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MOTIVIC MONODROMY AND p-ADIC COHOMOLOGY THEORIES

FEDERICO BINDA, MARTIN GALLAUER, AND ALBERTO VEZZANI

ABSTRACT. We build a unified framework for the study of monodromy operators and weight

filtrations of cohomology theories for varieties over a local field. As an application, we give

a streamlined definition of Hyodo–Kato cohomology without recourse to log-geometry, as pre-

dicted by Fontaine, and we produce an induced Clemens–Schmid chain complex.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Clemens–Schmid for Hodge and ℓ-adic cohomology. In complex algebraic geometry,
a generically smooth family of proper varieties over a curve X → S induces, around each
point 0 of S(C), a proper smooth morphism U → ∆∗ over the punctured analytic disc, for
some open subset U ⊆ X(C). Up to pullback along a finite cover of the disk, the relation
between the singular cohomology of the (possibly singular) special fiber X0, equipped with its
natural mixed Hodge structure, and the cohomology of a generic fiber Xt for t 6= 0 is encoded
in the strictly exact Clemens–Schmid chain complex

· · · → H∗(X0)→ H∗
lim(X)→ H∗

lim(X)→ H2d−∗(X0)→ H∗+2(X)→ · · ·

where d is the relative dimension of X/S and H∗
lim(X) is the “limit cohomology”, which is a

mixed Hodge structure V equipped with a nilpotent monodromy operator N : V → V (−1), to
be thought of as the limit of the Hodge structures on H∗(Xt) as t→ 0 (see [Sch73, Ste76]). It
can also be described by the formula RΓlim(X) = RΓ(X0, RΨ(Q)) with Ψ the nearby cycle
functor. The monodromy operator N is the logarithm of the action of a generator for the
fundamental group of ∆∗. If X0 is itself smooth then N = 0 and V is pure. In general, the
exactness of the above chain complex follows from the weight-monodromy conjecture, proved
by Saito [Sai88, GNA90].

This situation has been translated to the arithmetic setting by work of Grothendieck and
Deligne [SGA7, Del80] (see also [Ill94]): Let K be a local field with finite residue field k
of characteristic p ≥ 0 and let ℓ be a prime different from p. Then to a generically smooth
proper map X → S = Spec(OK) we can attach a Galois representation H∗(XK̄ ,Qℓ) which, up
to replacing K by a finite extension, amounts to the datum of a Weil–Deligne representation:
that is, a Gal(k)-representation V (which is the action of a topological generator ϕ of Gal(k))
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and a ϕ-equivariant morphism N : V → V (−1) which encodes the action of the inertia group
(by Grothendieck’s monodromy theorem) and its relation to ϕ. Here also one has a formula
RΓ(XK ,Qℓ) = RΓ(X0, RΨ(Qℓ)) and a Clemens–Schmid chain complex. If X0 is smooth
then N = 0 and V is pure [Del74]. In general, for a smooth projective variety X/K, the
weight-monodromy conjecture [Del71] predicts that the weight filtration coincides (up to a
shift) with the monodromy filtration, and hence that the Clemens–Schmid sequence is exact
(see e.g. [FM18, §7.1.2]).

1.2. The p-adic situation. In the ℓ = p situation, Jannsen and Fontaine [Jan89, Fon94a] con-
jectured the existence of a cohomology theory H∗

HK(XK) (the Hyodo–Kato cohomology) also
equipped with a weight and a monodromy filtration. More precisely, up to a finite field exten-
sion of K, it should be given by the following data (where K0 = Frac(W (k)) and σ is the lift
of Frobenius):

(1) a K0-vector space H∗
HK(XK);

(2) a K0-linear (“Frobenius”) isomorphism ϕ : H∗
HK(XK)⊗σ K0

∼
−→ H∗

HK(XK);
(3) a ϕ-equivariant (“monodromy”) map N : H∗

HK(XK)→ H∗
HK(XK)(−1) where the neg-

ative twist corresponds to the multiplication by p, i.e., it satisfies Nϕ = pϕN ;
(4) if charK = 0, an isomorphism H∗

HK(XK)⊗K0 K
∼= H∗

dR(XK).

In other words, the HK-cohomology endows H∗
dR(XK) with a (ϕ,N)-module structure

over K0. Such a cohomology theory has been defined by various authors, including
Hyodo–Kato [HK94], Mokrane [Mok93], Große-Klönne [GK05], Beilinson [Bei13], Ertl–
Yamada [EY19] and Colmez–Nizioł [CN19]. In the most general case, one can even assume
XK to be a rigid analytic variety (in this case, HdR(XK) must be thought of as its over-
convergent de Rham cohomology). This definition is a somewhat intricate generalization
of crystalline cohomology: one can reduce to the case of a suitable model of semi-stable
reduction, and use some version of the log-de Rham complex of its log-special fiber. It is by
no means easy to show that this construction and its comparison with de Rham can be made
independent of choices, functorially on the generic fiber. Not even the existence (let alone
exactness) of the Clemens-Schmid chain complex has been known in this context, apart from
the equi-characteristic case (see [CT14]) or in special situations ([CMN23]).

1.3. Executive summary. In the present paper we explain how the “limit” structures in all
three situations above are nothing but different manifestations of a single structure existing at
the motivic level. This involves notably two things: producing motivic monodromy operators
(for which we use homotopy theory of rigid analytic varieties) and identifying their realizations
in the three contexts (for which we use additionally, and chiefly, weight arguments).

In particular, we provide a more conceptual definition of Hyodo–Kato cohomology that is
ultimately built on the (classical) rigid cohomology of smooth varieties over the residue field
(even, smooth proper ones: see Remark 4.44). We do not use log-geometry, nor choices of
semi-stable models. As such, our definition only depends on the generic fiber, as predicted
by Fontaine [Fon94b, Remarque 6.2.11]. Moreover, we observe that HK-cohomology can be
understood, just as in the more classical contexts, as the cohomology of (a version of) the
nearby cycles sheaf. Finally, we are able to construct the Clemens–Schmid chain complex,
thereby resolving [FM18, Conjecture 7.15].

All of this will now be discussed in more detail. In what follows, we let RigDA(S) (resp.
DA(S)) be the category of analytic (resp. algebraic) étale motives with rational coefficients

over a base S.1

1Intuitively, one should think of them as analytic (resp. algebraic) varieties “modulo” étale localization, and

homotopies parametrized by B1 (resp. A1).
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Remark 1.1. Certain limit structures at the motivic level have previously been considered, by
Spitzweck [Spi05], Ayoub [Ayo07b] and Levine [Lev07]. We go beyond these works in iden-
tifying (and studying) the structure of monodromy operators, as well as in providing general
tools in order to identify their realizations. And the application to p-adic cohomology theories
is entirely new.

Remark 1.2. We can motivate the use of motivic homotopy theory by drawing a parallel be-
tween the complex punctured disk considered above (in the Hodge situation) and the Fargues–
Fontaine curve. Let ∆ be the adic space Y(0,∞](C

♭
p) (following the notation of [SW20, Section

12.2]) i.e. the locus p 6= 0 in (Spf Ainf)
rig. Let x∞ be its closed point Spa Q̆p → ∆ and ∆∗ its

complement. In [LBV21] it is shown that if C is Cp or C♭
p, one can associate canonically to any

variety X over C a ϕ-motiveD(X) over ∆∗ by means of a functor

D : RigDA(C)→ RigDAϕ(∆
∗)

so that D(X) is then analogous to the generically smooth family X(C) considered above, ex-
cept that it is a motive, not an actual variety (in general). Under this analogy, the Hyodo–
Kato cohomology is the “limit” of the relative de Rham cohomology groups H∗

dR(XC′/C ′) as

xC′ → x∞, considered with its structure of ϕ-module.2 It is also equipped with a monodromy
operator, as we now explain.

1.4. Analytic motives as nearby cycles with monodromy. In the sequel, k denotes the
residue field of the non-archimedean valued field under consideration. We construct a com-
pactly generated∞-categoryDAN(k) whose compact objects are given by pairs (M,NM : M →
M(−1)) where M ∈ DA(k)ω is a compact algebraic motive, and M(−1) = M ⊗ 1(−1) de-
notes its (negative) Tate twist. For weight reasons all such maps are nilpotent. We show directly
the following identification (see Corollary 4.12).

Theorem 1.3. Let C be Cp, C♭
p or the complete algebraic closure of C((T )). Let k be its residue

field. There is an equivalence of symmetric monoidal∞-categories

RigDA(C) ≃ DAN(k), M 7→ (ΨM,NΨM).

If M is the analytification of an algebraic motive M ′ over C then ΨM is the motivic nearby
cycles of M ′, and we interpret NΨM as a motivic monodromy operator on these. The proof
of Theorem 1.3 uses the comparison between rigid and algebraic motives from [AGV22] and
some version of the monadicity theorem of Barr–Beck–Lurie. We actually prove a more general
statement, which is an instance of Koszul duality applied to coefficient systems. For details, see
Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.61.

Remark 1.4. The equivalence depends a priori on a choice of a pseudo-uniformizer of C. If C
is Cp or C♭

p, another choice has the sole effect of scaling the monodromy operator by a (uniform)

non-zero rational constant.3

Theorem 1.3 can be used to produce a canonical “Frobenius lift” for rigid analytic varieties.

More precisely, let Q̆p be the completion of the maximal unramified extension of Qp, and let

RigDAϕ(Q̆p) be the∞-category of pairs (M,M
∼
−→ ϕ∗M) where M is an object of RigDA(Q̆p)

and ϕ is the Frobenius lift on Q̆p. Let also DA(ϕ,N)(F̄p) be the∞-category of “motivic (ϕ,N)-
modules”, i.e., the compactly generated∞-category whose compact objects are given by (note
the analogy with (1)–(3) before):

2Indeed, any ϕ-module on ∆∗ (such as the de Rham-Fargues-Fontaine cohomology of [LBV21]) extends

uniquely to ∆, see [Ked04], [SW20, Theorem 13.4.1].
3See Remark 4.15 for a choice-free equivalence in this case.
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(1) a compact algebraic motive M ∈ DA(F̄p)ω;

(2) an equivalence α : M
∼
−→ ϕ∗M (where ϕ is the Frobenius on F̄p);

(3) a morphism N : M →M(−1) together with a homotopy ϕ∗N ◦ α ≃ α(−1) ◦N .

We then show the following (see Proposition 4.27):

Theorem 1.5. Let C be Cp or C♭
p. There is a canonical symmetric monoidal functor

RigDA(C)→ DA(ϕ,N)(F̄p) ⊆ RigDAϕ(Q̆p).

Informally, it sends M to
(
ϕ∗ΨM

∼
←− ΨM → ΨM(−1)

)
where the first map is induced by the

relative Frobenius.

1.5. (Co)homological realizations. These results simplify the task of defining cohomology
theories on the generic fiber, starting from (motivic) cohomology theories on the special fiber.
More precisely, let D be a symmetric monoidal stable compactly generated∞-category. As be-
fore, we fix a “Tate twist” operator (−1) on D and an endofunctor ϕ, and we let DN resp. D(ϕ,N)

be the∞-category of N-modules resp. of (ϕ,N)-modules in D , respectively. In the presence
of a colimit-preserving, compact-preserving monoidal functor RΓ: DA(k) → D we will al-
ways take the twisting object to be the image of the Tate object 1(−1). Theorem 1.3 and
Theorem 1.5 immediately imply the following (see also Corollaries 4.29 and 4.33):

Corollary 1.6. Let C be Cp, C♭
p or the complete algebraic closure of C((T )).

(1) Every functor RΓ: DA(k)→ D as above extends to

R̂Γ: RigDA(C)→ DN , M 7→ RΓ(ΨM).

(2) If char k = p > 0, every ϕ-equivariant functor RΓ: DA(k)→ D as above extends to

R̂Γ: RigDA(C)→ D(ϕ,N), M 7→ RΓ(ΨM).

By taking the Hodge resp. ℓ-adic étale realization we recover the limit Hodge resp. the ℓ-adic
étale cohomology of the generic fiber (for the latter, see in particular [Ayo14b, Section 11]). In
this article, we focus more on the p-adic situation, obtaining the following (see Corollary 4.43,
Corollary 4.46 and Remark 4.44).

Theorem 1.7. Let C be Cp or C♭
p. The rigid realization

RΓrig : DA(F̄p)→ D(Q̆p)

induces a symmetric monoidal realization to the derived∞-category of (ϕ,N)-modules

R̂Γrig : RigDA(C)→ D(ϕ,N)(Q̆p), R̂Γrig(X) = RΓrig(ΨX)

satisfying:

(1) If C = Cp there is a canonical equivalence

R̂Γrig ⊗ C ≃ RΓ†
dR.

(2) There is a canonical weight spectral sequence converging to Ĥn
rig(X) giving rise to the

weight filtration, and the monodromy operator restricts to

N : gri Ĥ
n
rig(X)→ gri−2 Ĥ

n
rig(X)(−1).

(3) There is an equivalence with the “classical” Hyodo–Kato cohomology realization

R̂Γrig ≃ RΓHK.
4



We note in particular that (1) and (3) give an alternative and independent proof of the “clas-
sical” Hyodo–Kato comparison isomorphism.

The proofs of (1) and (2) are based on the motivic definition of the (overconvergent) de Rham
cohomology of [Vez18] and the presence of a weight structure on RigDA(C) in the sense
of Bondarko, whose heart is generated by motives of smooth and proper varieties of good

reduction. The latter allows one to detect functors by their restriction to the heart, and gives a
way of attaching functorially to any motive over K a (weight) complex with pure terms (giving
rise to the classical weight spectral sequence) equipped with a monodromy operator. More
precisely, we give the following criterion for a cohomology theory on the generic fiber to come
from the special fiber, see Corollary 4.34.

Proposition 1.8. Let RΓ: RigDA(C)→ D be a functor as above, and let RΓ′ be its restriction

along the generic fiber functor ξ : DA(k) → RigDA(C). If RΓ′ factors through the weight

complex functor, then RΓ ≃ RΓ′ ◦Ψ.

The condition above is fulfilled whenever a “purity” statement à la Deligne holds (e.g. in all
our main examples).

The proof of (3) on the other hand, is based on the observation that the “monodromy com-
ponent” of a realization functor is determined essentially by its value on the monodromy of the
Kummer motive which is a non-trivial extension of 1 by 1(−1). The crucial geometric input
is then the identification of the Kummer motive as the H1-term of (the motive of) a Tate curve
(Proposition 4.19).

Remark 1.9. Even if in this introduction we focus mainly on the “geometric case”, arithmetic
versions of the theorems above (that is, replacing C with a field K which is not algebraically
closed) can easily be deduced using Galois descent. One may restate them as they are by
restricting to “unipotent” motives over K (as we do in the main body of the text), or by en-
riching realizations with values in (ϕ,N,Γ)-modules with Γ = Gal(K). Note also that, as
RigDA(C) = lim

−→[L : K]<∞
RigDA(L), any compact motive becomes unipotent, up to a finite

field extension.

1.6. Further applications. Not only does the approach above provide a unified, polished ap-
proach to monodromy and Hyodo–Kato cohomology, but it also allows us to deduce new facts
on limit cohomologies. For example, we prove a conjecture of Flach and Morin [FM18, Con-
jecture 7.15], see Corollary 4.58.

Theorem 1.10. Let X be a regular proper flat scheme over OC . There are two canonical

Clemens-Schmid chain complexes (for even and for odd indices)

· · · → H∗
rig(Xk)→ H∗

HK(XC)
N
−→ H∗

HK(XC)(−1)→ Hrig
2d−∗(Xk)(−d− 1)→ H∗+2

rig (Xk)→ · · ·

Such complexes are exact whenever the weight-monodromy conjecture holds for XC (eg. if
it is a smooth projective hypersurface over a local field, see [BKV22]). We remark that for
a proper semistable family of varieties over a curve in characteristic p (the equi-characteristic
setting), the existence of a “Clemens-Schmid type” long exact sequence for log-crystalline
cohomology was shown by Chiarellotto and Tsuzuki [CT14].

Moreover, the comparison between the Hyodo–Kato cohomology of a variety over C and the
one of its “motivic tilt” over C♭ becomes straighforward using our construction. This yields a
little shortcut in the proof of the main theorem of [BKV22], see Corollary 4.48.

Note that the definition of the Hyodo–Kato cohomology via (the motivic) Ψ still allows one
to make explicit calculations (recovering those of Mokrane and Große-Klönne). We give some
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concrete examples in Section 4.8. We also point out that our approach is more easily gener-
alized to the relative setting, where one considers motives over a more general base S (not
necessarily a field). Our construction is obviously related to the de Rham–Fargues–Fontaine
cohomology (with values in vector bundles over the Fargues–Fontaine curve) of [LBV21]. We
also expect to be able to deduce a general comparison theorem between the Hyodo–Kato and
the étale p-adic cohomology for varieties over K (that is, the Cpst-conjecture) from the crys-
talline case and the study of periods of the Tate curve. This is the subject of future research.

1.7. Organization. In Section 2 we recall some instances of Koszul duality for modules over
split square-zero extensions, we prove their relation to monodromy maps and to unipotent
objects in coefficients systems. In Section 3 we prove that the monodromy of the Kummer
object determines (in an appropriate sense) the monodromy of any other object. We also recall
the definition of hearts of weight structures and prove that exact symmetric monoidal functors
on the heart admit a unique extension to the whole ∞-category. In Section 4 we move to
our main example of this formalism, namely the ∞-category of rigid analytic motives. In
particular, we prove Theorem 1.3 in Section 4.1, Theorem 1.5 in Section 4.4 and Theorem 1.7
in Section 4.6. Finally, in Section 4.8 we produce the Clemens–Schmid chain complexes, and
we sketch some explicit computations for the weight complexes of χM and ΨM in the case
of a motive M of a smooth proper rigid analytic variety with semi-stable reduction, comparing
with the classical formulas by Steenbrink, Rapoport–Zink and Mokrane.

