and preserves simple roots (resp., simple coroots) (see [GP11b, Exposé XXI,
Définition 6.1]). Now 7 is determined in the following way (see [GP11b, Exposé XXIII, proof
of Théoréme 4.1 and Exposé XXIII, 1.5]):

e p induces an automorphism pr of 7"
pr =Duy/(p): T =Dy (X) — Dy (X) = T
e For each simple root o € A, set

Nag = pa(l)p,a(—l)pa(l),

where po : G, 7 — U, is given by the corresponding X, in the pinning we fixed. Then pr
is extended to an automorphism py of Normg(T') by taking n, to Np(a)-
e For each simple root o € A, set

pa: Uy — Up(a)7
Pa(T) — Pp(a) (x)

e For each root r € W, there exists a n € Normy(7')(U’) such that m(r) € A, 7 is the image
of n in the Weyl group W. Thus, by [GP11b, Exposé¢ XXIII, Lemme 2.3.5], we have a
morphism

pr:Up — Up(r)7

such that Ad(py(n))pr(z) = ppey(Ad(n)z), for any z € U.(V), V — U".

Then, modulo some technical arguments as in [GP11b, Exposé XXIII, proof of Théoreme 4.1],
the above data glue together to yield the group automorphism 7.

6.2. Descent datum for compactifications. Now we are in the position to define a descent
datum on Xy x U’. Since the construction in Definition 4.6 commutes with any base change,
then Xy x U’ is identified to the compactification of é, denoted by X. By Equation (12), we
can uniquely decompose ¢ into the product of § € G(U’) and n € Outy:(G)(U").

We are going to define two automorphisms induced from ¢ and 7 on X respectively and
then, take their composition as an action induced by £ on X.

For the element §, we define its action on X to be the conjugation action, see Definition-
Proposition 4.9.
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For the element 7, inspired by the above explicit description of 7, we define an automorphism
p7 of T = [[A(Gq) to be the permutation of coordinates induced by p so that the following
diagram

T——T

lPT l%
T——T
commutes, where two horizontal morphisms are the embedding of T" induced by negative snnple

roots as Equation (2). As p preserves A, the 1 defines an automorphism Hof GxOxG by
applying p7 and p,, r € ¥ to each component, where Q=Ut*xT xU" is over U'.

Lemma 6.1. The automorphism H of GxOxG preserves the relation defined in Defini-
tion 4. 1.

Proof. In the viewing of Definition 4.1, it suffices to show that the following diagram of U’-
rational morphisms

H

GxOxG—-Gx0QxG

s s

<———{O
<———{O

Hig
O—— 50

commutes, where the dotted vertical arrows indicate that 7 is a U’-rational morphism. Since

H is induced by n which is an automorphism of G, the commutativity of the diagram then

follows from Theorem 3.4. O

Thanks to Lemma 6.1 , combining with Definition 4.6, H induces an automorphism H of
X. We take H as the action induced by n on X. We thus obtain an automorphism ¢ of X
by composing H and the conjugation action of §. We claim that ¢ is a descent datum for
the projective scheme Xy x U’. In fact, it suffices to check the cocycle condition on ¢, which
follows from the cocycle condition on & and the schematic density of Gg in Aj.

6.3. Effectivity of descent datum. A descent datum for a projective scheme, in general,
is not effective (see [Sta, 08KE]). In order to make our descent datum effective, we are going
to construct an ample line bundle compatible with the descent datum ¢. To do this, we need
the following combinatorial lemma on root datum.

Lemma 6.2. For the based root datum R = (X, ¥, A XV WY AY) there exists a linear
combination v = Xq,eanicy of simple roots with n; € Z=q such that

o 7 is invariant under arbitrary automorphism of R;
e 7 is reqular dominant in the sense that for any simple root oy € A, < v,a; >> 0.

