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Chapter 1

Formal groups and the moduli stack
of formal groups

1.1 Functor-of-points style algebraic geometry
We first give a brief introduction of the functor of points, which gives us a more convenient way
of treating formal groups.

Definition 1.1.1. For a ring R, let the category of commutative R-algebras to be AlgR. We
define an affine scheme over R to be a functor F : AlgR → Set corepresentable by an R-algebra
A, that is, F ' HomAlgR(A,−). We denote this functor by SpecA. We define an R-functor to
be any functor AlgR → Set. Clearly, the category of R-functors has all limits and colimits by
pointwise constructions. We denote the category of affine schemes over R to be AffR, and the
category of R-functors to be pSh(AffR).

Definition 1.1.2. For a map of affine schemes f : SpecB → SpecA, by Yoneda lemma this
corresponds to a map of R-algebras f : A→ B. We say SpecB → SpecA is a closed immersion
if A → B is surjective. This clearly identifies B with A/ ker f , hence with A/I for some ideal
I. We denote this affine scheme by V (I) or SpecA/I.

We define the complement open immersion of a closed immersion to be the R-functor

SpecA− Spec(A/I) : AlgR → Set, B 7→ (f : A→ B,B ⊗A A/I = 0)

We denote this functor by D(I). Natural transformations with codomain an affine scheme is an
open immersion iff it can be identified with some functor of the above form.

We define a map of R-functors X → Y to be affine, if for any map of R-functors SpecA→ Y ,
we have SpecA×Y X is affine.

We define a map of R-functors X → Y to be a closed immersion, if it is affine and SpecA×Y

X → SpecA is a closed immersion of affine schemes. We define a map of R-functors X → Y to
be an open immersion, if for any map of R-functors SpecA→ Y , we have SpecA×Y X → SpecA
is an open immersion.

We define a map of R-functors X → Y to be separated if the diagonal map X → X ×Y X
is a closed immersion.

Definition 1.1.3. For a R-functor X, we define the space of geometric points |X| to be the set
of equivalence classes of maps Spec k → X, where two maps Spec k → X and Spec k′ → X are
equivalent if k and k′ admits a common extension k′′, and there is a map Spec k′′ → X such
that it factors through Spec k′′ → Spec k′ and Spec k′′ → Spec k. This is a topological space
with open sets |U | where U is an open subscheme of X.

Clearly, a map of R-functors X → Y induces a continuous map |X| → |Y |. We say a map
f : X → Y is quasi-compact if for every open affine subset |U | ⊆ |Y |, f−1(U) is affine.
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Definition 1.1.4. An R-functor X : AlgR → Set is a scheme if it satisfies the two following
properties.

1. X is a sheaf with respect to the Zariski topology in AlgR.

2. There is a collection of affine schemes SpecAi such that we have open immersions
SpecAi → X and ∐

SpecAi → X

induces a surjection of sets evaluated at every field over R.

Construction 1.1.5. Let X be an arbitrary R-functor, and consider the category
pSh(AffR)/X. We define a sieve over X to be a subfunctor F of HompSh(AffR)(−, 1X) (that
is, a pointwise injection F (Y → X) → HompSh(AffR)(Y → X, 1X)). Equivalently, a sieve over
X is a collection of morphisms S = {Xi → X} such that if f ∈ S, and g is any morphism
pre-composable with f , we have fg ∈ S. In this sense, we define for a collection of morphisms
S′ = {Xi → X} the sieve generated by T to be the collection of morphisms S = {fg|f ∈ S′}.

For a functor F : pSh(AffR)
op → C (where C is any category), let S be a sieve over an

R-functor X, we define

F (S) := lim−→(
∏

Xi→X∈S
F (Xi)

p∗1
⇒
p∗2

∏
Xi→X,Xj→X∈S

(Xi ×X Xj))

We define a topology to be a collection of covering sieves J(X) associated to all R-schemes
X such that the following holds.

1. HompSh(AffR)(−, 1X) ∈ J(X).

2. The sieve generated by all morphisms SpecA→ X is in J(X).

3. If S ∈ J(X), and Y → X is a morphism of R-functors, then S ×X Y ∈ J(Y ).

4. For a sieve S ∈ J(X), if for another sieve T over X such that for all f : Xi → X ∈ J(X),
we have f∗T ∈ J(Xi), then T ∈ J(X).

A site is a category equipped with a topology.

Remark 1. The above equivalent definition of sieves can be explained as follows. First note that
HompSh(AffR)(Y → X, 1X) is the singleton set consisting of the morphism Y → X. Therefore, a
subfunctor of it is equivalent to the data of some morphisms Xi → X, where for these morphisms
we have F (Xi → X) is empty. Thus the morphisms above are closed under precomposition with
other morphisms.

Moreover, the second assertion for the topology guarantees that every functor satisfying
descent is a left Kan extension of its restriction to the affine schemes.

Construction 1.1.6. We define the Zariski site to be the category of schemes with morphisms
the open immersions, and equipped with the topology generated by finite coverings.

We define the etale site to be the category of schemes with morphisms the etale maps, and
equipped with the topology generated by finite coverings.

The small Zariski site and etale site over some scheme X is defined likewise.

Definition 1.1.7. For a topology chosen on the category of schemes and an R-functor X, we
define a sheaf for this topology over X to be a functor F : (Aff/X)op → C, such that the descent
condition for the topology on affine schemes holds (that is, suppose U ∈ Aff/X and S ∈ J(U)
for the topology, then F(U) ' F(S)).

For a geometric point x ∈ X, we define the stalk of a sheaf F at x to be

Fx := lim−→
U∋x

OX(U)
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Construction 1.1.8. We define the Zariski structure sheaf of an R-functor X to be OX :
(Aff/openX)op → Ring by sending an affine open U ' SpecA to the ring A. A sheaf F of
OX -modules is a Zariski sheaf over X such that for all affine opens SpecA ' U ⊆ X, we have
F(U) is a A-module (A ' OX(U)), and for all inclusions V ⊆ U (or equivalently, a ring map
A→ B where V ' SpecB), the restriction map F(U) → F(V ) is a map of A-modules.

We define an OX -module F to be quasi-coherent if there is a cover of X by open subschemes
Ui, such that we have an exact sequence of OUi-modules

OIUi
→ OJUi

→ F|Ui → 0

where I and J are possibly infinite index sets.
Clearly, for a map f : X → Y , we have a pair of adjunctions f∗ : ModOY

⇄ ModOX
: f∗,

where f∗F(U → X) ' F(U ×X Y → Y ), and f∗F(V → Y ) = lim−→U⊇V F(U → X). Here, f∗
preserves quasi-coherent sheaves, while f∗ not necessarily preserves quasi-coherent sheaves.

The correct definition of quasi-coherent sheaves over general topologies.

Construction 1.1.9. We may form the construction of relative spectrums in terms of the
functor of points. For a scheme S and a quasi-coherent sheaf of OS-algebras A, we define the
relative spectrum SpecS A by the functor of points Affop → Set by sending U to pairs (f, ϕ),
where f : U → S is a morphism, and ϕ : f∗A → OT a morphism of OT -algebras. It is easy to
verify that for the case where S = SpecR is affine, then this relative spectrum SpecS A gives
Spec Γ(S;A).