We strongly advise the reader who is interested in p-adic cohomologies to skip directly to
Section 4 and refer back to the previous sections whenever needed.

Acknowledgments. We thank Joseph Ayoub for detailed discussions which sparked our in-
terest in Koszul duality and its relation to the motivic monodromy operator. We thank Pierre
Colmez for asking a question that led to the development of Section 4.2. Shaul Barkan was
helpful in explaining his work on square-zero extensions. We are grateful to Bruno Chiarel-
lotto, Farid Mokrane and Wiesława Nizioł for their interest in this project.

Notation and conventions. We use freely the language of ∞-categories, mostly following
the notation of [HTT, HA]. If X, Y are objects in a [stable] ∞-category, we let Map(X, Y )
(resp. map(X, Y )) be the mapping space (resp. mapping spectrum) and Hom(X, Y ) the set
π0Map(X, Y ). By a monoidal structure on an ∞-category we always mean a symmetric

monoidal structure; similarly for functors between (symmetric) monoidal∞-categories. Even
if we don’t mention it explicitly, the tensor product in stable monoidal ∞-categories is al-
ways assumed to be exact (preserve finite colimits) in both variables separately. Similarly,
the tensor product in presentable (resp. compactly generated) monoidal ∞-categories is as-
sumed to preserve small colimits in both variables separately (resp. and restrict to compact
objects); in other words, these are objects of CAlg(PrL) and CAlg(PrLω), respectively. If C

is a monoidal∞-category and A an object in CAlg(C ) we denote by ModA(C ) or ModA the
∞-category of A-modules. We assume some familiarity with (algebraic, rational) étale motives
DAét(S) := DAét(S,Q) = SHét(S,ChQ). We recall their definition in Section 4.1. See also
[Ayo14a, Ayo14b, CD19, CD16].

2. MODULES, COMODULES AND MONODROMY OPERATORS

We begin with some categorical background material. The results in this section are probably
all known in some form or other: we record them here for lack of appropriate references.

Let C ∈ CAlg(Prstω ) be a compactly generated monoidal stable ∞-category, and let A =
1⊕t[−1] ∈ CAlg(C ) be the split square-zero extension of the tensor unit 1 by some t[−1] ∈ C ,
see Section 2.4, equipped with its augmentation ε : A → 1. In Sections 2.1 and 2.2 we recall
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the∞-category C
−⊗t

lax of lax fixed points of the endofunctor C → C , X 7→ X ⊗ t, as well as
the full sub-∞-category C

−⊗t
nil of ind-nilpotent operators. Its objects are pairs (X, f), where X

is an object of C and f : X → X⊗ t is a (respectively ind-nilpotent) morphism. It has a natural
monoidal structure. Using this, we describe the∞-category ModA in relatively simple terms,
that we summarize in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1 (See Propositions 2.32 and 2.38). Assume that C is Q-linear and Alt2(t) ≃ 0.

Let H = Bar(A, ǫ) ≃
⊕

n≥0 t
⊗n be the Bar construction of A with its canonical coalgebra

structure, and let ν be its canonical coaugmentation. Then there are equivalences of monoidal

∞-categories and commutative diagrams

ModA coModH C
−⊗t

nil

C

ε∗

∼ ∼

forget πε∗

ρnil

cofree

where π is the forgetful functor (X, f) 7→ X and ρnil its right adjoint.

Letting ν∗ : C → coModH be the co-restriction functor of comodules along ν, the equiva-

lences above also render the following diagrams commutative

ModA coModH C
−⊗t

nil

C

forget

∼ ∼

ν∗

fib(N)free

(N=0)
ν∗

where (N = 0) is the functor given by sending X to the pair (X, 0), and fib(N) is the functor

sending (X, f) to fib(f).

Remark 2.2. For details on the Bar construction of an augmented algebra in a monoidal
∞-category and its properties, we refer to [HA, § 5.2.2] and [DCH22]. The equivalenceModA ≃
coModH fits into the common framework of Koszul duality. The further equivalence with C

−⊗t
nil

exhibits H as the cofree conilpotent coalgebra on t. For more general statements about the
correspondence between associative augmented algebras and conilpotent coaugmented coas-
sociative coalgebras, we refer the reader to [FG12, Corollary 3.3.5 and Section 3.3.6] and
[GR17b, II, Chapter 6, Section 2.4.1].

Remark 2.3. The assumption Alt2(t) ≃ 0 simply means that the canonical transposition of
factors on t⊗t is homotopic to the identity. The reader can find the equivalence ModA ≃ C

−⊗t
nil

already in [Ras18, Proposition 3.2.2] and [Bar22, Theorem 2.34], without assuming this nor
Q-linearity. On the other hand, these assumptions allow us to give self-contained alternative
proofs and promote these known equivalences to ones between monoidal∞-categories. (We
don’t claim that they are necessary even to this aim, however.)

Remark 2.4. We are going to apply Theorem 2.1 to C = DAét(k;Q). In this case, the relevant
square-zero extension A is the cohomological motive Mcoh

k (Gm) of the multiplicative group Gm.
The augmentation ideal (suspended once) t is then simply the Tate object 1(−1), and the rele-

vant∞-category of lax fixed points consists of pairs (X,X
NX−−→ X(−1)), where we interpret

the map NX as a monodromy operator.
Note that in this setting, the ∞-category ModMcoh(Gm) is also equivalent to the full sub-∞-

category UDA(k) of DAét(Gm,k;Q) of so-called unipotent motives, introduced by Ayoub and
7



Spitzweck. We will generalize this description to rather general coefficient systems in Sec-
tion 2.7.

2.1. Lax fixed points. Let C be a stable ∞-category and T : C → C an exact endofunctor.
We recall a particular instance of the lax equalizer construction [NS18, § II.1.4].

Construction 2.5. Define the ∞-category of lax fixed points of T as the following pullback
in Cat∞:

(2.6)

C T
lax Fun(∆1,C )

C Fun(∂∆1,C )

N

π ev0,ev1

id,T

Remark 2.7. Thus, objects X of C T
lax are given by pairs (X, f), where X = π(X ) is an object

of C and f = N(X ) is a map f : X → TX . If (X, f) and (Y, g) are two objects of C T
lax, then

the space MapC T
lax
((X, f), (Y, g)) is given by the equalizer of the two maps:

(2.8) MapC (X, Y ) MapC (X, TY )
g∗ idC

f∗T

Remark 2.9. In [NS18, Definition II.5.1], objects in C T
lax are called “T -coalgebras”.

Lemma 2.10 ([NS18, Proposition II.1.5]). Assume that C is a stable presentable∞-category

and that T preserves colimits. Then:

(1) C T
lax is a stable presentable∞-category and (2.6) is a pullback square in Prst.

(2) The functor π is conservative.

(3) If T preserves limits then so does π.

Construction 2.11. Assume that T preserves products. Consider the functor ρ : C → C T
lax that

sends X ∈ C to (
∏

n≥0 T
nX, proj), where

proj :
∏

n≥0

T nX →
∏

n>0

T nX

is the canonical projection. Using the description given in Remark 2.7 for the mapping spaces
in C T

lax, for every (X, f) ∈ C T
lax we can construct a morphism

η(X,f) : (X, f)→ ρ(X)

that on the nth component is given by fn : X → T nX . It is not difficult to show that η : id→
ρ ◦ π defines a natural transformation.

Lemma 2.12. The natural transformation η exhibts π as left adjoint to ρ.

Proof. Fix (X, f) ∈ C T
lax and Y ∈ C . We need to show that the composite

MapC (X, Y )
ρ
−→ MapC T

lax
(ρ(X), ρ(Y ))

η(X,f)
−−−→ MapCT

lax
((X, f), ρ(Y ))

is an equivalence of spaces. By Lemma 2.10, the target is the equalizer of

MapC (X,
∏

n≥0 T
nY ) MapC (X,

∏
n>0 T

nY ),
proj◦(−)

T (−)◦f

that is, equivalently, of

∏
n≥0MapC (X, T nY )

∏
n>0MapC (X, T nY ).

proj

(T (−)◦f)

8



This may be identified with the limit lim
←−n

MapC (X, T nY ) with transition maps T (−) ◦ f . The

indexing diagram has an initial object so that this limit is MapC (X, Y ). It is easy to see that η
provides this identification. �

We will use the following observation later on.

Lemma 2.13. Assume that C ∈ Prst and T preserves colimits. Let (X, f) ∈ C T
lax. If X ∈ C is

compact then so is (X, f).

Proof. This follows immediately from the description of mapping spaces in Remark 2.7 and
the fact that filtered colimits commute with finite limits. �

2.2. Nilpotent operators. We now want to restrict to those lax fixed points which are
(ind-)nilpotent. The discussion here follows [Ras18] and [Bar22].

Definition 2.14. Assume that C is stable and T : C → C an exact functor. We define C T
nil as

the full sub-∞-category of C T
lax spanned by objects (X, f) with ind-nilpotent morphism f , that

is, such that

X [f−1] := colim
(
X

f
−→ TX

f
−→ T 2X

f
−→ · · ·

)
≃ 0.

Example 2.15. There is an obvious section to π : C T
nil → C which sends X to (X, 0). We

sometimes denote it by (N = 0).

Lemma 2.16. The section N = 0 admits a right adjoint fib(N) : C T
lax → C which is given on

objects by

(X, f) 7−→ fib(f).

Proof. Let (X, f) ∈ C T
nil and Y ∈ C . The mapping space MapCT

lax
((Y, 0), (X, f)) is described

in (2.8) as the fiber of

MapC (Y,X)
f∗
−→ MapC (Y, TX)

which is nothing but MapC (Y, fib(f)). We leave it to the reader to exhibit this identification as
part of the claimed adjunction. Or see [Bar22, Proposition 2.24]. �

Lemma 2.17. Assume that C ∈ Prstω and that T preserves colimits. Then C T
nil is compactly

generated by the image of (N = 0): Cω → C T
nil.

Proof. By Lemma 2.13, the functor (N = 0): C → C T
nil preserves compact objects. (This

is because the inclusion C T
nil →֒ C T

lax preserves filtered colimits.) It therefore suffices to show
that the image of Cω under this functor generates C T

nil under colimits. Or, equivalently, that the
right adjoint fib(N) : C T

nil → C is conservative (Lemma 2.16). But if fib(f : X → TX) ≃ 0
then f is an equivalence as well as ind-nilpotent: X ≃ X [f−1] ≃ 0. We conclude with
Lemma 2.10.(2). �

Remark 2.18. We will say that (X, f) is nilpotent if fN is homotopic to 0 for a sufficiently
large N . By the previous lemma, and the fact that nilpotent objects are closed under finite
colimits and retracts, we deduce that compact objects of C T

nil are all nilpotent.

Lemma 2.19. Assume that C ∈ Prstω and that T : C → C preserves colimits. The functor

π : C T
nil → C admits a right adjoint ρnil given by

X 7→

(⊕

n≥0

T nX, proj

)
.

9



Proof. If (X, f) ∈ C T
nil is compact then X ∈ C is compact, by Lemma 2.17. In that case the

natural transformation of Construction 2.11,

η(X,f) : (X, f)→ ρ(X) =

(∏

n≥0

T nX, proj

)
,

factors through (⊕n≥0T
nX, proj) = ρnil(X). By the equivalence Funω(C T

nil,C
T

nil) ≃
Fun((C T

nil)ω,C
T

nil) of [HTT, Proposition 5.3.5.10], the natural transformation η : id → ρnil ◦ π
on the right hand side extends uniquely to one on the left hand side (which we denote by the
same symbol).

Now let (X, f) ∈ C T
nil and Y ∈ C arbitrary. In order to show that the morphism

MapC (X, Y )
η∗
(X,f)

◦ρnil

−−−−−→ MapC T
nil
((X, f), ρnil(Y )) is an equivalence we write (X, f) as a fil-

tered colimit of compact objects and thereby reduce to (X, f) compact. We can now redo the
proof of Lemma 2.12 noticing that the products can all be replaced by coproducts because of
the vanishing of fn, n≫ 0. �

Remark 2.20. Assume that C ∈ Prstω and that T : C → C preserves compact objects. The
diagram (2.6) defining C T

lax is clearly a diagram in Prstω , and as such one could compute its

limit in Prstω . By definition, this amounts to the ∞-category Ind
(
(Cω)

T
lax

)
, where Cω is the

sub-∞-category of compact objects. We have a canonical functor

ι : Ind
(
(Cω)

T
lax

)
→ C

T
lax

which can be easily seen to be fully faithful. In fact, the functor ι identifies C T
nil with a full

sub-∞-category of Ind
(
(Cω)

T
lax

)
, so that we have a chain of fully faithful functors

C
T

nil ⊆ Ind
(
(Cω)

T
lax

)
⊆ C

T
lax

It is immediate to check that the former two sub-∞-categories coincide if the following condi-
tion holds for a set of compact generators X ∈ C :

HomC (X, T nX) = 0, n≫ 0

Indeed, this implies that the monodromy map Y → TY is nilpotent whenever Y ∈ C is
compact.

2.3. Monoidal structure. When C is equipped with a monoidal structure and T = − ⊗ t is
tensoring with a fixed object t ∈ C then there should be a monoidal structure on C

−⊗t
lax that is

informally given by the formula

(X, f)⊠ (X ′, f ′) = (X ⊗X ′, f ⊠ f ′),(2.21)

where

f ⊠ f ′ : X ⊗X ′ f⊗id+ id⊗f ′

−−−−−−−→ X ⊗ t⊗X ′.

We will presently make this precise and discuss monoidal aspects of the constructions in the
preceding sections.

Construction 2.22. Assume that C ⊗ is a monoidal ∞-category and let T : C ⊗ → C ⊗ be
a lax monoidal endofunctor (see [NS18, A.2], [HA, Definition 2.1.2.7]). Consider the ori-

ented fiber product C
→
×T C , i.e., the pullback of Fun(∆1,C )

ev1−−→ C
T

←− C in Cat∞. See
[Lur18, Tag 01KE]. Its objects are triples (X, Y, f) with X, Y objects of C and f : X → TY .
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Observe that the functor ∞-category Fun(∆1,C ) can be naturally endowed with the struc-
ture of monoidal ∞-category (with respect to the pointwise monoidal structure, see [HA,
Remark 2.1.3.4]) such that the evaluation functor ev1 is a cocartesian fibration, in particular

monoidal. Using this we can endow C
→
×T C with the structure of a monoidal∞-category

(C
→
×T C )⊠ := lim

(
Fun(∆1,C )⊗

ev1−−→ C
⊗ T
←− C

⊗
)
.

Indeed, this limit can also be computed in the ∞-category Op∞ of ∞-operads [HA, Defini-
tion 2.1.4.1]. (This follows from [HA, Proposition 2.1.4.6] and the fact that ev1 is a fibration

of∞-operads.) It then suffices to note that the induced functor (C
→
×T C )⊠ → Fin∗ is again a

cocartesian fibration.
Informally, we have (X, Y, f)⊠ (X ′, Y ′, f ′) = (X ⊗X ′, Y ⊗ Y ′, f ⊠ f ′) with f ⊠ f ′ being

the composition

X ⊗X ′ f⊗f ′

−−−→ TY ⊗TY ′ → T(Y ⊗ Y ′).

Remark 2.23. We apply Construction 2.22 in the case where C ⊗ ∈ CAlg(Prst) and where T is
the lax monoidal functor T = (1⊕t)⊗(−) is tensoring with a split square-zero extension in C ,
cf. Remark 2.29. If we let T be the functor − ⊗ t we can observe that C

−⊗t
lax is (equivalent to)

a full sub-∞-category of C
→
×T C (using the functor (X, f) 7→ (X,X, id+f)). As this sub-∞-

category contains the unit object and is closed under tensor products, [HA, Proposition 2.2.1.1,
Remark 2.2.1.2] imply that the monoidal structure on the oriented fiber product restricts to a
monoidal structure (C −⊗t

lax )⊠. Note that it indeed is given by the formula in (2.21).

Remark 2.24. The full sub-∞-category C
−⊗t

nil of C
−⊗t

lax contains the unit object (1, 0) and is
stable under tensor products. Therefore, it inherits the structure of a monoidal∞-category from
the one on C

−⊗t
lax .

In the rest of this section we work in the setting of Remark 2.23. We will always endow
C

−⊗t
lax and C

−⊗t
nil with the respective monoidal structures just constructed.

Lemma 2.25. The forgetful functor π : C
−⊗t

nil → C can be promoted to a monoidal functor and

the adjoints π ⊣ ρnil satisfy the projection formula

ρnil(Y )⊠ (X, f)
∼
−→ ρnil(Y ⊗X).