Proof. By |GP11b, Exposé XXI, Corollaire 7.1.6], the root datum R decomposes into product
of irreducible adjoint root data, hence we assume that R is irreducible. As an irreducible
adjoint root datum is determined by the corresponding Dynkin diagram ([GP11b, Exposé XXI,
Corollaire 7.4.4]), we can analyse R case by case.

e R is of type A, (n = 2).

aq %) Q3 Qp_2 Op_1 Qp
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Suppose v = X m;a; with m; € Z>g. To make v satisfy the requirements in the lemma,
it suffices to impose the following three conditions on coefficients:

mi =i, for all 1 < < [ 2]

>=2m; —mj_1 —mjp1 =0, forall 2 <j < [g] ;

n \2
< X_ im0y, Q;
< X mioy, ) >=2m; —ma.

Notice that the above three requirements can be fulfilled for some m;.

e R is of type D,, (n = 5).
On—1
O—O— p—2
a1 a2 On—3
Qn
n—2

In the view of the first requirement in the lemma, we suppose that v = X" "m;a; +
Mp—1(an-1 + o) with m; € Z=o. To make 7 regular dominant, it suffices to impose the
following conditions on the coefficients:

v

<7v,0f >=2my —m2 >0; <7,

>=2m; —mji1 —mj_q, forall2 < j <n-—3;
<A, Qg >=2Mypy] — Mp—3 — Myp—1 — My, > 0;
<V Qp_q >=2Mp_1 —Mp—2 >0; <7, >=2m, —my_s > 0.
A simple computation yields a solution to the above inequalities.
e R is of type Eg.
a2

T

O O
a1 as Qy Qs e73

It suffices to take, for instance, v = 31(ay + ag) + 60(as + as) + 85ay + 49as.
e R is of type Dy.

a3

a2
aq

0y
It suffices to take, for instance, v = bag + 3(a1 + ag + ay).
e R is of type A1, By, Cp, E7, Eg, Fy, Go. There is no nontrivial automorphism on Dynkin
diagram of these types, hence on R. Therefore, by the adjointness, it suffices to choose any
regular dominant character as ~. O

Theorem 6.3. There exists an ample effective Cartier divisor D on X such that D is stable
under the automorphism ¢ of X, and D descends to an ample effective Cartier Do of Xj.

Proof. By Lemma 6.2, there is a regular dominant weight v = X% ;n;0; of the based root
datum R such that ~ is stable under the action p. Consider the effective Cartier divisor
D := 37 n;Sq,, here S,, are the boundary effective Cartier divisor of X from Proposition 5.2.
By |Gro65a, Corollaire 9.6.5], being relative ample can be checked fiberwise. Hence, to show

that D is U’-ample, we are left to check that, for each point w € U’, the geometric fiber
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Dz = 37" 1n;(Sq, )w is an ample divisor of the geometric fiber fg which, by Proposition 4.12, is
identified with the wonderful compactification of Ga. By Proposition 5.2, (S,, )w is a boundary
divisor in :\Gy. By [BK05, Chapter 6, Proposition 6.1.11 (ii)], (Sa, )a corresponds to the line
bundle L (). Thus we have that

Ly (Dg) = D ni(Sa)m =D, nily (ai) = ﬁgﬁ(z nic;) = L (7).
im1 i=1

o
i=1

As 7 is regular dominant, by [BK05, Chapter 6, Proposition 6.1.11 (iii)|], £x_(v) is ample.
Hence D is an ample effective Cartier divisor. ’

Now we show that D is stable under . Recall that ¢ is the composition of the conjugate
action of an element of (N}'(U ') and the automorphism H defined by the automorphism (f, f)
of the based root datum R. By Proposition 5.2, each S, is (C~¥ X é)-stable, hence so is D.
Moreover, by loc. cit., we see that H takes S, to Saf(i), and their coefficients n; and ny;) in
D is designed to be equal, thus D is stable under H as well, as desired.