Construction 1.1.10. We define a map of R-functors f : X → Y to be flat if for all geometric
point x ∈ |X|, it induces a flat map OY,f(x) → OX,x, and it is faithfully flat if it is flat and
surjective, that is, induces an surjection X(k) → Y (k) for all R-fields k.

We define the fpqc topology to be the category of schemes equipped with the topology
generated by the following coverings on affine schemes: a fpqc cover of an affine scheme U is a
finite collection of flat morphisms Ui → U such that

∐
Ui → U is surjective.

The fpqc topology is subcanonical. That is, for a scheme X over a scheme S, X can be
viewed as a fpqc sheaf over S via the Yoneda embedding.

Theorem 1.1.11. If f : X → Y is a faithfully flat morphism of schemes, then the category of
quasi-coherent sheaves over Y is equivalent to the following category of descent data Desc(f).
Let Desc(f) denote the category with objects pairs (F, ψ), where F is a quasi-coherent sheaf over
X, and ψ : p∗1F → p∗2F (here p1, p2 : X ×Y X → X are the projection maps), such that we
have p∗1,3ψ ' p∗2,3ψp

∗
1,2ψ (here pi,j : X ×Y X ×Y X → X ×Y X are the corresponding projection

maps). Clearly, a quasi-coherent sheaf over Y defines a descent data by the obvious pullbacks.
In particular, this, along with the fact that two quasi-coherent sheaves F → G over S are

isomorphic iff for a faithfully flat map f : T → S we have f∗F → f∗G is an isomorphism,
implies that QCoh is a fpqc-stack. We will define this later.

A similar descent theorem holds for affine schemes over Y .

1.2 Tangent schemes and formal groups
Definition 1.2.1. Let X be any R-functor, then we let TX denote the R-functor such that
TX(A) = X(A[ε]) (here A[ε] ' A[x]/x2). Clearly, we have a projection functor TX → X and a
zero section functor X → TX , induced by the projection map and inclusion map A[ε] → A and
A ↪→ A[ε].

If X → S is a morphism of R-functor, we define the relative tangent functor TX/S to be the
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pullback
TX/S TX

S TS

⌜

The tangent functor TX/S is an Abelian group scheme over X if X → S is a separated
morphism of schemes.

Definition 1.2.2. Let i : X → Y be a closed embedding of schemes given by a sheaf of ideals
I. Then we define the n-th infinitesimal neighborhood of X to be InfnX(Y ) ⊆ Y induced by the
sheaf of ideals In. This definition can be generalized to any injection of fpqc sheaves over some
base scheme S, by applying the above definition to any suitable fpqc cover of the morphism.

We define the conormal sheaf to be ωX/Y = i∗(I/I2). For a finer construction, we consider
the graded OX -algebra A∗

X/Y =
⊕
i∗(Ik/Ik+1). The relative spectrum gives the normal cone

CX/Y = SpecX A.
By construction, we have ωX/Y ' ωX/ InfnX(Y ).

Definition 1.2.3. Let S be a scheme and let X be a fpqc sheaf over S, then we have a structure
map X → S and some section e : S → X. We say X is ind-infinitesimal if the natural map
lim−→ InfnS(X) → X is an isomorphism of sheaves.

We define this property for fpqc sheaf rather than schemes over S since we use here the
functor of points to describe formal schemes (see below).

Definition 1.2.4. Let A be a topological ring over a ring R. Then we define Spf A to be the
R-functor by Spf(A)(B) = lim−→Hom(A/I,B), where the colimit is taken over open ideals.

Definition 1.2.5. Let S be a scheme, X a sheaf in the fpqc topology over S, and let e : S → X
be a section of the structure map X → S, then we say (X, e) is a formal Lie variety if

1. X is ind-infinitesimal and InfnS(X) is representable by an scheme over S whose structure
morphism is affine.

2. The conormal sheaf ωS/X is locally free of finite rank over S.

3. We have an isomorphism of graded rings Sym∗
S(ωS/X) ' A∗

S/X .

Theorem 1.2.6. Let X be a formal Lie variety over S. Then there is an affine Zariski cover∐
SpecAi → S such that X×S SpecAi is of the form Spf Ai[[x1, . . . , xt]] with topology generated

by the open ideal (x1, . . . , xt). This choice of affine Zariski cover and the isomorphism is non-
canonical.

Proof. For the case where S = SpecA and the sheaf ωS/X is free with global sections x1, . . . , xt.
Then let J = Sym>0(ωS/X) be the augmentation ideal. Note that if we let the ideal sheaf asso-
ciated to the closed immersion en : S → InfnS(X) to be In then we clearly have an identification
InfnS(X) ' SpecA[x1, . . . , xt]/(x1, . . . , xt)

n. Taking the colimit gives X ' Spf A[[X1, . . . , xt]]
with the ideal of definition (x1, . . . , xt).

The general case follows easily from the above local case.

Definition 1.2.7. Let S be a scheme. We define a formal group over S to be an Abelian group
object (G, e) in the category of formal Lie varieties over S with the property that ωG := ωS/G
is locally free of rank 1 over S.

Let A be a ring. Then we define a formal group law over A to be a formal power series
f ∈ A[[x, y]] such that f(x, 0) = f(0, x) = x, f(x, y) = f(y, x), f(x, f(y, z)) = f(f(x, y), z).

Remark 2. By theorem 1.2.61.2.6, a formal group over S is locally presented by a formal group law
over the corresponding base ring.
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Definition 1.2.8. We define the Lie algebra of a formal group over S to be the following
pullback

LieG TG/S

S Xe

hence LieG admits a structure of an Abelian scheme over S. By definition, we have LieG '
SpecS Sym

∗
S ωS/G, where ωS/G is the conormal bundle.

In the case where the base scheme is of characteristic p, an interesting structure called the
Frobenius morphism arises.

Construction 1.2.9. Let S be a scheme over Fp, where p is a prime, then there is a map
FrobS : S → S sending x ∈ S(A) to xp is a well-defined morphism of schemes over SpecFp.
Then, for any scheme X/S, we define the Frobenius of X to be X(p) be given by the pullback

X(p) X

S S

⌜

FrobS

Moreover, there is a relative Frobenius morphism FrobX/S : X → X(p), given by the above
pullback diagram

X X(p) X

S S

FrobX/S

FrobX

⌜

FrobS

This is a well-defined morphism of schemes over S. Clearly, the Frobenius construction of a
group scheme is still a group scheme. Note that this construction makes sense for formal groups
by taking colimits of its infinitesimal neighborhoods, which are group schemes.

Lemma 1.2.10. Let G/S be a formal group. Then we have a natural identification Lie
(p)
G '

LieG(p). Moreover, the relative Frobenius map FrobG/S : G → G(p) induces a zero map LieG →
LieG(p), that is, it factors as

LieG → S → LieG(p)

Finally, the relative Frobenius map is the initial map inducing a zero map on the Lie algebras,
that is, for any map G → H such that LieG → LieH is null, we have this map factors through
LieG → LieG(p).

Proof. The first assertion is direct by verifying definitions, and for the second, note that for R
an Fp-algebra, the frobenius on R[ε] can be identified with

R[ε] ↠ R
FrobR−−−−→ R ↪→ R[ε]

since ε is killed by taking p-th power. Therefore by the definition of the Lie algebra of G we
have the result.