Explicitly, it is given as follows, after applying π in Ho(C ):
⊕

n≥0

t⊗n ⊗ Y ⊗X −−−−−−−−→
(( m

m−n)fm−n)

⊕

m≥0

t⊗m ⊗ Y ⊗X

Proof. The forgetful functor is the composite of the inclusion C
−⊗t

nil →֒ C
→
×T C and the

projection onto C both of which are monoidal.
The projection formula is obtained by the following composite of unit, monoidal structure

and counit of the adjunction:

(2.26) ρnil(Y )⊠ (X, f)
η
−→ ρnilπ(ρnil(Y )⊠ (X, f)) ≃ ρnil(πρnil(Y )⊗X)→ ρnil(Y ⊗X)

The nilpotent operator N for the domain is (by Remark 2.23)
⊕

n≥0

t⊗n ⊗ Y ⊗X ≃ (⊕nT
nY )⊗X −−−−−−−−→



f 1 0 ···
0 f 1
0 0 f

...
. ..




T ((⊕nT
nY )⊗X) ≃

⊕

n>0

t⊗n ⊗ Y ⊗X

11



so that the unit

η :
⊕

n≥0

t⊗n ⊗ Y ⊗X →
⊕

m≥0

t⊗m ⊗
⊕

ℓ≥0

t⊗ℓ ⊗ Y ⊗X

on the mth component is given by

Nm =



fm

(
m

m−1

)
fm−1

(
m

m−2

)
fm−2 · · ·

0 fm
(

m
m−1

)
fm−1

...
. . .




The counit of the adjunction projects onto the (ℓ = 0)-component thus the explicit description
of the projection formula in the statement. As this matrix is invertible the lemma is proved. �

Remark 2.27. Note that by putting Y = 1 we immediately deduce an equivalence

ρnil ≃ (N = 0)⊠ ρnil1.

Lemma 2.28. The zero section (N = 0): C → C
−⊗t

nil can be promoted to a monoidal functor

and the adjoints (N = 0) ⊣ fib(N) satisfy the projection formula

fib(X
f
−→ X ⊗ t)⊗ Y

∼
−→ fib(X ⊗ Y

f⊠0
−−→ X ⊗ Y ⊗ t).

Proof. Let, as in Remark 2.23, 1 ⊕ t be the split square-zero extension and T : C → C the
lax monoidal functor given by tensoring with 1 ⊕ t. The unit 1 → 1 ⊕ t produces a natural
transformation id → T which may be viewed as a lax monoidal functor C ⊗ → Fun(∆1,C )⊗.
Postcomposing with ev1 yields T so that we have produced a lax monoidal functor C ⊗ →

(C
→
×T C )⊠. It factors through the full sub-∞-category C

−⊗t
nil and gives a (lax) monoidal en-

hancement of (N = 0). But note that postcomposing with the conservative functor π we get
the identity on C and we conclude that (N = 0) is monoidal.

To prove the second statement let (X, f) ∈ C
−⊗t

nil and Y ∈ C . Abbreviating F = (N = 0)
and G = fib(N), we need to show that the composite

G(X, f)⊗ Y → GF (G(X, f)⊗ Y ) ≃ G (FG(X, f)⊠ F (Y ))→ G ((X, f)⊠ F (Y ))

is an equivalence. By Lemma 2.17 we may assume f = 0 so that G(X, f) = X ⊕ (X ⊗ t[−1])
and similarly for the codomain. In other words, the map is given by a 2× 2-matrix and one can
check that it is the identity matrix under this identification. �

2.4. Modules over split square-zero extensions. We are now ready to relate the∞-category
of lax fixed points with a suitable ∞-category of modules. Fix C ∈ CAlg(Prstω ) a stable,
compactly generated monoidal∞-category.

Remark 2.29. Recall from [HA, § 7.3.4] the notion of a split square-zero extension in C . We
specialize to extensions of the unit 1. The free commutative algebra functor induces an adjunc-
tion

Free : C ⇄ CAlg(C )/1 : I,

where the right adjoint I is the augmentation ideal functor [HA, Proposition 7.3.4.5]. The latter

induces an equivalence [HA, Theorem 7.3.4.7] Sp(CAlg(C )/1)
∼
−→ Sp(C )

∼
−→ C so that we

may define a functor as the inverse composed with the infinite loops functor:

1⊕− : C
∼
←− Sp(CAlg(C )/1)

Ω∞

−−→ CAlg(C )/1.

The commutative algebra 1 ⊕ M (with its canonical augmentation) is the split square-zero

extension of 1 by M .
12



We now give one simple criterion to check that a given augmented algebra is a split square-
zero extension. For this let A ∈ CAlg(C )/1 with augmentation ideal t[−1] = I(A) ∈ C .
The inclusion t[−1] →֒ A and t[−1] →֒ 1 ⊕ t[−1], respectively, induce by adjunction two
morphisms in CAlg(C )/1:

(2.30) A←− Free(t[−1])→ 1⊕ t[−1]

Lemma 2.31. If C is Q-linear and Alt2(t) ≃ 0, both arrows in (2.30) are equivalences. In

particular, A is a split square-zero extension.

Proof. By [HA, Lemma 7.3.4.11], the augmentation ideal functor is conservative. By [HA,
Proposition 7.3.4.5], we have I(Free(t[−1])) =

∐
n>0 Sym

n(t[−1]). By [Iwa20, Lemma 5.19],
the symmetric powers may be computed at the level of homotopy categories. Using our as-
sumption on t we see that Symn(t[−1]) ≃ 0 for all n ≥ 2 so that I(Free(t[−1])) ≃ t[−1]. The
claim follows. �

As shown in [Ras18] and [Bar22], modules over split-square zero extensions are intimately
related to nilpotent operators. Here we promote their observation to a monoidal equivalence.
The extra assumptions are probably superfluous for this.

Proposition 2.32. If C is Q-linear and Alt2(t) ≃ 0, the functor fib(N) : C
−⊗t

nil → C is monadic

and factors through a monoidal equivalence:

C
−⊗t

nil Mod1⊕t[−1](C )

C

∼

fib(N) forget

Proof. By Lemma 2.17, fib(N) is conservative and preserves all colimits. Its left adjoint
(N = 0) is monoidal and they satisfy the projection formula, by Lemma 2.28. It then follows
from a version of Barr–Beck–Lurie [MNN17, Proposition 5.29] that we have a monoidal
equivalence as claimed with modules over the algebra fib(N)(1, 0). It remains to iden-
tify the latter with the split square-zero extension 1 ⊕ t[−1]. The unit of the adjunction
fib(N)(1, 0) → fib(N)ρnilπ(1, 0) ≃ 1 exhibits this algebra as augmented. The claim now
follows from Lemma 2.31. �

Remark 2.33. One can describe the equivalence of Proposition 2.32 informally as follows.
(We write A = 1 ⊕ t[−1].) Starting with (X, f) ∈ C

−⊗t
nil , the corresponding A-module is the

fiber fib(f) with the A-module action induced by the projection formula and adjunction:

fib(N)(X, f)⊗ fib(N)(N = 0)(1) ≃ fib(N)(N = 0) fib(N)(X, f)→ fib(N)(X, f)

Conversely, an A-module M is sent to the pair (M ⊗A 1,M ⊗A 1→ M ⊗A t) where the map

is induced by the cofiber sequence A
ε
−→ 1→ t, where ε denotes the augmentation.

Note in particular that under this identification, the forgetful functor π corresponds to the
base change functor ε∗ (and thus ρnil to ε∗).

2.5. Comodules over cofree coalgebras. While the contents of this section will not be used
in the sequel, we include it to complete the picture described in Theorem 2.1 and to explain
how the equivalence of Proposition 2.32 may be viewed as a form of Koszul duality.

We continue with the previous setting. Fix C ∈ CAlg(Prstω ) and t ∈ C . Let us denote the
corresponding split square-zero extension by A = 1⊕ t[−1], with augmentation ε : A→ 1. An
important object in ModA is ε∗1, that is, 1 ∈ C viewed as an A-module via the augmentation.
We have

H := H(t) := ε∗ε∗1 = 1⊗A 1 = Bar(A, ε) ∈ C ,
13



the Bar construction of the augmented algebra ε : A→ 1 in the sense of [HA, § 5.2.2]. As such
it is canonically a commutative bialgebra, by which we mean an (E∞,E1)-bialgebra in C .4

Remark 2.34. The ∞-category of (left) H-comodules admits a monoidal structure such that
the forgetful functor coModH → C is monoidal. Informally, it can be described as follows. If
X, Y ∈ C with coaction maps a : X → H⊗X , b : Y → H⊗Y then their tensor product is the
object X ⊗ Y with coaction map (see e.g. [Ayo14c, Corollaire 1.25] for ordinary categories)

X ⊗ Y
a⊗b
−−→ (H⊗X)⊗ (H⊗ Y ) ≃ (H⊗ H)⊗ (X ⊗ Y )→ H⊗ (X ⊗ Y )

where the last map is induced by the multiplication on H.
This is made precise in [Bea18, Proposition 3.16] which shows more generally the existence

of coCartesian fibrations5

coMod(C )⊗
p
−→ coAlg(C )⊗

q
−→ E⊗

∞

such that pulling back p along H : E⊗
∞ → coAlg(C )⊗ produces the monoidal structure

on coModH(C ). It endows the forgetful functor coModH(C )→ C with a monoidal structure.

Remark 2.35. Under the equivalence of Proposition 2.32, the functor ε∗ : ModA → C corre-
sponds to the projection π, and thus its right adjoint ε∗ corresponds to ρnil, see Remark 2.33.
By Lemma 2.19, the functor ρnil sends 1 to

ρnil1 ≃
(
⊕n≥0t

n,⊕n≥0t
n proj
−−→ ⊕n>0t

n
)
∈ C

−⊗t
nil

so that

H ≃
⊕

n≥0

t⊗n.

As a coalgebra, it agrees with the cofree conilpotent coalgebra on t, in the sense of [FG12, §3].

Also the commutative algebra structure on H is well understood, in the situation we are
mostly interested in.

Proposition 2.36. Assume C is Q-linear and Alt2(t) ≃ 0. The canonical inclusion of the

summand t→ H exhibits the latter as the free commutative algebra generated by t.

Proof. By [HA, Proposition 3.1.3.13], it suffices to show that for each n ≥ 0 (using [HA, Nota-
tion 3.1.3.10]), the induced map Symn(t)→ H = ⊕n≥0t

⊗n is the inclusion of the summand t⊗n.
Explicitly, this is the composite

t⊗n/Σn → H⊗n/Σn
µn
−→ H,

where Σn acts by permuting the factors and µ is the multiplication on H. Now, by our assump-
tion on t, the canonical map t⊗n → t⊗n/Σn is an equivalence. (One may work at the level of ho-
motopy categories, by [Iwa20, Lemma 5.19].) It remains to understand the multiplication on H.

We will show that the composite t⊗n → H⊗n µn
−→ H factors through the summand t⊗ →֒ H and

is multiplication by n! on t⊗n. Given that C is Q-linear this will complete the proof.
We show that claim by induction on n, with n = 0, 1 being clear. For n ≥ 2 we use the

explicit description of the projection formula in Lemma 2.25. It tells us that multiplication

µ2 : ρ
nil1⊗ ρnil1→ ρnilπρnil1

counit
−−−→ ρnil1

4That is, an object of coAlgE1
(CAlg(C )), where CAlg(C ) has the monoidal structure of [HA, Exam-

ple 3.2.4.4].
5We write coMod for the∞-category of left comodules.
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on the summand t⊗ πρnil1 is multiplication by the “total degree”:



0 0 0 · · ·
1 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 3
...

. . .



:
⊕

ℓ≥0

t⊗ t⊗ℓ →
⊕

m≥0

t⊗m

(Recall that the counit of the adjunction projects onto the zeroth summand.) By induction, the
composite

µn : t
⊗n = t⊗ t⊗(n−1) µn−1

−−−−→
=(n−1)!

t⊗ t⊗(n−1) µ2
−→
=n

t⊗n

is indeed multiplication by n!. �

We remark that by the associativity of tensor products, for any M ∈ C we have

1⊗A ε∗M ≃ (1⊗A 1)⊗M

inducing an equivalence of endofunctors ε∗ε∗ ≃ H⊗−. This can be promoted to an equivalence
of comonads, using the very definition of the coalgebra structure on H = Bar(A, ε) = 1⊗A 1.
We include a sketch of a proof of this fact. See also [BCN21, Proposition 3.28].

Lemma 2.37. There is a canonical equivalence of comonads ε∗ε∗ ≃ H⊗−.

Proof. The construction of the first part of [DCH22, Corollary 8.4.3] defines a factorization of
the functor ε∗ as

ModA
ε̃∗
−→ coModH

forget
−−−→ C .

Since the forgetful functor reflects colimits, we deduce that ε̃∗ preserves them and therefore
(use e.g. [HTT, Remark 5.5.2.10]) admits a right adjoint ε̃∗. We then obtain a map of comonads
ε∗ε∗ → (forget) ◦ (cofree) ≃ H⊗ − induced by the counit of the adjunction (ε̃∗, ε̃∗). This is
easily seen to be an equivalence by what we remarked above. �

Given any (X, f) ∈ C
−⊗t

nil , we can extend uniquely the map f to a coaction map f̂ : X →
H⊗X . It is then reasonable to expect that C

−⊗t
nil ≃ coModH as we now show.

Proposition 2.38. Assume C is Q-linear and Alt2(t) ≃ 0. The functor π : C
−⊗t

nil → C is

comonadic and factors through a monoidal equivalence:

C
−⊗t

nil coModH

C

∼

π forget

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.10 that π is comonadic,6 and thus an equivalence of
∞-categories C

−⊗t
nil ≃ coModπρnil ≃ coModε∗ε∗ ≃ coModH where the second equivalence

follows from Proposition 2.32 and the last one from Lemma 2.37. We will now show that this
equivalence underlies a monoidal equivalence by exhibiting a monoidal inverse.

Given an H-comodule M we may extract the coaction map M → H⊗M in C . This defines
a lax monoidal functor coModH(C )⊗ → Fun(∆1,C )⊗. By construction, postcomposing with
ev0 yields the forgetful functor, while postcomposing with ev1 yields the forgetful functor
composed with the lax monoidal functor T′ = H ⊗ −. We deduce a lax monoidal functor

coModH(C )⊗ → (C
→
×T′ C )⊠ which is automatically monoidal (see Construction 2.22).

6It then follows from Proposition 2.32 that so is ε∗. We deduce that the functor ε̃∗ : ModA → coModH in the

previous proof is an equivalence. At this point we would like to conclude that the equivalence ε̃∗ is monoidal, for

formal reasons. However, we don’t have a reference for that and instead proceed by hand.
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As H is a free commutative algebra on t by Proposition 2.36, it is equipped with a canonical
map of commutative algebras H → (1 ⊕ t) which induces a natural transformation of lax

monoidal functors T′ → T = (1⊕ t)⊗− and hence, a monoidal functor C
→
×T′ C → C

→
×T C .

The composition of the (monoidal) functors above

coModH(C )⊗ → (C
→
×T′ C )⊠ → (C

→
×T C )⊠

lands inside (C −⊗t
nil )⊠ and can be seen to provide an inverse, on underlying ∞-categories, to

C
−⊗t

nil

∼
−→ coModH above. �

Remark 2.39. Similarly, there is a canonical equivalence

C
−⊗t

lax ≃ coModĤ(t),

where
Ĥ(t) = πρ1 ≃

∏

n≥0

t⊗n.

We can again view this equivalence as defining the cofree coalgebra on t. See [GR17a],
[GR17b].

2.6. The derived category of (ϕ,N)-modules. We now give an example of a well-known
∞-category which can be re-expressed in terms of modules/comodules/objects with mon-
odromy using the equivalences above. This∞-category is the natural target of the Hyodo–Kato
realization functor that we will build up in Section 4.6.

Notation 2.40. Throughout this section we fix a perfect field k of characteristic p > 0 and we
let K0 = Frac(W (k)) denote the fraction field of its Witt vectors.

Recall the following definition (see [Fon94b, § 4.2] or [Bei13, § 1.15]).

Definition 2.41. Let ϕ : K0 → K0 denote the arithmetic Frobenius (so that it induces the
absolute Frobenius x 7→ xp on the residue field).

(1) A ϕ-module over K0 is a finite-dimensional K0-vector space D equipped with a ϕ-
semilinear automorphism ϕD : D → D, called the Frobenius too. Morphisms of ϕ-
modules are K0-linear maps that commute with the Frobenius. We denote by Mϕ(K0)
the abelian category of ϕ-modules overK0, byDb

ϕ(K0) its bounded derived∞-category

and by Dϕ(K0) = Ind(Db

ϕ(K0)) ∈ Prstω the corresponding Ind-completion.

(2) A (ϕ,N)-module over K0 is a ϕ-module (D,ϕD) over K0 equipped with a K0-linear
endomorphism N such that NϕD = pϕDN . Again, morphisms of (ϕ,N)-modules are
K0-linear maps that commute with Frobenius and N . Note that the condition NϕD =
pϕDN implies that N is nilpotent. We denote by M(ϕ,N)(K0) the category of (ϕ,N)-
modules over K0, byDb

(ϕ,N)(K0) its bounded derived∞-category and byD(ϕ,N)(K0) =

Ind(Db

(ϕ,N)(K0)) ∈ Prstω the corresponding Ind-completion.

(3) Let k be a finite field of cardinality q = pa. We say that a ϕ-module D over K0 is pure

of weight i if it is finite dimensional and such that each generalized eigenvalue λ of the
K0-linear map ϕa

D : D → D is an algebraic integer such that |λ| = qi/2 under each field
inclusion Q̄ ⊂ C. If k = F̄p we say D is pure of weight i if it has a model over Fq which
is pure of weight i, for some q ≫ 0.

Example 2.42. (1) The unit for the tensor structure in Mϕ(K0) is the 1-dimensional vector
space K0 with endomorphism the Frobenius lift ϕ.