By applying Proposition 5.2 to Xp, we get divisors Sp, on the boundary of G in &Ap. Notice
that, by the functorial description of S,, in Proposition 5.2, each S,, descends to Sp,,. Thus
D descends to Dg = X150, which is an ample effective divisor by the same argument as
above. O

Corollary 6.4. The (Gp x U) x (Go x U)-scheme Xy x U over U descends to a smooth
projective (G x G)-scheme X over S such that the geometric fibers of X are the wonderful
compactifications of the corresponding geometric fibers of G, and X contains G as a fiberwise
dense open subscheme. Moreover, the boundary X\G is a smooth relative Cartier divisor with
relative normal crossings to S.

Proof. By [BLR90, Section 6.1, Theorem 7], the descent datum ¢ of the pair
(Xo x U, Layxv (Do x U))

is effective, where Dy is given in Theorem 6.3. Thus Ay x U descends to a scheme X over
S, which is quasi-projective over S because Ly, «x7(Dp x U) descends to a relative ample line
bundle on X. By [Gro65a, Proposition (2.7.1) (vii)|, this X inherits properness from X}, hence
X is projective over S.

In order to descend the action of (Gy x U) x (Go x U) on the scheme Xy x U, we have to
show that the following diagram:

~

(N}'x/f’xGi)

&,

Expx€ P

%

GxXxG—25X

commutes, where O is the action of G x G on X defined in Definition-Proposition 4.9. Recall
that & (resp. ¢) consists of an inner part and an outer part, hence it suffices to verify the above
diagram separately. For the inner part, the commutativity follows from the group action law
on X ; for the outer part, it follows from the definition of ¢. Then by [BLR90, Section 6.1,
Theorem 6 (a)], this © descends to a morphism ©: G x X x G —> X which is again a group

action.
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In order to descend the open embedding from Gy x U into Xy x U, we need to show that
the following diagram

o [
G X
commutes, where 7 is the open embedding defined in Proposition 4.12. The commutativity of
the above diagram follows from the definition of ¢. Again, by [BLR90, Section 6.1, Theorem 6
(a)], this 7 descends to a morphism i: G — X which is an open immersion by [Gro65a,
Proposition 2.7.1(x)|. Finally, note that for any geometric point Spec(k(s)) — S of S, where
s € S, by [Gro67, Corollaire 17.16.2], there is a section of the base change U x g Spec(k(s))
over Spec(k(s)). Then the fiberwise claim for the point s is fulfilled via this section and
Proposition 4.12.
By Proposition 5.2, the complement Xp\GY is of relative normal crossing to S. Hence, since
X\G is descended from (Xp\Gp) x U by the definition of being of relative normal crossings
[03, Exposé XIII, 2.1], X\G is of relative normal crossing to S as well. O

Remark 6.5. In [Wed18|, Wedhorn introduced the notion of a spherical space over an arbitrary
base scheme as a generalization of a spherical variety over an algebraically closed field. More
precisely, in loc. cit., a spherical space for a reductive group scheme G over a scheme S is
defined to be a flat, separated, and finitely presented algebraic space X over S together with an
action by G such that for any s € S, Xm s a spherical Gm—variety. Since by Luna’s result
[Lun96] which says that every wonderful variety is spherical, Corollary 6./ produces plenty of
meaningful examples of spherical spaces.

7. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we discuss applications of the compactification constructed in Section 6 on
torsors of reductive group schemes.

The initial motivation of this paper comes from the following conjecture about equivariant
compactification for reductive group schemes by Cesnavitius:

Conjecture 7.1. ([Ces22, Conjecture 6.2.3]). For an isotrivial reductive group G over a
Noetherian scheme S in the sense that there exists a finite étale cover S’ of S such that G x g5’
splits, there exists a projective, finitely presented scheme X containing G as a fiberwise dense
open subscheme, together with a left action of G on X that extends the left translation of G
on itself.

If S is a field, then such an X can be obtained by simply taking schematic closure of G in
some projective space. The main difficulty of Conjecture 7.1 lies in the fact that, in general,
the schematic image of a morphism does not commute with nonflat base change.

Note that Corollary 6.4 gives an affirmative answer to Conjecture 7.1 for adjoint reduc-
tive group schemes without the isotriviality restriction, and also the left and the right G-
translations are both extended. Notice also that the solution of Conjecture 7.1 for tori has
been given, see [Ces22, Theorem 6.3.1].