For the last assertion, we work locally and assume that G comes from a formal group law
over an affine scheme SpecA. Then the morphisms of formal group laws are formal power series
f ∈ A[[x]], and it induces the zero map on Lie algebras implies that f ′(x) = 0. This, along
with A having characteristic p, implies that f(x) = g(xp), and g gives the factoring through the
relative Frobenius G(p) → H.
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Lemma 1.2.11. For a formal group G over S, we have ωGp ' ωpG.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the relative Frobenius of the Lie algebras itself LieG →
Lie

(p)
G comes from the Frobenius map on the quasi-coherent sheaf of algebras Sym∗

S(ωG(p)) →
Sym∗

S(ωG), and hence we obtain a homomorphism from ω
(p)
G → Symp

S(ωG) by the definition of
the Frobenius, and since both sides are 1-dimensional, so it is an equivalence.

Construction 1.2.12. Let G be a formal group over S. [p] : G → G be the p-th power map.
By definition have [p]′(x) = 0 in a characteristic p ring, so we have [p] : G→ G induces the zero
map on the Lie algebras, and so factors through the Frobenius map, and we name the factoring
V : G(p) → G the verschiebung map. We say G has height at least n if we have the following n
factoring of maps (that is, V induces the zero map on Lie algebras again, which goes on).

G G(p) G(p2) · · · G(pn)

G

FrobG

[p]

Frob
G(p)

V V2 Vn

Note that all these construction of Vn are natural since FrobG/S is initial.

Proposition 1.2.13. Let G be a formal group over S/ SpecFp. Suppose that G has height at
least n, then there is a global section vn(G) ∈ Γ(S;ωp

n−1
G ), so that G has height at least n+1 iff

vn(G) = 0. Moreover, the construction vn(G) is natural such that for any morphism f : T → S
and H ' f∗G is a formal group over T , then f∗vn(G) ' vn(H).

Proof. Note that the height of G is at least n + 1 iff in the above diagram, the morphism Vn
induces a zero map on Lie algebras, and hence iff dVn : ωG → ωG(pn) ' ωp

n

G is zero. Since ωG is
locally free of rank one, by tensoring ω−1

G to the above we obtain a section vn(G) : OS → ωp
n−1
G

controlling the behavior of being height at least n+1. The naturality comes from the naturality
of maps of Lie algebras and Verschiebungs.

1.3 Stacks and algebraic stacks
We use the modern definition of stacks. The usual definition would be a category fibered in
groupoids, which, by the straightening and unstraightening, is equivalent to a sheaf valued in
stacks.

Definition 1.3.1. For a site C, we define a stack over C to be a functor F : Cop → Grpd such
that for any cover for the topology {Ui → U}, we have F(C({Ui → U})) is a limit diagram
in Grpd. Here C denote the Cech nerve for the covering. This property is equivalent to the
following, where {Ui → U} is again a covering.

1. If X,Y ∈ F(U), and ϕi : X|Ui → Y |Ui are morphisms where we have ϕi|Ui,j ' ϕj |Ui,j ,
then there is a morphism ϕ : X → Y such that ϕ|Ui ' ϕi.

2. If X,Y ∈ F(U), and ϕ,ψ : X → Y are morphisms, then if ϕ|Ui = ψ|Ui for all Ui, then
ϕ = ψ.

3. If Xi ∈ F(Ui), and ϕi,j : Xi|Ui,j → Xj |Ui,j are morphisms satisfying the cocycle condition
ϕj,k|Ui,j,k

◦ ϕi,j |Ui,j,k
' ϕi,k|Ui,j,k

, then there is some X ∈ F(U), and ϕi : X|i ' Xi such
that ϕi,j ◦ ϕi|Ui,j ' ϕj |Ui,j .

We define the 2-category of stacks by defining the objects of this category to be stacks,
morphisms the morphisms of sheaves, and 2-morphisms the natural transformations.

In this lecture, we will restrict to the case where C = Aff/S, and the topology is the Zariski,
etale, or fpqc topology.
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Remark 3. In the above sense, QCoh is a fpqc stack of categories by the faithfully flat descent
theorem.

Example 1. We give a few example of stacks.
A trivial example is that every scheme regarded as a sheaf is a stack via the inclusion of the

category of sets into the category of groupoids. By abuse of notation, we will refer to the stack
coming from a scheme X by X.

A slightly more non-trivial example is the quotient stack. Let S be a scheme, X a scheme
over S, and G a flat group scheme over S such that the sturcture map G→ S is quasi-compact.
Suppose we have an action of G on X. Then we define the stack X/G to send an affine scheme
over S U → S to the category of pairs (P → U,αP ), where P → U is a G-principal bundle (or G-
torsor), and αP : P → X is a G-equivariant map, and a morphism (P → U,αP ) → (Q→ U,αQ)
is a morphism of principal bundles f : P → Q (hence an isomorphism) such that αP = αQf .
We denote this stack by [X/G].

For two morphisms of stacks F → H and G → H, we can form the fiber product stack F×HG,
defined by

F ×H G(U) = F(U)×G(U) H(U)

where the right hand side is the homotopy fiber product of groupoids. It is easily verified that
this gives a presheaf of groupoids and the descent condition holds since products commutes with
limits.

Definition 1.3.2. We define a morphism of stacks M → N to be representable if for all
morphisms U → M where U is an affine scheme, we have U ×M N is also an affine scheme.

Let P be a property of schemes (i.e. surjective, quasi-compact, separated, etc.) preserved
under pullbacks and local with respect to the chosen topology. Then we say a representable
morphism of stacks M → N satisfies the property P if for every map U → M where U is an
affine scheme, we have U ×M N → U satisfies the property P .

Definition 1.3.3. Let M be a stack. We define N to be a substack of M if it is a subobject of
M, or equivalently, the following conditions holds.

1. For each U , N(U) is a union of some path-components of M(U).

2. For each V → U , N(U) → N(V ) via restriction of M(U) → M(V ) is well-defined.

3. Let {Ui → U} be a cover, then X ∈ N(U) iff X|Ui ∈ N(Ui).

We say N → M is an open (closed, or locally closed) substack if N is a substack of M, and
this morphism is representable and open (closed, or locally closed respectively).

Definition 1.3.4. Let M be a stack over a scheme S. We define M to be a fpqc algebraic stack
if the diagonal morphism M → M ×S M is representable, separated, and quasi-compact, and
there is some scheme X over S and a surjective, flat, and quasi-compact morphism X → M.
Here X is called an atlas of M , which means fpqc locally, M looks like a scheme.

Definition 1.3.5. Let M be a fpqc algebraic stack. We define the fpqc site over M with objects
the morphisms U → M where U is an affine scheme, and we assign the fpqc topology on U . We
define the structure sheaf OM(U = SpecA) = A.

Equivalently, we may let the fpqc site over M with objects U → M where U is not necessarily
an affine scheme, but we may apply descent to obtain the information of U from an affine open
cover of it.
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Definition 1.3.6. Let M be a fpqc algebraic stack, and we define a quasi-coherent sheaf F over
M to be a OM-module sheaf on Aff/M, such that F(SpecA → M) is an A-module, and for a
lax commuting diagram (recall the definition of 2-morphisms in the category of stacks)

SpecA SpecB

M

f

u v

we have a morphism F(v) → F(u), such that A ⊗B F(v) ' F(u). As usual, this is an Abelian
category, and we can talk of derived functors.

Also, one may use Sch/M and replace all modules in the above definition by corresponding
quasi-coherent sheaves.