(2) The Tate twist K0(n) ∈ Mϕ(K0) for n ∈ Z is the same 1-dimensional vector space K0

with ‘twisted’ endomorphism p−nϕ.
(3) Let D be a ϕ-module over K0. We denote by D(n) the tensor product D ⊗K0(n).
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Remark 2.43. Both Mϕ(K0) and M(ϕ,N)(K0) are Qp-linear Tannakian categories for which
the functor sending (D,ϕD) to D ∈ ModK0 (resp. (D,ϕD, N) 7→ D) is a fiber functor, that
is, a faithful Qp-linear tensor functor. The tensor product of ϕ-modules is the tensor product
on underlying K0-vector spaces with Frobenius ϕD⊗E = ϕD ⊗ ϕE. For (ϕ,N)-modules, the
tensor product on underlying ϕ-modules is as just described, and ND⊗E = ND ⊗ id+ id⊗NE ,
see also Remark 2.44 below.

Remark 2.44. With this notation we may describe a (ϕ,N)-module as a ϕ-module D together
with a morphism N : D → D(−1). In other words, M(ϕ,N)(K0) is the category of lax fixed
points of the functor D 7→ D(−1) computed in 1-categories. In fact, this can be promoted
to an equivalence of tensor categories, with the tensor structure on the lax fixed points of Re-
mark 2.23.

Remark 2.45. The tensor product described in Remark 2.43 may be derived (see [Dre15b,
Proposition 3.2] and [HA, Corollary 4.8.1.14]) so thatDϕ(K0) andD(ϕ,N)(K0) become objects

in CAlg(Prstω ).

Remark 2.46. The abelian category Mϕ(K0) has cohomological dimension ≤ 1. The Exti-
groups (for i = 0, 1) from (D,ϕD) to (E,ϕE) are the cohomology groups of the 2-term com-
plex (in cohomological degrees [0, 1])

(2.47) HomK0(D,E)
δ
−→ HomK0(D,ϕ∗E)

where ϕ∗E is the K0-vector space E on which K0 acts through ϕ, and the map δ is given by
δ(ξ) = ϕEξ − ξϕD, see [Bei13, § 1.14] (or [DN18, Lemma 2.3]).

Assuming that the Qp-vector space HomK0(D,E) is finite-dimensional, if there are no non-
zero morphisms D → E in Mϕ(K0) then there are no non-zero extensions from D to E either,
as in that case the map δ is injective hence bijective. In particular, if K0 is finite over Qp, and

D and E are pure of different weights, then Exti(D,E) = 0 for all i. The same is true in
case k = F̄p, as in this case the category of finite dimensional ϕ-modules over K0 is semi-
simple (see e.g. [Dem72, §IV.4]).

Proposition 2.48. Let D(K0)
ϕ

be the∞-category of fixed points for the functor ϕ∗ (or equiv-

alently, ϕ∗), that is, the equalizer of the pair of functors id, ϕ∗ : D(K0) → D(K0), computed

in CAlg(Prstω ) and let N : Dϕ(K0) → Dϕ(K0) be the endofunctor D 7→ D(−1). There are

canonical equivalences in CAlg(Prstω ):

Dϕ(K0)
∼
−→ D(K0)

ϕ D(ϕ,N)(K0)
∼
−→ Dϕ(K0)

N
nil
.

Proof. The first equivalence amounts to an equivalence between Db

ϕ(K0) and the equalizer of

the pair of functors id, ϕ∗ : D
b(K0) → Db(K0) computed in monoidal ∞-categories. This

follows easily from Remark 2.46.
By Remark 2.44 we have an essentially commutative square of abelian tensor categories and

lax monoidal functors

M⊠

(ϕ,N) (M∆1

ϕ )⊗

M⊗
ϕ M⊗

ϕ

ev1

N

where N is given by tensoring with the split square-zero extension 1⊕K0(−1), cf. Remark 2.23.
The arguments in [Dre15b] allow us to apply Db to get an essentially commutative square in
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∞-operads:

(2.49)

Db

(ϕ,N)(K0)
⊠ Db(M∆1

ϕ )⊗

Db

ϕ(K0)
⊗ Db

ϕ(K0)
⊗

ev1

N

We observe that the right vertical functor factors through monoidal functors

Db(M∆1

ϕ )⊗ → (Db

ϕ(K0)
∆1

)⊗
ev1−−→ Db

ϕ(K0)
⊗

with the pointwise monoidal structure on the middle term. From this we deduce a lax monoidal

functorDb

(ϕ,N)(K0)
⊠ → (Db

ϕ(K0)
→
×ND

b

ϕ(K0))
⊠ which factors through (Db

ϕ(K0)
N

lax
)⊠. We will

first prove that the induced functor Φ: Db

(ϕ,N)(K0) → D
b

ϕ(K0)
N

lax
on underlying∞-categories

is fully faithful.
For this, let D,E be bounded complexes of (ϕ,N)-modules. By [Bei13, 1.15] (or [DN18,

Lemma 2.5]) together with Remark 2.46, the complex mapDb

(ϕ,N)
(K0)(D,E) is the fiber of

mapDb
ϕ(K0)(D,E)

(NE)∗−(ND)∗

−−−−−−−−→ mapDb
ϕ(K0)(D,E(−1))

which identifies with the mapping complex inDb

ϕ(K0)
N

lax
, see (2.8). We conclude that Ψ is fully

faithful.
It follows from [HTT, Proposition 5.3.5.11] that the functor

Ind(Φ): Ind(Db

(ϕ,N)(K0))→ Ind(Db

ϕ(K0)
N

lax
)

on Ind-objects remains fully faithful. We now claim that the target of this functor is nothing

but Db

ϕ(K0)
N

nil
. Indeed, for any D ∈Mϕ(K0) we observe that for n≫ 0, there are no non-zero

morphisms D → D(n) in Mϕ(K0). Now the claim follows from Remark 2.20.
Finally, by Lemma 2.17, Ind(Φ) is essentially surjective and thus an equivalence. As

Db

(ϕ,N)(K0) is idempotent complete, it follows that Φ is an equivalence too. To show that

Ind(Φ) is monoidal, we may first restrict to compact objects, and then compose with the

conservative monoidal forgetful functor (Db

ϕ(K0)
N

lax
)⊠ → Db

ϕ(K0)
⊗. By construction, this

composite (Db

(ϕ,N)(K0))
⊠ → Db

ϕ(K0)
⊗ is nothing but the left vertical arrow in (2.49) which is

indeed monoidal. This completes the proof. �

2.7. Unipotent coefficient systems. Let q : Gm,S → S be the multiplicative group over a
scheme S. A result of Spitzweck [Spi01, Corollary 15.14] gives a description of the full sub-
∞-category of DAét(Gm,S;Q) generated under colimits by “constant” motives, in terms of
modules over the ring q∗1.

We now reinterpret this result in the more general setting of an arbitrary compactly generated
coefficient system C : Schop

B → CAlg(Prstω ) over some base scheme B (that we leave implicit
most of the time) in the sense of [GP22, Definition 3.1]. This is an ∞-categorical analogue
of a stable homotopy 2-functor in the sense of [Ayo07a] or a motivic triangulated category in
the sense of [CD19], and therefore underlies a six-functor formalism. The reader should feel
free to take C = DAét(−;Q), the étale-local A1-derived∞-category of motivic sheaves with
rational coefficients, as studied in [Ayo07b, Ayo14b]. This is the universal example to which
our discussion in the present section applies (Remark 2.59). Other pertinent examples are ℓ-adic
sheaves, holonomic D-modules (the “de Rham coefficient system”), complex-analytic sheaves
(the “Betti coefficient system”) or mixed Hodge modules. See [GP22, § 3.2] and [Gal21] for
other examples and further discussion.

18



Definition 2.50. Let S be a (B-)scheme. Let Gm = Gm,S be the multiplicative group over S
with structure morphism q : Gm → S. We denote by Cuni(S) the smallest full sub-∞-category
of C(Gm,S) that contains all constant objects q∗M (for M ∈ C(S)) and is closed under colimits.

Cuni(S) is the∞-category of unipotent coefficients over S. For C = DAét(−;Q), we denote
this∞-category by UDA(S).

Remark 2.51. By construction, Cuni(S) is a compactly generated stable sub-∞-category
of C(Gm). As q∗ : C(S) → C(Gm) is monoidal and the tensor product in C(Gm) commutes
with colimits in both variables, it follows that the monoidal structure on C(Gm) restricts
to Cuni(S).

Remark 2.52. In Definition 2.50, we are allowing, instead of “extensions” between constant
coefficients in C(Gm), arbitrary colimits of such. Strictly speaking, the coefficients in Cuni(S)
should therefore be called ind-unipotent. For the sake of consistency with the literature we stick
to the shorter terminology nonetheless.

Proposition 2.53. The functor q∗ : C(S) → Cuni(S) factors through an equivalence of

monoidal∞-categories

(2.54)

Modq∗1(C(S)) Cuni(S)

C(S)

∼

free q∗

Proof. As q∗ preserves compact objects between compactly generated∞-categories, the right
adjoint q∗ preserves filtered colimits hence, by exactness, all colimits. Fix M ∈ C(S) and let
us prove that the canonical projection map

M ⊗ q∗N → q∗(q
∗M ⊗N)

is an equivalence for all N ∈ Cuni(S). Since all functors in sight preserve colimits, we may
assume that N = q∗N ′ for some N ′ ∈ C(S).

Consider the inclusion j : Gm →֒ P1 := P1
S with closed complement i : S ∐ S

0,∞
−−→ P1. We

denote by π : P1 → S the structure map so that q = π ◦ j. By the proper projection formula
(applied to π) we reduce to showing that the canonical map

π∗M ⊗ j∗j
∗π∗N ′ → j∗j

∗(π∗M ⊗ π∗N ′)

is an equivalence. By the localization triangle, this is true if and only if the similar map for the
closed complement is an equivalence:

π∗M ⊗ i!i
!π∗N ′ → i!i

!(π∗M ⊗ π∗N ′)

This follows from the purity isomorphism of [Ayo07a, § 1.6.1 ff].
Finally, by definition of Cuni(S), the functor q∗ : C

uni(S)→ C(S) is conservative. The result
now follows from a monoidal version of Barr–Beck–Lurie [MNN17, Proposition 5.29]. �

Remark 2.55. The equivalence in (2.54) is the composite

Modq∗1(C(S))
q∗

−→ Modq∗q∗1(C
uni(S))→ Cuni(S)

where the second functor is base change along the counit of the adjunction q∗q∗1 → 1. A
quasi-inverse takes an object M ∈ Cuni(S) to q∗M with the module structure induced by the
lax monoidality of q∗ so that the action map is

q∗1⊗ q∗M → q∗(1⊗M) ≃ q∗M.
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Remark 2.56. As a consequence of Proposition 2.53 we see that the construction S 7→ Cuni(S)
underlies another coefficient system Cuni : Schop

B → CAlg(Prstω ). Moreover, the functors
q∗ : C(S)→ Cuni(S) assemble to a morphism of coefficient systems C → Cuni.

We now show that in good cases the algebra q∗1 is in fact a split square-zero extension. This
will allow us to apply the results of sections 2.4 and 2.5.

Notation 2.57. We choose the “universal section” 1: S → Gm. Then the cofiber sequence in
C(S),

q∗1
1̃
−→ 1→ t,

splits where the first arrow 1̃ : q∗q
∗1→ q∗1∗1

∗q∗1 ≃ 1 is the adjunction unit. The cofiber t is
the Tate twist 1(−1) in C(S). Note that 1̃ is a morphism of commutative algebra objects.

Assumption 2.58. We will now assume that the coefficient system C

(1) is Q-linear, that is, it takes values in CAlg(Prstω )ModQ /; and

(2) satisfies étale descent.

Remark 2.59. The coefficient system DAét(−;Q) is the universal example of a coefficient
system satisfying Assumption 2.58. This follows from the universality of stable motivic A1-
homotopy theory [DG22] or can also be proved analogously. The other examples mentioned at
the beginning of section 2.7 also satisfy Assumption 2.58.

Proposition 2.60. Under Assumption 2.58, 1̃ : q∗1 → 1 in C(S) is the split square-zero

extension 1⊕ 1(−1)[−1]. Moreover, q∗1 is the free commutative algebra on 1(−1)[−1].

Proof. Assumption 2.58 buys us that the canonical transposition on t⊗2 is homotopic to the
identity, see for example [Ayo14b, Lemme 11.5]. We conclude by applying the criterion of
Lemma 2.31. �

Proposition 2.32 together with Proposition 2.53 and Proposition 2.60 imply the following.

Corollary 2.61. Under Assumption 2.58 the functor 1∗ : Cuni(S) → C(S) factors through an

equivalence of monoidal∞-categories

Cuni(S) C(S)
−⊗1(−1)
nil

C(S)

∼

1∗ π

Remark 2.62. Recall that to the section-retraction S
1
−→ Gm,S

q
−→ S we may associate an

augmentation (resp. coaugmentation)

1̃ : q∗q
∗1S → q∗1∗1

∗q∗1S = 1S, q̃ : 1S = 1∗q∗q∗1∗1S → 1∗1∗1S.

Writing 1∗ for the right adjoint to 1∗ : Cuni(S) → C(S), we can summarize the equivalences
of∞-categories studied so far (see Proposition 2.32, Proposition 2.38, Corollary 2.61) and the
corresponding adjunctions in the following table. Note that by Remark 2.27 we can identify
the right adjoint functor ρnil with (N = 0)⊠ ρnil1.

Cuni(S) Modq∗q∗1S
C

−⊗1(−1)
nil coMod1∗1∗1S

q∗ ⊣ q∗

1∗ ⊣ 1∗

free ⊣ forget

1̃∗ ⊣ 1̃∗

N = 0 ⊣ fib(N)

π ⊣ ρnil

q̃∗ ⊣ q̃∗

forget ⊣ cofree
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3. DETECTION PRINCIPLES FOR REALIZATION FUNCTORS

In subsequent sections we will be interested in (realization) functors C
−⊗t

nil → D into various
∞-categories D . In particular, we will want to be able to say when two such functors are
equivalent. In the present section we develop two tools to detect such functors in simpler
terms.

3.1. The Kummer object. We continue with the notation of section 2, with C ⊗ ∈ CAlg(Prstω )
and A = 1⊕ t[−1] a split square-zero extension in C .

Construction 3.1. Consider the canonical split inclusion t[−1] →֒ A = fib(N)(1) in C (recall
that fib(N) denotes the right adjoint to the section C → C

−⊗t
nil sending X to (X, 0)). By

adjunction, it induces a map (t[−1], 0) → 1 in C
−⊗t

nil and we define the Kummer object K :=
Kt ∈ C

−⊗t
nil to be the cofiber of this map. Applying π, note that we get a cofiber sequence in C ,

(3.2) t[−1]→ 1→ π(K).

By construction, the first map is the composite in the bifiber sequence t[−1] → A → 1 in C

hence homotopic to 0, so that π(K) ≃ 1⊕ t.

Lemma 3.3. Let K = (π(K), fK) ∈ C
−⊗t

nil be the Kummer object. In Ho(C ) we have π(K) =
1⊕ t, and

fK : 1⊕ t

(
0 idt
0 0

)

−−−−→ t⊕ t⊗2.

Proof. Recall that Map
C

−⊗t
nil

((t[−1], 0), (1, 0)) is the fiber of the zero map

MapC (t[−1], 1)
0
−→ MapC (t[−1], t).

The map (t[−1], 0)→ (1, 0) used in defining the Kummer object in this description is given by
the composite t[−1]→ A→ 1 and a loop in MapC (t[−1], t) based at 0, that is, an element of

π1MapC (t[−1], t) = π0MapC (t, t).

By construction, this is the identity idt.

The functor C
−⊗t

nil → C ∆1
→ Ho(C )∆

1
applied to the cofiber sequence defining the Kummer

object gives rise to a commutative diagram in the homotopy category

1 1⊕ t t

t t⊕ t⊗2 t⊗2

0 fK 0

which shows the vanishing of the three entries in the matrix in the statement. For the remaining

entry note that fK factors through t. As a morphism cofib(t[−1]
0
−→ 1)→ t it is described as an

element in the fiber of

MapC (1, t)
0
−→ MapC (t[−1], t),

namely 0: 1→ t together with the loop idt from before. This completes the proof. �

Remark 3.4. Note that 1 is not a direct factor of K in C
−⊗t

nil unless t ≃ 0, and similarly there is
no natural map from (N = 0)(t) to K as the two compositions t→ t⊕ t2 give different results
(zero in one case, (id, 0) in the other).

More generally, if c, d ∈ C then the map induced by the forgetful functor

π : Map
C

−⊗t
nil

((c, 0), (d, 0))→ MapC (c, d)
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is a split retraction with fiber over 0 the space MapC (c[1], d ⊗ t). As seen in the proof of
Lemma 3.3, the monodromy of the cofiber of a map α : (c, 0)→ (d, 0) with π(α) ≃ 0 extracts
the element c[1]→ d⊗ t in this fiber.

Remark 3.5. We may identify AlgE0
(C ) with the∞-category C1/ consisting of maps 1→ R

in C (objects of C equipped with a unit map but no multiplication that it is the unit for, cf. [HA,
2.1.3.10]). There is an obvious forgetful functor CAlg(C ) = AlgE∞

(C )→ AlgE0
(C ), and we

denote by Free1/(−) its left adjoint: it exists by [HA, Corollary 3.1.3.7].
Recall that the cofiber sequence (3.2) is split. Any retraction π(K) → 1 induces, by adjunc-

tion, a map K → ρnil(1) of E0-algebras thus a map Free1/(K) → ρnil(1) of E∞-algebras in

C
−⊗t

nil .