The following result is established in [CesQQ, Proposition 6.2.4] for isotrivial torsors of an
isotrivial reductive group schemes under the assumption that Conjecture 7.1 holds.
Proposition 7.2. For an isotrivial torsor X under an isotrivial adjoint reductive group scheme

G over a Noetherian scheme S, there exists a projective, finitely presented G-scheme X /S
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containing X as a fiberwise open dense subscheme such that the G-action on X restricts to
the G-action on X. If S is the spectrum of a semilocal Noetherian ring, then, for any section
a from a closed subscheme Z < S to X, there exists a finite étale cover S of S, a morphism
v: Z — S and a section & € X(S) whose v-pullback is a.

Proof. The proposition follows from Corollary 6.4 and [éesQQ, Proposition 6.2.4]. More pre-
cisely, the construction of X is obtained by twisting the compactification X of G given in Corol-
lary 6.4. Let X be the contracted product X x& X, which is an algebraic space by [Sta, 06PH],
and by étale descent for quasi-affine schemes [Sta, 0247|, is a scheme. See [éesQQ, proof of
Proposition 6.2.4] for the projectivity of X over S, in which the isotriviality condition is used.
For the last part of the proposition, roughly, we use the Bertini theorem to cut the compacti-
fication X to produce a finite étale cover of Z, see [60822, Lemma 6.2.2] for details. O

Remark 7.3. The subtlety of Proposition 7.2 lies in arranging the finiteness of S. Without
the finiteness requirement, the second part of the proposition follows from [60822, Proposi-
tion 6.1.1 (a)].

Another application is the following trick of equating reductive group schemes, which is

frequently used (in various forms) in the study of the Grothendieck—Serre conjecture (see
[60522, Section 3.1] for a detailed survey of this conjecture). The following result is established
in [60522, Proposition 6.2.5] under the assumption of Conjecture 7.1. A surprising point of
the following proposition is that it works for reductive group schemes even if we only dispose
of the compactifications for adjoint reductive group schemes.
Proposition 7.4. Let S be the spectrum of a Noetherian semilocal ring whose local rings are
all geoemetrically unibranch, e.g., normal (see [Gro64, 23.2.1]), and let Z < S be a closed
subscheme. Assume that Gy and Go are two reductive group schemes over S that have the
same root datum over each geometric fiber, and that there is an isomorphism of group schemes
¢ : G|z = Ga|z. Then, there are a ﬁmte étale cover S of S, a morphism c: Z — S and an
isomorphism @ : G1 Xg S — Gy x5 8 that lifts ¢ along c.

Proof. The proposition follows from Corollary 6.4 and [60522, Proposition 6.2.5]. Roughly,
by [GP11b, Exposé XXII, Corollaire 2.3|, G; and G split étale locally over S. Then thanks
to the fiberwise assumption, G and G4 are étale locally isomorphic. Thus, the quotient, say
I, of the isomorphism scheme I := Isomgy, (G1,G2) by the action of (G1)aq is étale locally
constant because, étale locally, I is the outer automorphism scheme of a split reductive group
scheme, which is, by [GP11b, Exposé XXIV, Théoréme 1.3 (iii)|], a constant group scheme.
By descent [Gro65a, Proposition 2.6.1 (i)] and [Gro67, Corollaire 17.7.3 (ii)], I is étale and
surjective over S. By [SGA3II, Exposé X, Corollaire 5.14] and [Gro60, Corollaire 6.1.9], T
decomposes as a disjoint union of connected components, which are clopen, finite and étale
over S. Now consider the section % € I(Z) induced by ¢, and take Z as the finite disjoint
union of all connected components of I that intersect the image of Z. Then Z is finite étale
over S, and the natural embedding of Z into I, denoted by @, gives a lifting of 7. By base
changing the (G1)aq-torsor I over I along @ and considering the schematic image of Z in Z,
the proposition then follows from Proposition 7.2. O
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