Definition 1.3.7. Let R be a ring. Then a Hopf algebroid over R is a pair of commutative
algebras over R, say (A,Γ), such that (SpecA, Spec Γ) becomes a internal groupoid in the
category AffR. We denote the sturcture morphisms by ηL, ηR : A → Γ the source and target,
∆ : Γ → Γ⊗A Γ the composition, ε : Γ → A, and the inverse c : Γ → Γ.

We define a left comodule M of a Hopf algebroid (A,Γ) to be a A-module M equipped with
a left A-linear map ψ :M → Γ⊗AM , such that we have compositions

idM :M
ψ−→ Γ⊗AM

ε⊗M−−−→M

M Γ⊗AM

Γ⊗AM Γ⊗A Γ⊗AM

ψ

ψ ∆⊗M

Γ⊗ψ

We denote the category of left comodules of (A,Γ) by Mod(A,Γ). Here left is omitted since this
category is equivalent to the category of right comodules via the inverse map.

Construction 1.3.8. In some cases, there is a more convenient incarnation of its category
of quasi-coherent sheaves. Suppose we have an fpqc algebraic stack M with the atlas of the
form α : SpecA → M, and that we have the diagonal M → M ×S M representable and affine
(we remark here that affine implies quasi-compactness and separatedness), we have Spec Γ '
SpecA ×M SpecA is also affine, then investigating the Cech nerve of SpecA → M, we obtain
that (A,Γ) has the structure of a flat Hopf algebroid, with the structure maps given as follows.

Spec Γ×SpecA Spec Γ Spec Γ

SpecA×M SpecA×M SpecA SpecA×M SpecA SpecA M

≃ ≃

∆∗

c∗

p2=η∗R

p1=η∗L

ε∗

We claim that QCoh(M) ' Mod(A,Γ). For F ∈ QCoh(M), let M = F(SpecA → M), and
p1 : Spec Γ → SpecA identifies Γ⊗AM as F(α ◦ p1), and p2 : Spec Γ → SpecA induces a map
M → Γ ⊗AM , which is the structure morphism of the comodule. This clearly gives a functor
QCoh(M) → Mod(A,Γ).

For the inverse of the above functor, let M be a comodule, and we attempt to construct
a quasi-coherent sheaf F over M with F(SpecA → M) = M . Note that we have for any
SpecB → M, SpecA ×M SpecB an affine scheme, say SpecC, since M → M ×S M is affine.
SpecA → M is flat and surjective, so SpecC → SpecB is flat and surjective, hence faithfully
flat. Finally, we have

SpecC×SpecBSpecC ' (SpecA×MSpecB)×SpecB (SpecA×MSpecB) ' Spec Γ×M×M SpecB
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and by the structure morphism of the comodule, we obtain a descent data of M ⊗A C over B,
and by the faithfully flat descent theorem, we may extend F to SpecB → M.

Definition 1.3.9. For an fpqc algebraic stack M, similar to the construction in definition 1.1.31.1.3,
we define the space of geometric points |M| of M to be the set of equivalence classes of maps
Spec k → M, where Spec k → M and Spec k′ → M are equivalent if there is some common
extension k′′ of k and k′, and Spec k′′ → M factors through the extensions. This can be made
a topological space with open sets defined by |U|, where U ↪→ M are open substacks.

Lemma 1.3.10. For algebraic stacks F → H and G → H, the pullback |F ×H G| → |F| ×|H| |G|
is surjective. If F → H is a closed substack and G is a scheme with G → H a fpqc cover, then
this map is 1-1.

Proof. The surjection is direct by verifying the universal property of pullbacks, and for the
case where G is a scheme, both spaces are geometric points of schemes, so we may verify this
directly.

Definition 1.3.11. We first recall that closed subschemes corresponds to sheaf of ideals. Sim-
ilarly, a sheaf of ideal I ⊆ OM of the structure sheaf also defines a closed substack. We will
define this closed substack via the functor of points.

Recall that for X ⊆ Y a closed subscheme of a scheme defined via a sheaf of ideals I, we
can identify X by the functor of points X(A) ' {f ∈ Y (A)|f∗I ' 0}. Here we follow the same
process.

Recall that OM is defined by letting for each f : SpecA→ M, OM(SpecA) = f∗OM = A, so
a sheaf ideal would be for each f : SpecA → M, I(SpecA) = f∗I = IA, where IA is an ideal of
A. Therefore, we define the substack N defined by this sheaf of ideals to be

N(U) = {f ∈ π0(M(U))|f∗I = 0}

here π0(M(U)) corresponds to isomorphic classes of actual maps U → M (by the Yoneda lemma,

M(U) ' HomStk(SpecU,M)

is a groupoid by the 2-morphisms in the category), so N(U) is a union of the connected com-
ponents of maps satisfying the above conditions. Moreover, we have an exact sequence in
QCoh(M)

0 → I → OM → i∗ON → 0

Then notice that sheaf of ideals locally free of rank 1 corresponds to a section of an invertible
sheaf via tensoring the above exact seqeuence with I−1, and hence

0 → OM
s−→ I−1 → ON ⊗ I−1 → 0

This construction is called the effective Cartier divisors, which we will use later. The intuition
for this construction is that the vanishing locus of a section of a line bundle is a closed subspace.

Construction 1.3.12. For a fpqc algebraic stack M, we may construct a closed substack called
the reduced substack. Let C denote the category with objects closed substacks N ⊆ M inducing
an isomorphism on geometric points |N| → |M|, and morphisms inclusions of substacks. Then
let IN denote the sheaf of ideals corresponding to N, and let Ired := lim−→Cop IN. We let Mred be
the closed substack of M corresponding to Ired. This is the initial (hence somehow smallest)
closed substack with the set of geometric points isomorphic to |M|.

This somewhat implies that the reduced closed substacks of M is completely controlled by
its geometric points.
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Chapter 2

The moduli stack of formal groups

2.1 Coordinates and descent of formal groups
Definition 2.1.1. We let fgl denote the functor sending a ring to the set of formal group laws
over it. Then we let Isofgl denote the functor sending a ring to the set of isomorphisms of
formal group laws.

Theorem 2.1.2 (Lazard). fgl is representable by L = Z[b1, . . . ], Isofgl is representable by
W = Z[a±1

0 , a1, . . . ]⊗ L.

Proof. We omit the proof of the first assertion, and simply give the construction of the iso-
morphism. Let Cn(x, y) = d−1

n ((x + y)n − xn − yn), where dn = p if n is a power of p and 1
otherwise. Then any formal group law is of the form

F (x, y) = x+ y + b1C2(x, y) + b2C3(x, y) + · · ·

modulo (b1, b2, . . . )
2, and by analysing the irreducibles we obtain a non-canonical isomorphism

L ' Z[b1, . . . ].
For the second assertion, note that an isomorphism of formal group laws F → F ′ is a map f

such that f(F (x, y)) = F (f(x), f(y)), so f corresponds to invertible formal power series, hence
Isofgl is representable by the above polynomial algebra.

Corollary 2.1.3. (L,W ) is a Hopf algebroid.

Proof. By construction.