Proposition 3.6. Assume C is Q-linear and Alt2(t) ≃ 0. The morphism of commutative alge-

bras in C
−⊗t

nil (constructed in Remark 3.7) is an equivalence:

Free1/(K)
∼
−→ ρnil(1)

Proof. As the functor π : C
−⊗t

nil → C is conservative, it suffices to show that the morphism
πFree1/(K) → H is an equivalence in CAlg(C ). By [HA, Remark 3.1.3.8], the domain of
this map identifies canonically with Free1/(π(K)) where we view π(K) ∈ AlgE0

(C ). The
fiber t→ π(K) of the retraction π(K)→ 1 exhibits π(K) as the free E0-algebra generated by t.
(Indeed, the left adjoint to the forgetful functor C1/ → C is given by 1∐−.) It follows that t→
π(K) → Free1/(π(K)) exihibts the latter as the free commutative algebra generated by t. It is
a little exercise to deduce from Lemma 3.3 and the natural transformation of Construction 2.11
that the composite t→ Free1/(π(K))→ H ≃ ⊕n≥0t

⊗n is the canonical inclusion. We conclude
the proof by virtue of Proposition 2.36. �

Remark 3.7. Let us justify the terminology. Let S be a regular scheme, and let UDA(S) ≃

DA(S)
⊗1(−1)
nil be as in Definition 2.50. We can compute the mapping spectrum as follows,

mapUDA(S)(1, 1(n)[m]) ≃ mapDA(S)(1, q∗1(n)[m])

≃ mapDA(S)(1, 1(n)[m])⊕mapDA(S)(1, 1(n− 1)[m− 1]),

induced by the splitting q∗1 ≃ 1 ⊕ 1(−1)[−1] of Notation 2.57. So for n = m = 1 there
is a distinguished element (0, id) in the π0 of the right-hand side, corresponding to a map
e : 1(−1)[−1]→ 1 in UDA(S) inducing a bifiber sequence

1→ K → 1(−1).

Note that the morphism e corresponds to the indeterminate ̟ ∈ O×(Gm). This is the triangle
considered in [Ayo07b, Definition 3.6.22 and Lemme 3.6.28] and called Kummer extension.
Clearly, 1∗K = 1 ⊕ 1(−1) splits in DA(S), but K is a non-trivial extension in UDA(S).
As explained in [Ayo14b, Lemme 11.22], the étale realization of the Kummer motive is the
classical Kummer extension of Z/ℓn(−1) by Z/ℓn.

In [Ayo07a, Définition 3.6.29] (and [Ayo14b, Définition 11.6]), the object Free1/(K) in
UDA(S) (or rather its image in the homotopy category) is called the logarithm Log∨. In this
setting, Propositions 2.36 and 3.6 apply and we may identify the logarithm with ρnil(1).

3.2. Detection via monodromy. One of our main goals in this paper is to show that our ab-
stractly defined Hyodo-Kato cohomology, as an enriched version of the rigid cohomology with
a Frobenius and a monodromy operator, agrees with the classically defined Hyodo-Kato coho-
mology as (ϕ,N)-modules. This is in fact a special instance of a comparison result that holds
in the ℓ-adic and complex analytic setting as well. All of these comparison results will follow
from the first detection principle that we now discuss.
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Notation 3.8. Let F : C → D be a morphism in CAlg(Prst), and denote by u = F (t) the

image of t. Any such functor F induces a monoidal functor F̂ : C
−⊗t

lax → D
−⊗u
lax , restricting to a

monoidal functor F̂ : C
−⊗t

nil → D
−⊗u
nil . Informally, it sends the object (X, f) to (F (X), F (f)).

Assumption 3.9. We will make the following assumptions:

(1) F is a morphism in CAlg(Prstω ).
(2) The right adjoint G to F satisfies the projection formula:

Gd⊗ c
∼
−→ G(d⊗ Fc).

(3) C is Q-linear and Alt2(t) ≃ 0.

Remark 3.10. The projection formula is automatically satisfied in case the compact objects
of C are strongly dualizable: see e.g. [Ayo14c, Lemme 2.8].

Proposition 3.11. Under Assumption 3.9 there is a canonical homotopy equivalence of spaces:

MapCAlg(Prstω )
C⊗/−/D⊗

(C −⊗t
nil ,D−⊗u

nil )
∼
−→ MapD(u, u)

Proof. Let D ′ ⊆ D be the full sub-∞-category generated under colimits by the image of F .
Note that the monoidal structure restricts to D ′ so that (D ′)⊗ ∈ CAlg(Prstω ). If F ′ : C → D ′

denotes the corestriction of F and we prove the statement for F ′ then the original statement
follows from the canonical equivalences

MapCAlg(Prstω )
C⊗/−/(D′)⊗

(C −⊗t
nil , (D ′)

−⊗u
nil ) ≃ MapCAlg(Prstω )

C⊗/−/D⊗
(C −⊗t

nil ,D−⊗u
nil )

MapD ′(u, u) ≃ MapD(u, u)

In other words, from now on we may assume that the image of F generates D under colimits.
Equivalently, its right adjoint G is conservative. Note also that, as F sends compact objects to
compact objects, G also preserves colimits.

Write B = 1 ⊕ u[−1] for the associated split square-zero extension in D . By the projec-
tion formula and the assumptions just made, we deduce that the functor F : C → D , and
hence also the functor B ⊗ F (−) : C → ModB(D), satisfy the conditions (a)-(e) of [HA,
Corollary 4.8.5.21]. This implies that the latter lies in the essential image of the fully faithful
embedding

CAlg(C ) →֒ CAlg(Prstω )C⊗/

induced by R 7→ (C → ModR(C )). In particular, we get a homotopy equivalence of spaces

MapCAlg(C )/G1
(A,G(B))

∼
−→ MapCAlg(Prstω )

C⊗/−/D⊗
(ModA(C ),ModB(D)).

The left-hand side can further be identified with MapCAlg(D)/1
(F (A), B) via the adjunction

F : CAlg(C ) ⇄ CAlg(D) : G, see [HTT, Lemma 5.5.5.12].
We will conclude the proof by showing that the augmentation ideal functor induces a homo-

topy equivalence

MapCAlg(D)/1
(F (A), B)

I
−→
∼

MapD(u[−1], u[−1]).

Indeed, Assumption 3.9 and Lemma 2.31 imply that F (A) ≃ F (Free(t[−1])) ≃ Free(u[−1])
so that the left-hand side identifies with

MapCAlg(D)/1
(Free(u[−1]), 1⊕u[−1]) ≃ MapD(u[−1], I(1⊕u[−1])) ≃ MapD(u[−1], u[−1])

induced by the augmentation ideal functor. �
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Remark 3.12. Let F̃ : C
−⊗t

nil → D
−⊗u
nil be a morphism in CAlg(Prstω )C⊗/−/D⊗ . Let us denote

by fibt : C
−⊗t

nil → C the functor fib(N) of Lemma 2.16, and similarly for fibu. The equivalence

(N = 0) ◦ F ≃ F̃ ◦ (N = 0) induces a map in CAlg(D):

F (A) ≃ F fibt 1→ fibu F̃1 ≃ B

Being a morphism over D⊗ it underlies a morphism uF̃ : F (A) → B in CAlg(D)/1. Un-
winding the constructions in [HA, § 4.8.5] one sees that the homotopy equivalence of Propo-

sition 3.11 associates to F̃ the map I(uF̃ )[1] : u → u under the augmentation ideal functor
(suspended once).

Our goal now is to describe this map more explicitly in terms of the monodromy on the
Kummer object.

Construction 3.13. Let F̃ : C
−⊗t

nil → D
−⊗u
nil be a morphism in CAlg(Prstω )C⊗/−/D⊗ . Recall

the map et : (t[−1], 0) → (1, 0) in C
−⊗t

nil whose cofiber is the Kummer object. As πF̃ (et) ≃

Fπ(et) ≃ 0, we see that F̃ (et) ∈ Map
D

−⊗u
nil

((u[−1], 0), (1, 0)) corresponds to an element in

MapD(u, u), see Remark 3.4. This construction gives rise to a map of sets

(3.14) e : π0MapCAlg(Prstω )
C⊗/−/D⊗

(C −⊗t
nil ,D−⊗u

nil )→ π0MapD(u, u).

Remark 3.15. As observed in Remark 3.4, the map e(F̃ ) : u → u is the only possibly non-

zero entry in the monodromy matrix of the cofiber of F̃ (et). In other words, the monodromy

of F̃ (Kt) has the shape
(

0 e(F̃ )
0 0

)
.

Lemma 3.16. The homotopy equivalence of Proposition 3.11 induces on connected compo-

nents the map e of (3.14).

Proof. Let F̃ : C
−⊗t

nil → D
−⊗u
nil be a morphism in CAlg(Prstω )C⊗/−/D⊗ . We have the following

commutative diagram in Ho(D):

Ft[−1] F fibt(t[−1], 0) fibu F̃ (t[−1], 0)

F fibt 1 fibu F̃1

unit

incl
F fibt(et)

uF̃

fibu F̃ (et)

uF̃

The top horizontal arrow is the inclusion of the direct summand u[−1] →֒ u[−1]⊕ u⊗2[−2] so

that the path “right-then-down” is
(

0
e(F̃ )[−1]

)
: u[−1]→ 1⊕ u[−1]. This shows the claim. �

Corollary 3.17. Under Assumption 3.9, let F̃ : C
−⊗t

nil → D
−⊗u
nil be a morphism in CAlg(Prstω )

and assume:

(i) F̃ is compatible with (N = 0) and π, i.e., there are essentially commutative squares of

monoidal functors

C C
−⊗t

nil C

D D
−⊗u
nil D

F

N=0

F̃

π

F

N=0 π

(ii) The monodromy matrix of F̃ (Kt) in Ho(D) is given by

1⊕ u

(
0 idu
0 0

)

−−−−−→ u⊕ u⊗2.
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Then F̃ ≃ F̂ (of Notation 3.8) as monoidal functors.

Proof. Condition (i) ensures that F̃ lies in MapCAlg(Prstω )
C⊗/−/D⊗

(C −⊗t
nil ,D−⊗u

nil ). Note that

under the equivalence π0MapCAlg(Prstω )
C⊗/−/D⊗

(C −⊗t
nil ,D−⊗u

nil ) ≃ π0 MapD(u, u) of Proposi-

tion 3.11 both functors correspond to the element idu, by Lemma 3.16. �

Remark 3.18. Another possible extension of F is defined by the following composition: (N =
0) ◦ F ◦ π. In other words, the functor which “kills the monodromy datum”. Note that it does
not satisfy condition (ii) above.

Remark 3.19. It is possible to give a more “hands-on” proof of the previous result, which is

closer to the argument of [Ayo14b, Théorème 11.17]: in order to verify that F̃ (f) = F (f), it is
enough to check this on co-free objects. To see this, note that one can recover the monodromy
f of X as the first row of the monodromy of (X, f) ⊠ (H, proj). We can thus replace (X, f)
by (X, f)⊠ (H, proj) and then further reduce to the case (X, 0) ⊠ (H, proj), since the latter is
equivalent to the former in the∞-category C

−⊗t
nil by Remark 2.27. In particular, it is enough

to identify the two functors on (H, proj) itself, and hence, in view of Proposition 3.6, on the
Kummer object.

3.3. Detection through hearts of weight structures. In this section we recall how certain
questions about an ∞-category can be reduced to questions about a sub-∞-category if the
latter ‘is large enough’ and has some self-orthogonality properties. This employs Bondarko’s
theory of weight structures, as recast in the∞-categorical setting by Sosnilo. However, here
we will need to know very little of that theory and we refer to [Bon10, Sos19, Sos22, Aok20]
for a more thorough development.

In this section, C will be of a different nature than before: We let C be an idempotent
complete stable∞-category. A full sub-∞-category H ⊆ C is called negative if the mapping
spectrum mapC (X, Y ) is connective for all X, Y ∈ H.

Definition 3.20. Let C be an idempotent complete stable∞-category. We say that a full sub-
∞-categoryH ⊆ C is the heart of a bounded weight structure if

(1) it is negative,
(2) additive7 and idempotent complete, and
(3) generates C under finite limits and colimits.

If C ⊗ is a stable monoidal structure8 on C we say thatH is the heart of a bounded compatible

weight structure if moreover it contains the tensor unit and is closed under tensor products.

Remark 3.21. If H is the heart of a bounded compatible weight structure, the monoidal struc-
ture on C restricts to a monoidal structure onH that commutes with finite (co)products in both
variables (see [HA, Proposition 2.2.1.1, Remark 2.2.1.2]).

Remark 3.22. As the name suggests, in the situation of Definition 3.20 there is then a bounded
weight structure on C whose heart coincides withH. See [Sos22, Definition 3.1.1] and [Bon10,
Theorem 4.3.2(II.2)]. We will not need this in the sequel.

We also note that the conditions 1–3 can be checked on the homotopy category. That is, a
full sub-∞-categoryH ⊆ C is the heart of a bounded weight structure if and only if:

(1) Homh(C )(X, Y [n]) = 0 for all X, Y ∈ H and n > 0,
(2) h(H) is an additive idempotent complete category, and
(3) the smallest triangulated subcategory of h(C ) that contains h(H) is h(C) itself.

7This means: H has finite coproducts and products and its homotopy category is additive.
8This means that the tensor product commutes with finite (co)limits in both variables
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Remark 3.23. LetH be the heart of a bounded weight structure on C , and let D be a stable pre-
sentable∞-category. Every exact functor C → D restricts to an additive functorH → D , that
is, a functor which preserves finite products (or, equivalently, finite coproducts). The canonical
restriction functor Fun(C ,D)→ Fun(H,D) induces an equivalence on the corresponding full
sub-∞-categories:

(3.24) Funex(C ,D)
∼
−→ Funadd(H,D)

This is essentially contained in [Sos19, Proposition 3.3]. We now give a monoidal analog
(whose proof can also be adapted to establish the non-monoidal equivalence (3.24)).

Notation 3.25. Let C ⊗ be a stable monoidal ∞-category, let D⊗ be a stable presentably
monoidal ∞-category, and H⊗ an additive monoidal ∞-category. (So, in the second case
the tensor product preserves small colimits in both variables, and in the third case it preserves
finite coproducts.) We denote by

Fun⊗
ex(C ,D), Fun⊗

add(H,D)

the full sub-∞-categories of Fun⊗(C ,D) and Fun⊗(H,D) respectively (as in [HA, Defini-
tion 2.1.3.7]), spanned by those monoidal functors whose underlying functors are exact and
additive, respectively.

Proposition 3.26. Let C ⊗ be a small idempotent complete stable monoidal∞-category, and

H ⊆ C the heart of a bounded compatible weight structure. Then for every stable presentably

monoidal∞-category D , the restriction functor

Fun⊗
ex(C ,D)→ Fun⊗

add(H,D)

is an equivalence.

Proof. By [Aok20, Lemma 4.2], the ∞-category Funadd(H, Sp) admits a monoidal structure
such that the ‘additive’ Yoneda embedding again induces an equivalence

IndC
⊗ ∼
−→ Funadd(H

op, Sp)⊗.

We then consider the monoidal analogue of the square in the previous proof.

Fun⊗
L (IndC ,D) Fun⊗

L (Funadd(H
op, Sp),D)

Fun⊗
ex(C ,D) Fun⊗

add(H,D)

We just argued that the top horizontal arrow is an equivalence, and the left vertical arrow is an
equivalence by the last statement in [HA, Corollary 4.8.1.14]. It remains to prove that the right
vertical arrow is an equivalence.

That functor is induced by precomposition with the ‘additive’ Yoneda embedding and stabi-
lization [Aok20, Corollary 2.9]

H⊗ → Funadd(H
op, Sp≥0)

⊗ → Sp(Funadd(H
op, Sp≥0))

⊗ (≃ Funadd(H
op, Sp)⊗).

Restriction along the second functor induces an equivalence

Fun⊗
L (Sp(Funadd(H

op, Sp≥0)),D)
∼
−→ Fun⊗

L (Funadd(H
op, Sp≥0),D),

as follows from [GGN15, Proposition 5.4.(iv)]. As observed in [Aok20, Remark 2.5],
Funadd(H

op, Sp≥0) can be identified with the cocompletion PK ′

K (H) of [HA, Proposi-
tion 4.8.1.10] for K the collection of finite discrete simplicial sets and for K ′ the collection
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of all small simplicial sets. Part (4) of loc. cit. says that restriction induces an equivalence of
∞-categories

Funlax
L (PK ′

K (H),D)
∼
−→ Funlax

add(H,D)

between lax monoidal functors whose underlying functors preserve small colimits (resp. finite
coproducts). Since H⊗ → (PK ′

K )⊗ is monoidal, this functor restricts to a fully faithful embed-
ding

(3.27) Fun⊗
L (P

K ′

K (H),D) →֒ Fun⊗
add(H,D).

Now, if f⊗ : H⊗ → D⊗ is monoidal and the underlying functor f additive then the induced

monoidal functor PK ′

(H)⊗ → D⊗ factors through the localization PK ′

(H)→PK ′

K (H) and
we conclude that (3.27) is an equivalence. This completes the proof. �

Example 3.28. The following are examples of hearts of weight structures that we will use.