Construction 2.1.4. We define the moduli stack of formal groups Mfg to be the presheaf
Schop → Grpd by sending a scheme S to the groupoid with objects formal groups over S and
morphisms the isomorphisms of formal groups. For a map of schemes S → T and a formal
group H over T , we define f∗T to be the pullback of functors

f∗G G

S T

⌜

and f∗G inherits a natural formal group structure over S. Note also that isomorphisms of
formal groups pulls back, so this defines a well-defined morphism of groupoids.

We define the moduli stack of formal group laws Mfgl to be the presheaf Affop → Grpd
by sending an affine scheme SpecA to the groupoid whose object is the formal group laws
over A, and morphisms the isomorphisms of formal group laws, and for a morphism of affine
schemes SpecB → SpecA (corresponding to a ring f : A→ B) the pushforward of formal group
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laws. Note that isomorphism of formal group laws also pushes forward, so this defines a functor
Affop → Grpd.

Note that a formal group law over A defines a formal group over A, so we have a forgetful
morphism Mfgl → Mfg. We do not yet know whether if they satisfy descent by now, but it will
turn out that Mfg is a fpqc algebraic stack, while Mfgl is not even a stack.

To better understand the morphism Mfgl → Mfg, we give in the following another charac-
terization of formal group laws.

Construction 2.1.5. Let G be a formal group over a scheme S, and we write InfnS(G) = Gn
for short, then we define a coordinate of G to be a global section

x ∈ Γ(S; p∗OG) = lim−→Γ(S; p∗OGn)

where p : Gn → S is the structure map.
Equivalently, a coordinate of G is an isomorphism x : G → S × Â1 of formal schemes over

S, which gives the above coordinate by the following diagram.

G S × Â1

S

x

p q

we would have x∗ : q∗OS×Â1 ' OS [[T ]] → p∗OG, which preserves the structure map OS , so the
only information would be a topologically nilpotent element T , which is our orietnation. The
converse construction is similar.

Theorem 2.1.6. Let S = SpecA, then a formal group G equippped with a coordinate x is
equivalent to the data of a formal group law F ∈ A[[x, y]].

Proof. Firstly note that for a formal group law F over A, there is an associated formal group
GF / SpecA, therefore the element x ∈ A[[x]] ' Γ(S, p∗OGF

) is the preferred orientation.
For the converse, directly apply the definition of the coordinate as an isomorphism x : G→

S × Â1 as in construction 2.1.52.1.5, which gives a formal group law.

The construction of coordinates allows us to extend the definition of Mfgl on non-affine
schemes.

Corollary 2.1.7. We define Mcoord : Schop → Grpd to be the sub-moduli stack (note that it is
not a stack, it satisfies no descent) of formal groups equipped with a coordinate, with morphisms
the isomorphisms of formal groups not necessarily preserving the coordinates. Then we have
Mcoord ' Mfgl viewed as stacks over the category of affine schemes.

Now we attempt to analyse the properties of Mfg.

Theorem 2.1.8. Mfg is a stack in the fpqc topology.

Proof. By the definition of a stack in definition 1.3.11.3.1, it suffices to verify that for two formal
groups G,H over some scheme S, the isomorphisms IsoS(G,H) sending i : U → S of schemes
to isomorphisms i∗G → i∗H is a sheaf in the fpqc topology, and that for a faithfully flat
quasi-compact morphism T → S, formal groups satisfies descent with respect to this morphism.

Before verifying the above for formal groups, we first verify the above for the formal Lie
varieties. Firstly, obviously the isomorphisms of formal Lie varieties form a fpqc sheaf by
the faithfully flat descent theorem for affine schemes in theorem 1.1.111.1.11. Then, consider a
faithfully flat morphism T → S, and a formal Lie variety X/T with a map of formal Lie varieties
ψ : p∗1X → p∗2X, by passing to the infinitesimal neighborhoods Xn, we first see that since Xn
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is affine over T , by the faithfully flat descent theorem for affine schemes in theorem 1.1.111.1.11,
we have a ind-infinitesimal scheme over Y/S whose infinitesimal neighborhoods are affine and
its pullback to T is X. Then it suffices to verify that Y is a formal Lie variety over S. For
the relative conormal sheaf, note that since f∗Y = X, we have f∗ωS/Y ' ωT/X . By the local
freeness of ωT/X , we have the local freeness of ωS/Y . Finally, the map Sym∗

S(ωS/Y ) ' A∗
S/Y is

an isomorphism since its pullback to X is an isomorphism.
Now we prove the descent for formal groups. By the descent for formal Lie varieties, it

remains to show that if (X,ψ) is a descent problem for formal groups over T , the solution to
the descent problem Y/S is also a formal group. This is done by descending the multiplication
morphism X ×T X → X to Y ×S Y → Y .

We then consider the algebraicity of Mfg.

Lemma 2.1.9. Suppose we have Si = SpecAi for i = 1, 2, equipped with formal group laws
F1, F2, which induces maps Si → Mfg, then we have S1 ×Mfg

S2 is an affine scheme. Explicitly,
suppose the formal group laws are classified by maps SpecAi → SpecL, then we have S1 ×Mfg

S2 ' Spec(A1 ⊗LW ⊗L A2).

Proof. By corollary 2.1.72.1.7, we have the Mcoord → Mfg is fully faithful. But by assumption,
the maps Si → Mfg factors through the substack Mcoord → Mfg. Thus the above pullback is
isomorphic to S1 ×Mcoord

S2 ' S1 ×Mfgl
S2. By the definition of the pullback of stacks, for any

ring A, the groupoid S1×Mfgl
S2(SpecA) has object the triples (f1, f2, α), where fi : SpecA→ Si

and α : (f1)∗F1 → (f2)∗F2 is an isomorphism of formal group laws over A, and no morphisms
since S1 and S2 are schemes. This obviously identifies the pullback as Spec(A1⊗LW⊗LA2).

Lemma 2.1.10. Let Fi (i = 1, 2) be formal group laws over a ring A, and let Gi → S ' SpecA
be the correpsonding formal groups. Then the sheaf IsoS(G1, G2) is an affine scheme over S.
Explicitly, suppose the formal group laws are classified by maps SpecAi → SpecL, then we have
an isomorphism

IsoS(G1, G2) ' Spec(A⊗A⊗A (A⊗LW ⊗L A))

Proof. This follows from lemma 2.1.92.1.9, where the extra factor A ⊗A⊗A − comes from the fact
that the in the triple (f1, f2, α), f1 = f2.

Theorem 2.1.11. The stack Mfg is an fpqc algebraic stack, and let SpecL be the spectrum of
the Lazard ring, and let GF be the formal group associated to the universal formal group law,
then GF : SpecL→ Mfg is the atlas.

Proof. We first prove that the diagonal map Mfg → Mfg×Mfg is representable, quasi-compact,
and separated. Consider an affine scheme S and a map S → Mfg×Mfg, which gives two formal
groups G1, G2 over S. Then the pullback S ×Mfg×Mfg

Mfg evaluated on an affine scheme U is a
groupoids with objects given by quadruples (f,G, α1, α2), where

1. f : U → S is a map of affine schemes.

2. G a formal group over U .

3. α1 : G→ f∗G1, α2 : G→ f∗G2 isomorphisms of formal groups.

and morphisms given by an isomorphism of formal groups over U f : G → G′ such that the
following diagram commutes

(G,G) (G′, G′)

(f∗G1, f
∗G2)

(f,f)

(α1,α2) (α′
1,α

′
2)
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This implies that the groupoid is discrete. In particular, this groupoid can be identified with
the set of isomorphisms f∗G1 ' f∗G2, which is precisely the sheaf IsoS(G1, G2). This, by
lemma 2.1.102.1.10, is affine over S. Therefore the diagonal is representable and affine.

We then check that for all morphisms G : S → Mfg classifying a formal group G with
S ' SpecA, we have S ×Mfg

SpecL → S is quasi-compact and flat (it is obviously surjective).
By lemma 2.1.92.1.9, this morphism is affine hence quasi-compact. Recall that by theorem 1.2.61.2.6,
every formal group admits a coordinate Zariski locally, hence there is a faithfully flat morphism
f : T → S (where T = SpecB) such that f∗G admits a coordinate, and hence T ×Mfg

SpecL '
Spec(B ⊗L W ) → T is flat by the construction of W . But this is the base change of S ×Mfg

SpecL→ S along T → S, hence the morphism in question is also flat.

Corollary 2.1.12. Since ∆ : Mfg → Mfg × Mfg is affine, we may apply the construction in
construction 1.3.81.3.8. Noticing that we have the identification SpecW ' SpecL ×Mfg

SpecL, we
may identify QCoh(Mfg) ' Mod(L,W ).

Theorem 2.1.13. Mcoord → Mfg exhibits Mfg as the stackification of Mcoord.

Proof. We first remark that the coordinates are in some sense obstructions to the descent of
formal groups, since some formal groups over schemes does not admit any coordinates. Therefore
the stackification of Mcoord should behaves like removing some information on the coordinates.

Let S be a scheme, and let G be a formal group over S. Then we define a representative of
an equivalence class of coordinates to be a faithfully flat and quasi-compact map T → S and a
coordinate [x] on f∗G over T . Suppose we have two representatives of coordinates fi : Ti → S
and [xi] a coordinate on f∗i G over Ti. Then we say they are equivalent if there is some f : T → S
such that f factors through fi and the pullback of [xi] to T is equal. This is a sheaf in the fpqc
topology by the faithfully flat descent.

Then we define M̃coord as the stack of formal groups equipped with an equivalence class of
coordinates (recall that Mcoord is the stack of formal groups equipped with an actual coordi-
nate). Similar to the proof of descent of Mfg, M̃coord is actually a stack. Moreover, there is
a natural map Mcoord → M̃coord → Mfg defined using the obvious maps. We first show that
M̃coord is the stackification of Mcoord, and then show that M̃coord → Mfg is an equivalence.

Firstly, suppose we have a morphism of presheaves of groupoids λ : Mcoord → N where
N is a stack, we show that there is a factoring through M̃coord. To construct the factoring,
consider an object (G, [x]) ∈ M̃coord(S), we choose a fpqc cover p : T → S such that p∗G has a
coordinate x representing [x]. Then T → S gives an effective descent data for G, say (p∗G,ϕ).
Then we let λ̃(G, [x]) be the descent of λ(p∗G,ϕ) from T to S as an object in N(S).

Then we show that M̃coord → Mfg is an equivalence. We consider some scheme S, and take
a formal group G/S. We wish to show that the homotopy fiber of M̃coord(S) → Mfg(S) at G is
contractible. This is by definition the colimit lim−→T→S

coord(G/T ) (where coord(G/T ) is the
groupoid with objects the coordinates of G over T and morphisms the isomorphisms of formal
groups respecting the coordinates). Note that isomorphisms of formal groups respecting the
coordinates is canonical, so coord(G/T ) is either contractible or empty depending on whether
G has a coordinate over T . Therefore this gives a contractible colimit.

Theorem 2.1.14. Let Λ = SpecZ[a±1
0 , a1, . . . ] denote the algebraic group of formal power series

invertible under composition with multiplication given by composition. Then Λ acts on SpecL
given by the change of coordinates of formal group laws, then we have MFG ' [SpecL/Λ]

Proof. Expanding definitions, [SpecL/Λ](U) is equivalent to the groupoid having objects pairs
(P → U,αP ), where P → U is a principal Λ-bundle, and αP is a Λ-equivariant map P → SpecL,
and morphisms the maps of principal bundles. Therefore we attempt to connect each Λ-principal
bundle over U to a formal group, and prove that this is 1-1. Moreover, we must be able to
transfer the isomorphisms canonically between this equivalence.
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We first give the connection. For G a formal group over S, we let coordG denote the scheme
over S given by the functor of points, sending f : U → S to the set of coordinates of f∗G over
U . This is clearly affine over S, and by definition it is a Λ-principal bundle (since the set of
coordinates in A[[x]] is the set of formal power series invertible under composition forgetting the
unit, which gives a natural setting of a Λ-principal bundle). Note that we have a Λ-equivariant
morphism coordG → SpecL is given by assigning x ∈ coordG(U) to its corresponding formal
group law Gx ∈ SpecL(U). Moreover, for an isomorphism G→ H of formal groups, we clearly
have a canonical isomorphism coordG → coordH .

Therefore, it suffices to construct for each principal bundle P → S with an equivariant
map P → SpecL a formal group GP , and for an isomorphism (P → S) → (Q → S), an
isomorphism of formal groups GP → GQ. We pick a trivialization of the principal bundle
P → S over a faithfully flat and quasi-compact map f : T → S (that is, f∗P → T is a
trivial Λ-principal bundle), and there is a map f∗P → SpecL. Then note that the composition
f∗P → SpecL → Mfg is Λ-invariant, so factors through the projection f∗P → T . This gives a
formal group over T . And then by faithfully flat descent, we may define a formal group over S.
The isomorphism required above is also direct by this construction.

After all these preliminaries, we may begin to connect the above theory to chromatic homo-
topy theory. We first give another characterization of the second page of the Adams-Novikov
spectral sequence.

Before this, we first give an algebraic characterization of gradings.

Lemma 2.1.15. A Z-grading on a ring A is equivalent to a Gm (the multiplicative group)
action on the spectrum SpecA.

Proof. We let the coaction be given by ψ : A→ A⊗ Z[t±1]. Then we let An := {x ∈ A|ψ(x) =
x⊗ tn}. This, upon verifying other properties, gives a graded ring.

Construction 2.1.16. Recall that the functor sending a ring to the formal group laws is
representable by SpecL, where L = Z[b1, b2, . . . ] and the isomorphisms of formal group laws is
representable by SpecW , where W = L[a±1

0 , a1, . . . ]. Now, we consider the strict isomorphisms
of formal group laws, which is a formal power series f = x + a1x

2 + · · · , and F (f(x), f(y)) =
f(F ′(x, y)). Clearly the strict isomorphisms of formal group laws is representable by SpecW0.
By definition, (L,W0) is also an Hopf algebroid.

Now we investigate the relation between the Hopf algebroids (L,W0) and (L,W ). We
first note that we have a natural grading structure on L given by Gm ↷ SpecL, λF (x, y) =
λ−1F (λx, λy), where F ∈ SpecL(A), λ ∈ A×. Or equivalently, we say in L ' Z[b1, . . . ] we have
bi is of degree i.

Then we let P = Z[a±1
0 , a1, . . . ] and P0 = Z[a1, . . . ] as the underlying ring of the spectrum

of invertible formal power series (we previously defined Λ = SpecP and we now define Λ0 =
SpecP0). We notice that W ' L⊗P , while W0 ' L⊗P0, and moreover we have P ' P0⊗Z[a±1

0 ].
This is somewhat the process of adding a free grading. We make this more explicit.