(1) Let k be a field. We let C = DA(k)ω be the compact motives over k (see section 4.1
for our conventions), and Hk the full sub-∞-category of Chow motives. That is, the
idempotent completion of the additive sub-∞-category generated by objects of the
form M(X){i} with i ∈ Z, {i} := (i)[2i], and X/k smooth and proper. By [Bon10,
Proposition 6.5.3], this is the heart of a bounded weight structure.9 Since M(X){i} ⊗
M(Y ){j} ≃ M(X × Y ){i + j}, it is clear that it is compatible with the monoidal
structure.

(2) If H̃ is a full sub-∞-category of compact objects in a stable presentable∞-category C

such that H̃ generates C under shifts and colimits. Then H̃ generates Cω under shifts,

finite colimits and retracts. If H̃ is also negative, then the idempotent completion of
its additive envelope is the heart H of a bounded weight structure on Cω. See [BS18,
Corollary 2.1.2].

(3) If H is the heart of a bounded compatible weight structure on C ⊗ then Ho(H) is the
heart of a bounded compatible weight structure onKb(Ho(H))⊗ (its bounded homotopy
category) and the canonical functorH → Ho(H) induces a conservative monoidal func-
tor w : C ⊗ → Kb(Ho(H))⊗, called the weight-complex, see [Aok20, Corollary 4.5].

Corollary 3.29. Let H be the heart of a bounded compatible weight structure on C ⊗ and let

F : C ⊗ → D⊗ be a monoidal exact functor to a stable presentably monoidal∞-category. If

πn mapD(FX, FY ) = 0 for any X, Y inH and any n > 0, then F factors as follows:

C
⊗ w
−→ Kb(Ho(H))⊗

F̃
−→ D

⊗.

Proof. In light of Proposition 3.26, we may as well prove that the restriction of F toH admits
a factorization H⊗ → Ho(H)⊗ → D⊗ (see Example 3.28(3)). Let D ′ ⊆ D be the full
sub-∞-category spanned by the essential image of F . Since F is monoidal, the monoidal
structure on D restricts to one on D ′ [HA, Proposition 2.2.1.1, Remark 2.2.1.2]. It will then
suffice to show that the corestricted functor F ′ : H⊗ → (D ′)⊗ factors through Ho(H)⊗. By
our assumption (and [HA, Remark 2.1.3.8]), the canonical functor (D ′)⊗ → Ho(D ′)⊗ is an
equivalence of monoidal ∞-categories. We are reduced to show that the monoidal functor
H⊗ → Ho(D ′)⊗ = Ho(D ′⊗) factors through Ho(H)⊗ = Ho(H⊗). This is clear by the nerve-
homotopy category adjunction. �

We now give an example of the situation above which is akin to the situation considered in
[Bon10, Remark 2.4.3(1)]

9In loc. cit. this is shown if k is a perfect field. However, the base change to the perfection is an equivalence

(see Remark 4.7) so that the result remains true for general fields k.
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Example 3.30. LetA be an abelian category of cohomological dimension≤ 1 and let {Ai}i∈Z

be abelian subcategories of A closed under subquotients such that, for any Xi ∈ Ai and Xj ∈
Aj one has Hom(Xi, Xj) = 0 if i 6= j and Ext1(Xi, Xj) = 0 if j > i + 1. We say that
C ∈ Db(A) is pure if Hi(C) ∈ Ai for every i. Note that in this case

πn mapD(A)(C,C
′) = HomD(A)(C,C

′[−n])

=
⊕

i,j

HomD(A)(Hi C[i],Hj C
′[j − n])

=
⊕

i,j

Extj−i−n(Hi C,Hj C
′) = 0

whenever C,C ′ are pure and n > 0. In particular, we deduce that ifH is the heart of a bounded
compatible weight structure on C ⊗ and F : C ⊗ → Db(A)⊗ is monoidal, exact and such that
F (X) is pure for any X ∈ H then F factors through Kb(Ho(H))⊗.

Remark 3.31. Here we provide a reinterpretation of a result of Bondarko [Bon10, Theo-
rem 2.3.2]. Let H be an ordinary additive category and denote by Chb(H ) and Kb(H )
its ordinary category of (bounded) chain complexes and its homotopy ∞-category as before.

Given an object C ∈ Chb(H ) we may filter it by its stupid truncations from the left, that is,
C(i) = τ≤iC, thus obtaining a filtered chain complex C(•) ∈ Fun(Z,Kb(H ))

· · ·C(i− 1)→ C(i)→ C(i+ 1)→ · · ·

Given an exact functor F : Kb(H ) → D between stable ∞-categories assume that D is
equipped with a t-structure whose heart is the abelian category A. The spectral sequence asso-
ciated with a filtered object (see [HA, § 1.2.2]) produces a convergent spectral sequence in A
with signature

E1
p,q = Hq(F (Cp)) ⇒ Hp+q(F (C)).

The functor Chb(H ) → SSeq≥1 to (the ordinary category of) spectral sequences starting at

page 1 descends to a functor Kb(H )→ SSeq≥2 [Bon10, Theorem 2.3.2.IV].
We will be particularly interested when H = Ho(H) is the homotopy category of the heart

of a weight structure and C the weight complex of an object under consideration. If D = Db(A)
and F (X) is pure for everyX ∈ H (as in Example 3.30) then this spectral sequence degenerates
at page E2 and the associated graded objects grωi Hn F (C) lie inAi, i.e., this canonical filtration
is the “weight filtration” of the homology groups.

4. ANALYTIC MOTIVES AND THEIR REALIZATIONS

We now apply the results of the previous sections to the specific case of (rigid analytic)
motives over a non-archimedean field K. In this section, we assume the following.

Notation 4.1. Let K be a complete non-archimedean field with a perfect residue field which
satisfies one of the following conditions:

(1) K is a discretely valued field.
(2) K is the completion of an algebraic closure of a discretely valued field.

We denote as usual by k its residue field and by OK the valuation ring. We say that an element
̟ ∈ K is a pseudo-uniformizer if it is topologically nilpotent and not zero.10

10For K as above,OK is a complete height-1 valuation ring, so this amounts to ̟ being a non-zero element of

the maximal ideal of OK . In particular, we have OK [1/̟] = K .
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4.1. Rigid motives as motives with monodromy. We can now prove Theorem 1.3 of the
introduction.

Definition 4.2. We will consider the following∞-categories of motivic sheaves.

(1) Let S be a scheme. We write DA(S) = DAét(S;Q)
⊗ for the ∞-category of étale

motives over S, with rational coefficients as defined in [Ayo14b, Section 3] by
putting Λ = Q. It is constructed from the full sub-∞-category DAeff

ét (S;Q) of
Shvét(Sm /S;D(Q)) spanned by those objects which are local with respect to the
collection of maps Q(A1

Y )→ Q(Y ), by formally inverting the tensor product operation
with the Tate twist 1(1).

(2) Let S be a rigid analytic space of finite Krull dimension, in the sense of [FK18, Defini-
tion II.2.2.18]. We write RigDA(S) = RigDAét(S;Q)

⊗ for the∞-category of (hyper-
complete) rigid analytic motives over S with respect to the étale topology, as defined
in [AGV22, Definition 2.1.15]. Its construction is analogous to (1), by replacing Sm /S
with RigSm /S, and the affine line A1 by the closed unit disk B1.

These are stable, compactly generated monoidal∞-categories, underlying a six-functor for-
malism, see [Ayo07a, Ayo07b, AGV22]. If Y is a scheme or a rigid analytic space which is
smooth over S, we sometimes write MS(Y ) (or M(Y ) for brevity) to denote its image under
the Yoneda functor in the corresponding motivic∞-category.

Remark 4.3. In the setting of (2), we will mostly be interested in the case where S =
Spf(OK)

rig, for K and OK as in Notation 4.1. We will simply write RigDA(K) for
RigDA(Spf(OK)

rig). Note that in this case by [AGV22, Lemma 2.4.18] the non-hypercomplete
version of the construction of RigDA agrees with the one considered above, and the reader can
simply ignore the difference between the two.

Definition 4.4. We let RigDAgr(K) be the full stable sub-∞-category of RigDA(K) closed

under colimits spanned by M(Xrig), where X runs through smooth formal schemes over OK .
We call it the∞-category of motives “of good reduction” or “unipotent” motives.

Remark 4.5. As observed in [BKV22, Proposition 3.2] or [Ayo15, Proof of Theorem 2.5.34],
the∞-category RigDAgr(K) contains much more than simply motives of (analytifications of)
varieties having a smooth formal model over OK . In fact, every formal scheme f : X → OK

with f a pluri-nodal fibration in the sense of [Ber99, Definition 1.1] satisfies M(Xrig) ∈
RigDAgr(K). We remark that semistable formal schemes are pluri-nodal. The same is true
for polystable formal schemes in the sense of [Ber99, Definition 1.2].

Remark 4.6. In case K is algebraically closed, then RigDAgr(K) = RigDA(K) (see
[AGV22, Theorem 3.7.21]). This implies that, in the general case, for any compact motive M
in RigDA(K) there exists a finite field extension L/K for which ML “becomes unipotent” in

the sense that it lies in RigDAgr(L). This follows from the following formula in CAlg(PrLω):

RigDA(C) ≃ lim
−→

L⊆C,[L:K]<∞

RigDA(L)

where C is the complete algebraic closure of K, as proved in [Vez19b, §5], see also [AGV22,
Theorem 2.4.2].

Remark 4.7. As remarked in [BKV22, Proposition 3.23] the∞-category of unipotent rigid ana-
lytic motives is insensitive to totally ramified extensions and the tilting equivalence of [Vez19a].
Similarly, by semi-separatedness, we note that DA(k) ≃ DA(kperf) for any field k [Ayo14b,
Théorème 1.2] so that the hypothesis on k of Notation 4.1 doesn’t impose any restriction.
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Construction 4.8. Let j : Spec(K)→ Spec(OK) be the open immersion, and let ι : Spec(k)→
Spec(OK) be the complementary closed immersion. We denote by

χalg : DA(K)→ DA(k)

the functor ι∗j∗. We can also define a functor

χ : RigDA(K)→ DA(k)

as the right adjoint to the monoidal generic fiber functor, or “Monsky-Washnitzer” functor:

ξ : DA(k) ≃ FDA(OK)
(−)rig

−−−→ RigDA(K),

where the first equivalence is [Ayo15, Corollaire 1.4.29], and (−)rig is the functor induced by
sending an OK-formal scheme X to its associated rigid space (see [AGV22, Notation 3.8.14]).
Recall now that there is a monoidal analytification functor

An∗ : DA(K)→ RigDA(K),

see [AGV22, Proposition 2.2.13], and a natural transformation ρK : χalg → χ ◦ An∗. In view
of [AGV22, Corollary 3.8.18 and Theorem 3.8.19], this natural transformation is invertible,
and we will identify χAn∗ and χalg as functors DA(K) → DA(k). In particular, χ1 ≃ χalg1

as objects in CAlg(DA(k)).

We collect some important properties of RigDAgr(K) proved in [AGV22] (see [Ayo15] for
the equi-characteristic zero analogue) in the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.9. Let K be as in Notation 4.1.

(1) The generic fiber functor ξ refines to an equivalence of monoidal∞-categories

ξ̃ : Modχ1(DA(k))
≃
−→ RigDAgr(K)

(2) The choice of a pseudo-uniformizer ̟ ∈ OK identifies χ1 ∈ CAlg(DA(k)) with the

split square-zero extension χ1 ≃ 1⊕ 1(−1)[−1] = M
coh(Gm).

Proof. The first statement is a special case of [AGV22, Theorem 3.3.3(1)]. The second state-
ment follows immediately from [AGV22, Corollary 3.8.32(1)]. �

The following definition is inspired by the category of (ϕ,N)-modules considered in Sec-
tion 2.6.

Definition 4.10. We denote by DAN(k) the ∞-category DA(k)
−⊗1(−1)
nil (see Definition 2.14).

Informally, its objects are given by pairs (M,NM ) with M an object of DA(k) and NM a map
(the monodromy) NM : M →M(−1) which is ind-nilpotent.

We note that on compact objects the condition on ind-nilpotency is automatically fullfilled.

Proposition 4.11. The∞-category DAN(k) is equivalent to Ind
(
(DA(k)ω)

−⊗1(−1)
lax

)
. In par-

ticular, if M is compact in DA(k), any map N : M →M(−1) is nilpotent.

Proof. We let M = Mk(X) be the motive of a proper smooth variety over k. As these mo-
tives are in the heart Hk of a bounded weight structure on DA(k) and since, if t⊗n ⊗ M =
(M(−n)[−2n])[2n] is a shift of an object in Hk, we deduce that Hom(M, t⊗n ⊗ M) = 0
whenever n > 0. We then conclude using the criterion of Remark 2.20. �

Corollary 4.12. Let K be as in Notation 4.1. A choice of a pseudo-uniformizer ̟ ∈ OK

determines an equivalence of monoidal∞-categories RigDAgr(K) ≃ DAN(k).

Proof. Use Proposition 2.32 and Proposition 4.9. �
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Definition 4.13. We denote the equivalence RigDAgr(K) ≃ DAN (k) by M 7→ (ΨM,NΨM).

In particular, we denote the composite RigDAgr(K) ≃ DAN (k)
π
−→ DA(k) by Ψ.

Remark 4.14. If we denote by DAgr(K) the full sub-∞-category of DA(K) given by the
inverse image of RigDAgr(K) along the analytification functor An∗ then the composite

DAgr(K)
An∗
−−→ RigDAgr(K)

Ψ
−→ DA(k)

can be shown to coincide with the functor Ψ̟ = Υ̟ of (unipotent) motivic nearby cycles (in
equi-characteristic 0 this is proved in [Ayo15, Scholie 1.3.26]).

Remark 4.15. If the residue field k is contained in F̄p then there is a canonical augmen-

tation ε : χ1 → 1 inducing a canonical equivalence RigDAgr(K) ≃ DA(k)Tnil where T
is now the functor ⊗ fib(ε)[1]. Indeed, such augmentations form a torsor under the group
HomDA(k)(1, 1(1)[1]) ∼= k∗ ⊗Z Q (see e.g. [MVW06, Corollary 4.2] or [Ayo14b, Corollaire
11.4]) which is trivial.

Remark 4.16. Replacing ̟ with another pseudo-uniformizer of the form λ̟q with q ∈ Q>0

and λ ∈ O∗
K induces the automorphism of 1 ⊕ 1(−1)[−1] given by the matrix

(
1 λ⊗1
0 q

)
un-

der the equivalence Hom(1(−1)[−1], 1) ∼= k∗ ⊗Z Q. This can be deduced from its construc-
tion [AGV22, Corollary 3.8.32]: an exponentiation map T 7→ T n on Gm,k induces the auto-
morphism ( 1 0

0 n ) on M(Gm) = 1 ⊕ 1(1)[1] (see the proof of Proposition 4.19 below) and the
multiplication by λ extends to an automorphism of A1. In particular, if k ⊆ F̄p, in which case
k∗ ⊗ Q = 0, then the isomorphism χ1 ∼= 1⊕ 1(−1)[−1] in Ho(DA(k)) actually depends only
on the valuation |̟| and two different choices would lead to a multiplication of the monodromy
operator by a rational constant. Whenever K is of mixed characteristic (0, p), one can consider
the “canonical” choice ̟ = p.

Remark 4.17. As observed in [Ayo14b, Lemme 11.5], one has Alt2(1(−1)) = 0 in Ho(DA(k))
and moreover compact objects in DA(k) are strongly dualizable (see e.g. [Rio05]). In partic-
ular, in light of Remark 3.10, Assumption 3.9 holds in case C = DA(k) and t ≃ 1(−1). We
can then use freely the results of Section 3 in what follows.

Remark 4.18. Fixing an equivalence RigDAgr(K) ≃ DAN(k) we may extend the table of
Remark 2.62 as follows, where L og∨ is as in Remark 3.7.

RigDAgr(K) DAN(k)

ξ ⊣ χ

Ψ ⊣ ξ ⊗L og∨

(N = 0) ⊣ fib(N)

π ⊣ ρnil

4.2. The Kummer motive and the Tate curve. We now show that under the equivalence
RigDAgr(K) ≃ DAN (k) of Corollary 4.12, the Kummer motive (see Construction 3.1) appears

as the H1-component of a Tate curve. This will be important to deduce information on the
monodromy of an arbitrary rigid analytic motive from the monodromy of the Tate curve.

Proposition 4.19. Fix an identification RigDAgr(K) ≃ DAN(k) induced by a pseudo-

uniformizer ̟ and let K be the Kummer motive in RigDAgr(K). Let T̟ be the Tate curve

Gan
m,K/(̟

Z). The motive MK(T̟) ∈ RigDAgr(K) admits a decomposition

MK(T̟) ≃ 1⊕K(1)[1]⊕ 1(1)[2].
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Proof. The proof will be divided into three steps.

Step 1: We first reduce to the equi-characteristic case. In light of Remark 4.7 we may and do as-
sume that K is perfectoid and that it has all the p-th roots of ̟ which assemble to an element ̟♭

in K♭ ∼= lim
←−x 7→xp

K. Under the equivalence RigDAgr(K) ≃ DAN(k) ≃ RigDAgr(K
♭) the mo-

tive of Gan
m,K corresponds to the motive of Gan

m,K♭ and the multiplication by ̟ corresponds to

the multiplication by ̟♭ (see [Vez19a, Propositions 7.5 and 7.6]). In particular, we are reduced
to proving the statement for K♭ which is an extension of k((̟♭)). We may then prove the state-
ment for K = k((T )) and ̟ = T .