Note that in the identification P ' P0 ⊗ Z[a±1
0 ] can be viewed in terms of a semidirect

product of algebraic groups. Note that the ring P0 can be viewed as a graded ring since ai is
the coefficient of xi+1, hence can be endowed with the grading i. Therefore we have an action
Λ0 ↶ H, and hence we have Λ ' Λ0 ⋉ H. By definition of a semidirect product, a right Λ
action on some scheme X is equivalent to the data of a right Λ0 action and a right H-action
which is compatible in the sense that for all rings A and x ∈ X(A), g ∈ Λ0(A), and u ∈ H(A),
we have x(g, u) = (xu)(gu). Here the intuition for gu would be some conjugate action u−1gu,
so the above line seems to make sense. This allows us to investigate the difference between the
quotient stacks [SpecL/Λ0] and [SpecL/Λ].

Note that the embedding Λ0 ↪→ Λ gives a projection [X/Λ0] → [X/Λ] by sending a Λ0

principal bundle P → U to the induced bundle P ×Λ0 Λ → U equipped with the natural
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morphism to SpecL. Therefore this map is representable and faithfully flat, since Λ0 and Λ are
flat group schemes, and surjectivity of this map is similar to the surjectivity of X → [X/G].

Then for a commutative ring A and P0 a Λ0-principal bundle over SpecA. Then for u ∈
H(A), we define P u to be a principal bundle with underlying scheme isomorphic to the one
of P , but with a different Λ0 action given by sg := s(gu). Then the Λ0-equivariant morphism
α : P → X induces another Λ0-equivariant morphism αu : P u → X, explicitly given by
αu(s) = α(s)u−1, here u−1 is the action of H(A) on X(A). Finally, we have P×Λ0Λ → P u×Λ0Λ
a morphism of principal bundles by conjugation by u in the second variable. This gives, by the
functor of points of stacks, gives a morphism [X/Λ0]×H → [X/Λ0]×[X/Λ] [X/Λ0], which turns
out to be an equivalence. This is the incarnation of the so-called Galois descent.

Therefore, we have the following identification of the Cech nerve

· · · [X/Λ0]×[X/Λ] [X/Λ0]×[X/Λ] [X/Λ0] [X/Λ0]×[X/Λ] [X/Λ0] [X/Λ0] [X/Λ]

· · · [X/Λ0]×H ×H [X/Λ0]×H [X/Λ0] [X/Λ]

≃ ≃

and hence by the faithfully flat descent theorem for quasi-coherent sheaves, we can identify
QCoh([X/Λ]) with a system of quasi-coherent sheaves over [X/Λ0]×Hn such that pullback of
sheaves along the structure morphisms give isomorphisms.

We apply the above descent to the case X = SpecL and Λ0 the strict isomorphisms, Λ the
isomorphisms and H = Gm the multiplicative group, and translating the quasi-coherent sheaves
of stacks to the setting of comodules, we have the following. If M is a (L,L⊗Z[a±1

0 ])-comodule,
then M ⊗ Λ0 admits a induced structure as a (L,L⊗ Z[a±1

0 ])-comodule structure given by the
diagonal action of Gm. Thus we define the category of (L,L⊗Z[a±1

0 ])-comodules in (L,L⊗Λ0)-
comodules to be the (L,L⊗Λ0)-comodules whose structure map ψ :M →M ⊗A (A⊗Λ0) is a
map of (A,A⊗K)-comodules. Then the above is simply saying that the category of (L,L⊗Λ)-
comodules is equivalent to the category of (L,L⊗Z[a±1

0 ])-comodules in (L,L⊗Λ0)-comodules.
In particular, for the case in Gm, we can make a further identification. Since Gm-actions

are equivalent to gradings, the category of (L,L⊗Z[a±1
0 ])-comodules in (L,L⊗Λ0)-comodules

is simply the category of graded (L,L⊗ Λ0)-comodules.

Construction 2.1.17. Now we briefly introduce the Adams Novikov spectral sequence in terms
of Mfg. We define the quasi-coherent sheaf of invariant differentials ω over Mfg the following.
For a morphism SpecA→ Mfg, it classifies a formal group over SpecA. Choosing an arbitrary
coordinate, we obtain a formal group law F over A. We define a differential f(x)dx ∈ A[[x]] to
be an invariant differential if we have f(x+F y)d(x+F y) = f(x)dx+ f(y)dy. This is a module
over A which is free of rank 1 and independent of the choice of the coordinate (it can be viewed
as the Lie algebra of a one dimensional group G, recall the construction LieG ' Sym∗

S ωS/G),
and hence we can assign ω(SpecA → Mfg) to be the module of invariant differential of this
formal group over A. By some work, we may check that this construction is compatible with
pullbacks, and hence defines a quasi-coherent sheaf over Mfg.

By the procedure discussed in construction 1.3.81.3.8, we consider ω(SpecL→ Mfg), classifying
the formal group

F (x, y) = x+ y + b1C2(x, y) + · · ·

By some calculation, this corresponds to L[1] as a graded (L,W0) comodule, and hence the
E2-page of the Adams-Novikov spectral sequence can be identified with

Es,t2 = Exts,tMU∗MU (MU∗,MU∗) = ExtsMU∗MU (MU∗,Ω
2tMU∗) = ExtsW (L,L[t]) = Hs(Mfg, ω

t)
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2.2 The p-local case and the height filtration
In this section we focus on the p-local case. In this case, we have a filtration on the stack Mfg,
which gives more interesting structures.

Definition 2.2.1. For an algebra A over Z(p) and F a formal group law over A, we define

[n]F (x) := x+F x+F · · ·+F x

and for n coprime to p, n is invertible in A, hence [n]F is an invertible power series. Therefore
we have [1/n]F (x) as its inverse in composition. We add the primitive n-th root of unity ζ to
A, and we note that

fn(x) = [1/n]F (x+F ζx+F ζ
2x+F · · ·+F ζ

n−1x)

which is a polynomial over A. We define F to be p-typical if fℓ = 0 for all primes ` 6= p.
More generally, for the case of non-affine schemes S and a formal group G over S, we say

a coordinate x ∈ Γ(S; p∗OG) of G is p-typical if x makes the formal group Γ(S; p∗OG) over
Spec Γ(S;OS) p-typical.

We remark here that the property of being p-typical is defined on coordinates rather than
formal groups. Recall that we have the following facts on p-typical formal group laws.

Theorem 2.2.2. Let A be a Z(p)-algebra, and let F be a p-typical formal group law over A.
Then there are elements ui ∈ A such that

[p]F (x) = px+F u1x
p +F u2x

p2 +F · · ·

Moreover, this sequence ui completely determines F . Therefore, the functor p− fgl sending
a Z(p)-algebra to p-typical formal group laws over it is representable by

V = Z(p)[u1, u2, . . . ]

Then, for an isomorphism f of p-typical formal group laws G → F , there is some ti ∈ A
such that f−1(x) = t0x+G t1x

p +G t2x
p2 +G · · · .

Finally, for every formal group F over A, there is a p-typical formal group law eF over A
and a canonical isomorphism F → eF , which is the identity if F is itself p-typical. Therefore,
Mp−coord ' SpecZ(p) ×Mcoord.