Step 2: We now compute a model of MK(TK) in the homotopy category of algebraic motives
DA(k[T±1]). In this category, the multiplication by T on M(Gm) can be factored as follows:

M(Gm) = M(Gm)⊗ 1
id⊗T
−−−→ M(Gm)⊗M(Gm)

µ
−→ M(Gm)

where µ is the multiplication map. Using the decomposition M(Gm) = 1⊕ 1(1)[1] induced by
the rational point 1 ∈ Gm, giving rise to a decomposition M(Gm) ⊗ M(Gm) ∼= 1 ⊕ 1(1)[1] ⊕
1(1)[1]⊕ 1(2)[2] the map above is represented by the matrix (for the matrix of µ, see [Ayo14b,
Proposition 2.6])

(
id 0 0 0
0 id id 0

)



id 0
T 0
0 id
0 T


 =

(
id 0
T id

)

where here we let T represent the morphism 1→ 1(1)[1] induced by T under the isomorphism
Hom(1, 1(1)[1]) ∼= k[T±1]∗ ⊗Z Q. We now let M(Gm)hZ be the colimit of the diagram BZ→
DA(k[T±1]) induced by the automorphism T of M(Gm). Note that, since BZ = S1 = ∆1/∂∆1,
it coincides with the coequalizer of id and the multiplication by T on M(Gm). As such, it fits
in an exact triangle in the homotopy category,

1⊕ 1(1)[1]
( 0 0
T 0 )−−−−→ 1⊕ 1(1)[1]→ M(Gm)hZ →,

giving rise to an isomorphism M(Gm)hZ
∼= 1⊕ 1(1)[2]⊕K(1)[1] with K the extension

1→ K → 1(−1)→

induced by T . Note that this object is the Kummer object of UDA(k), see Remark 3.7.

Step 3: We now conclude the proof. Let α be the map Spec k((T )) → Spec k[T±1]. We note
that An∗ α∗(M(Gm)hZ) in RigDA(k((T ))) is M(Gan

m )hZ which, by étale descent, coincides with
the motive of TT = Gan

m /TZ. From the previous step we then deduce an equivalence M(TT ) ≃
1⊕1(1)[2]⊕An∗ α∗K. Note that An∗ α∗ induces an equivalence UDA(k) ≃ RigDAgr(k((T )))
which is compatible with the equivalence RigDAgr(k((T ))) ≃ DAN(k) fixed in the statement.
This shows that K is sent to the Kummer object via An∗ α∗, as wanted. �

Remark 4.20. Note that every Tate curve is an elliptic curve with nodal reduction. In fact,
every elliptic curve E over K that satisfies |j(E)| > 1 is isomorphic after a finite extension to
a Tate curve, and (Tate’s theorem) an elliptic curve is isomorphic to a Tate curve if and only if
it has (split) multiplicative reduction (see e.g. [Sil94, Theorem 5.8]).

Remark 4.21. Let C be the completion of the algebraic closure of k((T )). Recall from [BKV22,
Proposition 2.34] that the ∞-category RigDA(C) is a localization of the ∞-category of log
motives log DA(k0), where k0 denotes the field k with canonical log structure. From a log
perspective, the motive of the Tate curve corresponds to the log motive of its reduction over
the log point k0. Since the Tate curve over an algebraically closed field has nodal reduction, its
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normalization is P1. Under a suitable cdh descent property, the log motive of the reduction of
the Tate curve should be a Tate motive built out of P1 minus three points.

4.3. The weight structure on rigid motives. We now find the heart of a bounded compatible
weight structure on RigDAgr(K) (see Section 3.3) expanding some arguments of [BKV22,

Appendix]. We recall that we denote byHk ⊂ DA(k) the∞-category of Chow motives over k,
which is the heart of a bounded compatible weight structure on DA(k) (see Example 3.28(1)).

Proposition 4.22. Let HK ⊂ RigDAgr(K) be the full sub-∞-category spanned by the image

ofHk under the functor ξ.

(1) HK is the heart of a bounded compatible weight structure on RigDAgr(K)ω.

(2) The functors Ψ and ξ define quasi-inverse monoidal equivalences Ho(Hk) ≃ Ho(HK)

Proof. The image of ξ clearly generates RigDAgr(K) under colimits, andHk generates DA(k)
under shifts and colimits. This proves that HK generates RigDA(K) under shifts and colimits.
As ξ is monoidal, HK is also closed under tensor products, and contains the unit 1. Observe
that for every M,N ∈ DA(k),

mapRigDA(K)(ξM, ξN) ≃ mapDA(k)(M,χξN)

≃ mapDA(k)(M,N)⊕mapDA(k)(M,N(−1)[−1]).

and the functors ξ resp. Ψ induce the canonical inclusion resp. the projection to the direct
summand mapDA(k)(M,N) as they are induced by the unit 1 → 1 ⊕ 1(−1)[−1] resp. the

augmentation 1⊕ 1(−1)[−1]→ 1.
If we apply this to M,N in Hk, and use that N(−1)[−1] = (N(−1)[−2])[1] we see that

in this case both summands are connective spectra so that HK is negative. As the second
spectrum is even 1-connective, we deduce (2). Note that this implies that HK is (additive and)
idempotent-complete, thus proving (1) by means of Example 3.28(2) �

4.4. Motivic (ϕ,N)-modules. In this section, we assume that k has positive characteristic p,
i.e., we assume Notation 2.40. We continue to denote by ϕ : K0 → K0 an arithmetic Frobenius
with reduction ϕ : k → k. We will show that there is a canonical enrichment RigDAgr(K) →
DA(ϕ,N)(k) where the target is the∞-category of motivic (ϕ,N)-modules (that we will intro-
duce below) similar to Section 2.6.

Definition 4.23. Let D be a monoidal stable compactly generated∞-category equipped with a

monoidal auto-equivalence ϕ : D
∼
−→ D . We denote by Dϕ the equalizer of id and ϕ computed

in CAlg(PrLω). Thus its compact objects are given by pairs (M, f) with M a compact object

of D and f : M
∼
−→ ϕM .

Remark 4.24. The generic fiber functor ξ : DA(k) → RigDA(K0) is compatible with
Frobenius and therefore induces a monoidal functor ξϕ : DA(k)ϕ → RigDA(K0)

ϕ
where

we let DA(k)ϕ be DA(k)ϕ
∗

(or, equivalently, DA(k)ϕ∗) and similarly for RigDA(K0)
ϕ

.
Since χ : RigDA(K0) → DA(k) is also compatible with Frobenius, it also induces a func-
tor χϕ : RigDA(K0)

ϕ → DA(k)ϕ which is easily seen to be right adjoint to ξϕ. Thus a
factorization of ξϕ through the monoidal functor

ξ̃ϕ : Modχϕ1(DA(k)
ϕ)→ RigDA(K0)

ϕ

that sends a χϕ1-module M to ξϕ(M) ⊗ξϕχϕ1 1. Moreover, this clearly lands inside the full
sub-∞-category RigDAgr(K0)

ϕ
.

The following is the algebraic analogue of [LBV21, § 2.3] and [BKV22, Remark 2.32].
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Remark 4.25. We use the terminology of [Sta14, Tag 0CC6]. The relative Frobenius defines
a natural transformation X → ϕ∗X on (smooth) k-schemes which induces a natural transfor-
mation id → ϕ∗ of endofunctors of DA(k). Since all Frobenius maps are universal home-
omorphisms of schemes, this natural transformation is an equivalence, see [CD16, Proposi-
tion 6.3.16]. In particular, there is a monoidal functor F : DA(k)→ DA(k)ϕ.

We now show that the canonical relative Frobenius functor F induces a “canonical relative
Frobenius” for unipotent rigid-analytic motives.

Lemma 4.26. There is a canonical equivalence χϕ1 ≃ F (χ1) in CAlg(DA(k)ϕ).

Proof. We start by identifying the two underlying objects in DA(k)ϕ. The left-hand side is
given by χ1 = χϕ∗1 ≃ ϕ∗χ1. The right-hand side, on the other hand, is given by the relative
Frobenius on the object χ1. Choosing a uniformizer determines an equivalence χ1 ≃ M

coh(Gm)
and under this equivalence the former ϕ-structure is given by M

coh(Gm) = q∗ϕ∗1 ≃ ϕ∗q∗1. By
duality we need to identify two paths M(Gm) → ϕ∗

M(Gm). One is given by the relative
Frobenius on Gm. And the other one is given by M(Gm) = q♯ϕ

∗1 ≃ ϕ∗q♯1. The naturality of
the relative Frobenius provides a homotopy between the two paths.

Now, note that F (χ1) is the free commutative algebra on F (1(−1)[−1]) using the same
identification χ1 ≃ M

coh(Gm) as before. By adjunction, the identification above gives a map of
commutative algebras F (χ1) → χϕ1. We may check it is an equivalence after forgetting the
algebra structure (and even the ϕ-structure if we like) in which case we recover the equivalence
produced in the first paragraph. �

Proposition 4.27. The functor ξ̃ϕ induces an equivalence

ModF (χ1)(DA(k)
ϕ) ≃ Modχϕ1(DA(k)

ϕ)
∼
−→ RigDAgr(K0)

ϕ.

In particular, there is a canonical functor

RigDAgr(K0)→ RigDAgr(K0)
ϕ.

Proof. The first equivalence follows from Lemma 4.26. For the second, we need to prove that
the right adjoint χϕ satisfies the hypotheses of the Barr–Beck–Lurie theorem [MNN17, Propo-
sition 5.29]. It suffices to do this after the application of the conservative, colimit-preserving
functor DA(k)ϕ → DA(k). At this point, the result follows from the monadic properties of
the functor χ : RigDAgr(K0) → DA(k) [AGV22, Theorem 3.3.3 (1)], recalled in Proposi-

tion 4.9. Note that the (monoidal) functor F : DA(k) → DA(k)ϕ induces a monoidal functor
Modχ1(DA(k))→ ModF (χ1)(DA(k)

ϕ) hence the last claim. �

Definition 4.28. In light of Proposition 4.27 and Corollary 4.12, after a choice of a pseudo-
uniformizer ̟, we may unambiguously denote RigDAgr(K0)

ϕ
as DA(ϕ,N)(k), i.e., as “motivic

(ϕ,N)-modules”. Informally, its compact objects are given by commutative squares of compact
objects in DA(k):

M ϕ∗M

M(−1) ϕ∗M(−1)

∼
α

N ϕ∗N

∼

α(−1)

The choice of ̟ determines a functor in CAlg(PrLω):

RigDAgr(K) ≃ RigDAgr(K0)→ RigDAgr(K0)
ϕ ≃ DA(ϕ,N)(k).
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Informally, it sends M to the square

ΨM ϕ∗ΨM

ΨM(−1) ϕ∗ΨM(−1)

∼
α

N ϕ∗N

∼
α

where α is now induced by the relative Frobenius map.

4.5. Extending realization functors. Corollary 4.12 gives a way to define (co)homology theo-
ries “on the generic fiber” starting from any (co)homology theory “on the special fibers” which
will be equipped with a monodromy operator. We now explain how, and give some examples.
For the definition of D

−⊗u
nil and the functors π, (N = 0) we refer to Section 2.2.

Corollary 4.29. Let F : DA(k) → D be a colimit-preserving monoidal functor between

monoidal stable presentable∞-categories. Let u = F (1(−1)) ∈ D . The choice of a pseudo-

uniformizer ̟ ∈ OK gives rise to a monoidal extension

F̂ : RigDAgr(K)→ D
−⊗u
nil

endowed with equivalences F̂ ◦ ξ ≃ (N = 0) ◦ F and π ◦ F̂ ≃ F ◦Ψ. Informally, it sends the

motive M to (F (ΨM), F (NΨM)). �

Proof. As in Notation 3.8, the functor F induces a monoidal functor F̂ : DAN(k) → D
−⊗u
nil .

We conclude by Corollary 4.12. �

Remark 4.30. Note that, since colimits are reflected by π, the functor F̂ is in CAlg(PrL).

Similarly, since π reflects compact objects, if F is a functor in CAlg(PrLω) then so is F̂ .

Example 4.31. Let ω : DA(k)ω → K
b(Ho(Hk)) be the (monoidal) weight complex functor.

We deduce that there is a monoidal functor ω̂ : RigDAgr(K)ω → K
b(Ho(Hk))

(−1)

lax with (−1)
being the functor C 7→ (C{−1})[2] (i.e. C(−1)n = Cn−2(−1)[−2]). Note that the underlying
complex π ◦ ω̂ ≃ ω ◦ Ψ coincides with the weight complex functor of RigDAgr(K)ω (since
Ψ induces an equivalence on the weight complexes, see Proposition 4.22). In other words,
the weight complex ωX of a motive X in RigDAgr(K)ω is canonically equipped with a mon-

odromy operator ωX → ωX(−1), levelwise given by maps ωnX → (ωn−2X)(−1)[−2].

Example 4.32. We keep the notation of Example 4.31. Suppose that F as in Corollary 4.29
factors over the weight complex functor (on compact objects) as

DA(k)ω
ω
−→ Kb(Ho(Hk))

F̃
−→ D

(for example, under the hypotheses of Example 3.30). We deduce that the functor F̂ (on com-
pact objects) factors as

RigDAgr(K)ω
ω̂
−→ Kb(Ho(Hk))

(−1)

lax

F̃
−→ D

−⊗u
lax .

We now place ourselves in the setting of Example 3.30 and Remark 3.31. Note that in this
case the monodromy operator N defines a map between the two weight spectral sequences for
any X in RigDAgr(K):

E1
pq = Hp(FωqX)⇒ Hp+q(F̂X), E1

pq = Hp(Fωq(X(−1)))⇒ Hp+q(F̂X(−1))

given by
Hp(FωqX)→ Hp(Fωq(X(−1))) ∼= Hp+2(F (ωq−2X))(−1)).

As such, it induces a map between the induced graded pieces for the weight filtration

grωi Hn F̂ (X)→ grωi+2Hn F̂ (X)(−1).
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Corollary 4.33. Fix the hypotheses of Corollary 4.29. Assume moreover the following:

(1) k is a perfect field of characteristic p > 0.

(2) D is compactly generated and F preserves compact objects.

(3) D is equipped with a monoidal auto-equivalence ϕ : D
∼
−→ D .

(4) F is ϕ-equivariant, i.e., there is an invertible transformationF ◦ϕ∗ ≃ ϕ◦F of monoidal

functors.

Then there exists a monoidal extension (depending on the choice of a pseudo-uniformizer ̟ ∈
OK)

F̂ : RigDAgr(K)→ (Dϕ)−⊗u
nil

where u = F
(
1(−1)

∼
−→ ϕ∗1(−1)

)
≃
(
F1(−1)

∼
−→ ϕ(F1(−1))

)
. Informally, it sends the

motive M to (F (ΨM), F (αM), F (NΨM)) (see Definition 4.28).

Proof. The functor F ϕ : DA(k)ϕ → Dϕ induces a functor F̂ ϕ : DA(ϕ,N)(k) → (Dϕ)−⊗u
nil as

in Notation 3.8. We can then pre-compose with the functor RigDAgr(K) → DA(ϕ,N)(k) of
Definition 4.28. �

Corollary 4.34. Let RΓ: RigDAgr(K)ω → D be a monoidal exact functor to a stable pre-

sentable monoidal∞-category. If πn mapD(RΓξX,RΓξY ) = 0 for any X, Y in Hk and any

n > 0, then RΓ ≃ π ◦ R̂Γ ◦ ξ as monoidal functors.

Proof. By construction, the right-hand side is equivalent to RΓ ◦ ξ ◦ Ψ, so that it is enough
to show RΓ ≃ RΓ ◦ ξ ◦ Ψ. In light of Corollary 3.29 this follows from the fact that ξ and Ψ
induce an equivalence Ho(Hk) ≃ Ho(HK) (see Proposition 4.22) and hence an equivalence
Kb(Ho(Hk)) ≃ K

b(Ho(HK)). �

Remark 4.35. The equivalence of Corollary 4.34 can be suggestively restated by the formula
RΓ(X) ≃ RΓ(ΨX) for every (unipotent) rigid analyitic motive X over K. This is in accor-
dance with the formulas given for the three cohomology theories considered in the introduction
(see for example [Ill94, Mok93]).

4.6. A “new” Hyodo–Kato realization. Let K be as in Notation 4.1, and assume more-
over that the residue field k has characteristic p > 0 (and is still perfect). As in Sec-
tion 2.6 we denote by Dϕ(K0) [resp. D(ϕ,N)(K0)] the Ind-completion of the bounded derived
∞-category of ̟-modules [resp. of (ϕ,N)-modules]. Recall the overconvergent de Rham
realization dR: RigDA(K0)→ QCoh(SpaK0)

op from [LBV21, Corollary 4.39].

Definition 4.36. Assume charK = 0. We let RΓ†
dR,K : RigDA(K)ω → D(K) be the covariant

realization defined on compact objects by pre-composing dR with the canonical duality M 7→
M∨.11 We still denote by RΓ†

dR its monoidal, compact-preserving, colimit-preserving extension

to RigDA(K) ≃ Ind(RigDA(K)ω) Informally, RΓ†
dR(lim−→

Mi) = lim
−→

dR(M∨
i ).

Remark 4.37. Since there is a canonical enhancement RigDAgr(K0) → RigDAgr(K0)
ϕ

we

note that the restriction of the cohomology theory RΓ†
dR,K0

to RigDAgr(K0) can be enhanced

into a functor RigDAgr(K)→ D(K0)
ϕ ≃ Dϕ(K0) by Proposition 2.48.