Corollary 2.2.3. The stackification for Mp−coord is SpecZ(p)×Mfg. Moreover, let V be the
above universal p-typical formal group law, then we have SpecV → SpecZ(p) × Mfg an atlas.
Moreover, there is an isomorphism of affine schemes SpecV ×SpecZ(p)×Mfg

SpecV ' SpecWp =

SpecV [t±0 , t1, . . . ].

As before, V and Wp are graded rings with |ui| = |ti| = pi − 1, and we have the category

QCoh(SpecZ(p) ×Mfg) ' Mod(V,Wp) ' grMod(V,Wp,0) ' grMod(BP∗,BP∗BP )

In the characteristic p case, we have the notion of height of a formal group, which gives a
filtration of the stack SpecZ(p) ×Mfg (we will later on write Mfg for short). From now on, we
fix a prime p and we first consider the characteristic-p fields.

Recall the height of formal group laws defined in construction 1.2.121.2.12, and the criterion of
a height at least n formal group to be height n + 1 in proposition 1.2.131.2.13. This gives closed
substacks of Mfg.
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Definition 2.2.4. We define a descending chain of reduced closed substacks

· · · ↪→ M(2) ↪→ M(1) ↪→ Mfg

by the following. Firstly note that we have SpecFp ×Mfg ↪→ SpecZ(p) ×Mfg an inclusion of
closed substacks. We define M(1) = Fp×Mfg. In particular, this is the effective Cartier divisor
of the pair (OMfg

, p). Then we define the M(n+ 1) ↪→ M(n) to be the effective Cartier divisor
of the pair (ωp

n−1, vn), which are defined in proposition 1.2.131.2.13. Note here that effective Cartier
divisors are naturally reduced, so M(n) are all reduced substacks of Mfg.

We define H(n) to be the open complement of M(n + 1) in M(n). We denote this by
the moduli stack of formal groups of height exactly n. Moreover, let U(n) denote the open
complement of M(n + 1). This is the moduli stack of formal groups of height smaller than or
equal to n.

Construction 2.2.5. The above chain

· · · ↪→ M(2) ↪→ M(1) ↪→ Mfg

induces an ascending chain of ideals

0 ⊆ I1 = (p) ⊆ I2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ OMfg

Lemma 2.2.6. Recall SpecV = SpecZ(p)[u1, u2, . . . ] → Mfg is an atlas. Then we have X(n) =
SpecV (n) = Fp[un, un+1, . . . ] → M(n) an atlas.

Proof. This is obtained by pulling back the effective Cartier divisors to V .

Lemma 2.2.7. A formal group G → S is of exact height n iff the global section vn(G) is
invertible as a morphism OS → ωp

n−1
G . In particular, every formal group over a field is of height

n for some n.

Proof. By definition of the open complement of a closed substack.

Recall that the geometric points of Mfg controlls the behavior of its reduced substacks.
We then compute the set of geometric points of Mfg, so as to classify all its closed reduced
substacks. It turns out that we have the following.

Theorem 2.2.8. For all n, the algebraic stack M(n) is reduced. Moreover, if N ⊆ Mfg is any
closed reduced substack, then there is some n such that N = M(n) for some n.

We begin with some lemmas.

Lemma 2.2.9. Let U ⊆ Mfg be an open substack and suppose U has a geometric point of height
n. Then it has a geometric point of height k for all k ≤ n.

Proof. Let G : Spec k → U represent the geometric point of height n, then consider the diagram

Spec k

U×Mfg
SpecL SpecL

U Mfg

F

G

j

q

obtained by choosing a coordinate. By definition, j is open and q is flat. By definition of
representable morphisms, U×Mfg

SpecL is a scheme, and we may choose an affine open SpecA
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of it such that Spec k → SpecL factors through SpecA. We let G0 denote the formal group
classified by this map. WLOG suppose that Spec k → SpecA induces a surjection A → k,
we choose an element w ∈ A which maps onto vn(G) ∈ k (we identify ωG with the base ring
via a trivialization). Since vn(G) 6= 0 ∈ k, w is not nilpotent, and hence we may consider
R[w−1] which makes w a unit in R. Therefore the pullback ideal In+1(G0) = R since w is
invertible. Since SpecR → Mfg is flat, by exactness of pullbacks, by the definition of effective
Cartier divisors, the chain of ideals I1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ In(G0) is generated by a regular sequence. Then
let Rk = R/Ik(G0), and let qk denote the quotient maps. We conclude that vk(q∗kG0) is not
nilpotent in Rk, by definition of a regular sequence. Thus we choose some pk ⊆ Rk such that
vk(q

∗
kG0) /∈ pk, and hence SpecQ(Rk/pk) → SpecR→ U represents a geometric point of height

k.

We need more results on reduced substacks.

Definition 2.2.10. Let M be an fpqc algebraic stack and suppose X → M is an atlas. We let
NilX denote the sheaf of nilpotent elements in OX . We define NilM to be the quasi-coherent
sheaf over M obtained by the descent data p∗1NilX ' NilX×MX ' p∗2NilX .

Lemma 2.2.11. Suppose M is an fpqc algebraic stack and X → M is an atlas. Then NilM '
Ired.

Proof. Let M0 → M denote the closed substack defined by NilM, then Xred → M0 is a cover.
Note |Xred| = |X|, and |Xred| → |M0| is surjective, we have |M0| = |M|. Therefore we have
Mred ⊆ M0, or Ired ⊆ NilM . For the inverse inclusion, let N ⊆ M be a closed inclusion defined
by an ideal J with |N| = |M|. Let Y → N denote the pullback cover obtained from X. Therefore
Y is a closed subscheme of X defined by J|X , and the natural map |Y | → |X| ×|M| |N| is an
isomorphism by lemma 1.3.101.3.10. Thus |Y | = |X|, and hence Xred ⊆ Y . Therefore NilM ⊆ J by
descent, and hence NilM ⊆ Ired.

Lemma 2.2.12. Let N ⊆ Mfg be a closed substack. If N has a geometric point of height n,
then M(n) ⊆ N.

Proof. Note that by the definition of reduced closed substacks being the initial closed substack
with isomorphisms on the geometric points, it suffices to prove that there is some M(n) with
|M(n)| ⊆ |N|. Note that this can be rephrazed by considering the complement open of N, say
U, which says that if U does not have a geometric point of height n, then it does not have a
geometric point of height k for k ≥ n. But this follows from lemma 2.2.92.2.9.

Now we prove theorem 2.2.82.2.8

Proof. Suppose N ⊆ Mfg is closed and reduced. Then let n be the smallest integer such that
N has a geometric point of height n. Thus M(n) ⊆ N by lemma 2.2.122.2.12. Since n is the smallest
integer, we have |M(n)| = |N|, and since N is also reduced, we have this is an isomorphism.

After classifying the closed reduced substacks of Mfg, we furthermore classify the differences
between the stratas H(n) = M(n)−M(n− 1) and M(∞) =

⋂
M(n).

In fact, we have the following theorem

Theorem 2.2.13. Let N(n) = H(n) if n < ∞ and N(∞) = M(∞), then F be a field of
characteristic p, and let G → SpecF be any formal group of height n, then the classifying map
for G SpecF → N(n) is a cover in the fpqc topology. In particular, N(n) has a single geometric
point each. This gives an equivalence of stacks N(n) with BAut(Γn), where Γn is a formal
group of height n over Fp.
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