Definition 4.38. Let K0 be the discretely valued non-archimedean field W (k)[1/p]. We let
RΓrig be the composite

RΓrig : DA(k)
ξ
−→ RigDA(K0)

RΓ†
dR,K0−−−−−→ D(K0)

11Here, we use that every compact object in RigDA(K) is dualizable, as follows from [Ayo19, Proposi-

tion 2.31] and [Rio05].
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and R̂Γrig be the functor

R̂Γrig : RigDAgr(K)→ Dϕ(K0)
N
nil
≃ D(ϕ,N)(K0)

induced by a pseudo-uniformizer ̟ ∈ W (k), as in Corollary 4.33 (see Proposition 2.48).

Remark 4.39. As observed in Remark 4.16, a change in the choice of the pseudo-uniformizer̟
has the effect of multiplying the monodromy by a rational constant. For example, if ̟ is a

uniformizer of a finite extension K of Qp, then R̂Γ̟
rig(X) and R̂Γp

rig(X) agree as ϕ-modules,
but the monodromy operator on the latter is given by the monodromy operator on the former
divided by the absolute ramification index eK . Choosing p is coherent with the classical
normalization of the monodromy to make it compatible with the base-change. See [NN16,
Section 3A, p. 1722].

The cohomology R̂Γrig is our “new” Hyodo–Kato cohomology for rigid analytic vari-
eties. Technically, the cohomology theory RΓrig constructed above is the so-called Monsky–
Washnitzer cohomology, based on the choice of a local weak-formal lift for a scheme over k.
It is well-known to compare to rigid cohomology (see also [Bes00], [Vez18]) as we recall here
below, thus justifying our notation.

Proposition 4.40. Suppose that k is a perfect field of characteristic p > 0.

(1) The functor π ◦ R̂Γrig ◦ ξ : DA(k) → Dϕ(K0) computes rigid cohomology, equipped

with its canonical ϕ-structure.

(2) If k ⊂ F̄p, then for any M ∈ Hk the ϕ-module RiΓrig(M) is pure of weight i.

Proof. The fact that rigid cohomology can be computed in terms of Monsky-Washnitzer co-
homology is well-known, see e.g. [FvdP04, Theorem 7.7.2], [Ber97, Proposition 1.10]. The
ϕ-structure is induced by the absolute Frobenius on the special fiber, see e.g. [vdP86, § 2.4].

The second statement is a consequence of the Weil conjectures for crystalline cohomology,
proved by Katz-Messing [KM74], following Deligne [Del74]. �

Remark 4.41. As remarked in [BKV22, Corollary 3.35], by Galois descent, we may extend

R̂Γ̟
rig to a realization functor (in CAlg(PrLω)) for arbitrary rigid analytic motives:

R̂Γ̟
rig : RigDA(K)→ D(ϕ,N,Γ)(W (k̄)[1/p])

where the target is the derived∞-category of (ϕ,N,Γ)-modules in the sense of Fontaine (see
e.g. [Fon94b, §4.2]) with Γ = Gal(K̄/K).

As anticipated in the introduction, the comparison with de Rham cohomology (the “Hyodo–
Kato isomorphism”) follows formally from our definition and the weight structure on
RigDAgr(K).

Theorem 4.42. Assume that k ⊂ F̄p. There is a canonical identification of functors from

RigDAgr(K0) to Dϕ(K0)

π ◦ R̂Γrig ≃ RΓ†
dR,K0

.

Proof. It is enough to verify that the assumptions of Corollary 4.34 are satisfied. We note

that for any M in Hk we have RiΓ†
dR(ξM) ∼= Hi

rig(M) which is pure of weight i by Proposi-
tion 4.40. Note that ϕ-modules form an abelian category of cohomological dimension at most 1,
and that there are no maps nor extensions between pure ϕ-modules of different weights (see Re-
mark 2.46). As pointed out in Example 3.30 we can then apply Corollary 4.34 to conclude. �
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Corollary 4.43. Assume that k ⊂ F̄p. There is a canonical identification of functors from

RigDAgr(K) to D(K):

R̂Γrig⊗̂K0K ≃ RΓ†
dR,K .

Proof. Since the base change induces an equivalence RigDA(K0)
gr ≃ RigDA(K)gr and the

overconvergent de Rham realization is compatible with base change, we may and do suppose
that K = K0, and the result follows from Theorem 4.42. �

Remark 4.44. Note that in the proof of Theorem 4.42, we even proved that the functor π◦R̂Γrig

factors through the weight complex functor and that ϕ-modules fit into the setting of Exam-

ple 3.30. In particular, the cohomology groups Ĥn
rig(X) = H−n(R̂Γrig(M(X)∨)) can be com-

puted via a canonical, convergent, weight spectral sequence, degenerating at page E2, giving
rise to the weight filtration. The monodromy operator acts on the weight complex, and hence on
this spectral sequence, so that the monodromy operator restricts to a map between the graded

pieces gri Ĥn(X)→ gri−2 Ĥn(X)(−1). See (the cohomological version of) Example 4.32.

We now show that our R̂Γrig computes the “classical” Hyodo–Kato cohomology.

Definition 4.45. If charK = 0 we denote by RΓp
HK : RigDAgr(K)→ D(ϕ,N)(K0) the motivic

Hyodo–Kato realization functor RΓHK of [BKV22, Proposition 3.30]. If charK = p we de-
note by RΓ̟

HK : RigDAgr(K) → D(ϕ,N)(K0) the motivic Hyodo–Kato realization functor of
[BKV22, Corollary 3.32(2)].

The realizations above are defined using the classical definition of Hyodo–Kato, i.e., based
on a log-de Rham complex of some appropriate lifts of the log-smooth special fiber of a variety
with semi-stable reduction.

Corollary 4.46. Fix a pseudo-uniformizer ̟ of K. If charK = 0 we put ̟ = p. There is an

equivalence R̂Γ̟
rig ≃ RΓ̟

HK as monoidal functors RigDAgr(K)→ D(ϕ,N)(K0).

Proof. We want to apply Corollary 3.17. By the compatibility of both realization functors
with unramified base extensions and the tilting equivalence, we may and do assume that K
is in mixed characteristic and K = K0 with ̟ = p. Under these assumptions, we can use
the Hyodo–Kato isomorphism (see e.g. [CN19, Formula 5.16], [DN18, Lemma 2.21], [EY19,
Definition 4.3]) which yields an equivalence of monoidal functors. We then know that the
underlying ϕ-module of RΓHK coincides with the ϕ-module underlying the overconvergent

de Rham cohomology, i.e., there is an equivalence of monoidal functors π ◦ RΓHK ≃ RΓ†
dR.

On the other hand, we proved in Theorem 4.42 that RΓ†
dR ≃ (π ◦ R̂Γrig) = RΓrig ◦ Ψ. This

gives an equivalence π ◦RΓHK ≃ RΓrig ◦Ψ.
By construction, one also has RΓHK ◦ ξ ≃ (N = 0) ◦ RΓrig (see [BKV22, Definition 3.3]

using [EY19, Definition 3.17 and Remark 3.19]).

We are left to show that the monodromy operators on RΓHK(K) and R̂Γrig(K) agree.
In light of Proposition 4.19 this amounts to computing the monodromy on the ϕ-module
H1

HK(G
an
m /pZ) ∼= K0(−1)⊕K0. This is well-known to be represented by the matrix ( 0 1

0 0 ), see

e.g. [LS95, Section 9]. This agrees with the realization of the Kummer motive via R̂Γrig using
Lemma 3.3. �

Remark 4.47. In the category of (ϕ,N)-modules, there are only two extensions of 1 and 1(−1)
up to rescaling of the monodromy operator: the trivial one (with trivial monodromy) and the one
given by the monodromy matrix ( 0 1

0 0 ). By Corollary 3.17, in order to prove the corollary up to
a rescaling factor, it then suffices to show that the underlying ϕ-modules of the two realization
functors agree, and that the monodromy of the Hyodo–Kato realization of the Kummer motive
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is not zero. In light of Proposition 3.11 this second condition amounts to showing that the
monodromy of the Hyodo–Kato realization is not always zero, which is obvious.

We point out that our alternative definition of RΓHK gives a direct proof of the compatibil-
ity of the Hyodo–Kato cohomology with the tilting equivalence, which is one of the crucial
ingredients of the proof of the p-adic weight monodromy conjecture for complete intersections
[BKV22, Corollary 3.13].

Corollary 4.48. The composition

RigDA(C♭
p) ≃ RigDA(Cp)

RΓHK−−−→ D(ϕ,N)(Q̆p)

coincides with RΓp♭

HK.

Proof. This is clear as they both agree with R̂Γrig on DA(ϕ,N)(k) by Corollary 4.46. �

4.7. Hodge and ℓ-adic realizations. Our framework is well-suited to define and recover more
classical realizations. We briefly sketch their construction here.

Remark 4.49. (The ℓ-adic case) Let ℓ be a prime number invertible in k and let

RΓℓ : DA(k)→ Dproét(k,Qℓ)

be the homological étale ℓ-adic realization functor (see [Ayo14b, §9]). Using Corollary 4.29
we can define a canonical extension

R̂Γℓ : RigDAgr(K)→ Dproét(k,Qℓ)
N
nil
.

A compact object of the target is informally given by an equivariant map V → V (−1) of con-
tinuous Gal(k)-representations on a finite dimensional (complex of) Qℓ-vector spaces, where
the twist (1) is given by the ℓ-adic cyclotomic character. Using the same techniques as in
Section 4.6 one can prove the following:

(1) An equivalence of (Gal(k), N)-representations RΓℓ(X) ≃ RΓℓ(ΨX) where on the left
we consider the ℓ-adic realization of (unipotent) rigid analytic varieties (see [BV21,
§3.1]). Note that the action of N corresponds to the logarithm of the (unipotent) action
of a generator of the pro-cyclic group I/P , where I is the inertia group and P is its pro-
p-Sylow subgroup. In particular, the motivic monodromy coincides with the classical
monodromy operator of Galois representations. This recovers the compatibility result
of Ayoub [Ayo14b, Théorème 11.17] for S = SpecOK .

(2) A factorization of RΓℓ : DA(k) → Dproét(k,Qℓ) through K(Ho(Hk)) giving rise to a

factorization of R̂Γℓ through K(Ho(Hk))
N
lax. This induces a canonical weight spectral

sequence converging to Hn(X,Qℓ), for any X in RigDAgr(K). The induced filtration is

the weight filtration, and the monodromy operator restricts to a map gri → gri+2(−1).

If k is a finite field, we can simply consider the (étale) realization induced by base change
along k̄/k and RΓℓ:

RΓℓ : DA(k)→ D(Qℓ)

taking values in Qℓ-modules, and extend it directly to

R̂Γℓ : RigDAgr(K)→ D(ϕ,N)(Qℓ)

where on the right we consider the derived∞-category of (ϕ,N)-modules over Qℓ. In this case
we recover the Weil–Deligne representation attached to the étale cohomology of rigid analytic
varieties (of polystable reduction).
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Remark 4.50. (The Hodge case) Suppose that K = C((T )). We may consider the Hodge
realization

RΓHodge : DA(C)→ IndDb(MHSp
Q)

taking values in the Ind-derived ∞-category of rational polarizable mixed Hodge structures
(see e.g. [Lev98, Theorem V.2.3.10], [Dre17, Theorem 1.2]), the latter being a semi-simple
abelian category (see [PS08, Corollary I.2.12]). Following the convention in Hodge theory, we
say that a polarizable mixed Hodge structure (F •VC, VQ) is pure of weight n if V p,q

C = 0 for

p+ q 6= n, where V p,q
C = F pVC ∩ F qVC.

By construction, the Tate object 1(1) ∈ DA(C) is sent by RΓHodge to the object QHodge(1),
given by a pair (F •VC, VQ), where VQ = (2πi)Q, VC = C ⊗Q VQ

∼= C and the filtration is
0 = F 0 ⊂ F−1 = VC. This corresponds to the classical Tate (pure) Hodge structure of
weight −2, rank 1 and grading (−1,−1). Note that the realization of any motive in HC gives
rise to a pure Hodge structure, and that the family, for varying i, of pure polarizable rational
Hodge structures of weight i are orthogonal in the sense of Example 3.30.

If we let

R̂ΓHodge : RigDAgr(C((T )))→ IndDb(MHSp
Q)

N

lax

be the induced extension, where now N is the twist by QHodge(−1), we then deduce that the
image lies in the sub-∞-category generated by pure Hodge structures under colimits and shifts,
and that moreover:

(1) One has the formula R̂ΓHodge(X) ≃ RΓHodge(ΨX).

(2) RΓHodge factors overK(Ho(HC)). Therefore R̂ΓHodge factors overK(Ho(HC))
N
lax. This

gives rise to a canonical weight spectral sequence converging to Hn R̂ΓHodge(X), for
any X in RigDAgr(C((T ))). The induced filtration is the weight filtration, and the mon-

odromy operator restricts to a map gri → gri+2(−1).

This allows us to call R̂ΓHodge the limit-Hodge realization following Steenbrink. Note that the
weight-monodromy conjecture (proved by Saito) implies that Nk : grd−k → grd+k(−k) is an
equivalence, whenever X is the motive of the analytification of a smooth and projective variety
over C(T ).

Remark 4.51. The monodromy operator N acting on the singular cohomology V = H∗(Xt,Q)
of a smooth generic fiber Xt of a semi-stable degeneration X → ∆ of complex Kähler mani-
folds is classically used to define a mixed Hodge structure (the limit Hodge structure) on the
graded vector space V [Mor84, Section 2], which is then only a posteriori compared with the
mixed Hodge structure on the cohomology of the nearby cycle. From our perspective, it is more
natural to look at the monodromy as an extra operator that acts directly on the motivic nearby
cycle, and thus on its realization.

4.8. The Clemens–Schmid diagram. We now define a motivic Clemens-Schmid diagram that
induces by any (appropriate) realization the two Clemens-Schmid chain complexes. Specializ-
ing to the case of the Hyodo-Kato realization, this provides a proof of a conjecture of Flach–
Morin [FM18, Conjecture 7.15].

Proposition 4.52. Denote by j : SpecK → SpecOK the natural open immersion and by

ι : Spec k → SpecOK its closed complementary.

(1) Let M be an object of DA(K) such that An∗M lies in RigDAgr(K). There is a functo-

rial fiber sequence in DA(k):

χalgM → ΨAn∗M
N
−→ ΨAn∗M(−1)
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(2) Let M be an object of DA(OK) such that An∗ j∗M lies in RigDAgr(K). There are two

functorial fiber sequences of in DA(k):

χalgj∗M → ΨAn∗ j∗M
N
−→ ΨAn∗ j∗M(−1)

ι!M → ι∗M →χalgj∗M.

Proof. Part (1) follows directly from Remark 4.18, since the functor χ is identified with the
functor that computes the fiber of the monodromy. The first fiber sequence in (2) is a special
case of that. And for the second, it is enough to apply ι∗ to the localization fiber sequence:

ι∗(ι∗ι
!M → M → j∗j

∗M) = ι!M → ι∗M → χalgj∗M �

Remark 4.53. Following Saito’s depiction [Sai88, Remarque 5.2.2], we may concatenate the
two fiber sequences in (2) using their common vertex χalgj∗M as the “lower half” of a octa-
hedron (on the right) which induces automatically the “upper half” of the octahedron (on the
left) here below, where solid arrows are part of fiber sequences and D denotes the fiber of the
induced map ι∗ → ΨAn∗ j∗:

ι∗ ι! ι∗ ι!

D χalgj∗

ΨAn∗ j∗[−1] ΨAn∗ j∗(−1)[−1] ΨAn∗ j∗[−1] ΨAn∗ j∗(−1)[−1]

+1 +1

+1

+1

N

+1

N

+1

Remark 4.54. Vertical maps have also a geometric interpretation: the canonical open inclusion
(X ∧)η ⊆ X

An
K for any smooth scheme X over OK induces a natural transformation ξι∗ →

An∗ j∗ (see [Vez22, Remark 4.5]) and hence a natural transformation ι∗ ≃ Ψξι∗ → ΨAn j∗.

Remark 4.55. Note that the diagrams above are “self-dual” in the following sense. For any
a : S → OK of finite type and any M in DA(S) we let DS(M) be the motive Hom(M, a!1).
We remind the reader that, by absolute purity, the functor Dk agrees with Hom(−, 1)(−1)[−2]
while DK agrees with Hom(−, 1) (since j! = j∗). Moreover, we have canonical identifications

Dk(ι
!M) = ι∗D(M) and Dk(ι

∗M) = ι!D(M).12

Assume now that M ∈ DA(OK) is such that j∗M is compact (hence dualizable) and
An∗ j∗M lies in RigDAgr(K). One has then An∗ j∗D(M) ∼= Hom(An∗ j∗M, 1). This proves
that An∗ j∗D(M) also lies in RigDAgr(K). In this situation, we have canonical identifications

Hom(−, 1)
(
ΨAn∗ j∗M

N
−→ ΨAn∗ j∗M(−1)

)
∼=
(
ΨAn∗ j∗D(M)

N
−→ ΨAn∗ j∗D(M)(−1)

)
(1)

and

Hom(−, 1)
(
ι!M −→ ι∗M

)
∼=
(
ι!D(M) −→ ι∗D(M)

)
(1)[2]

In particular, the square diagrams of Remark 4.53 applied to D(M) agree with the duals of the
diagrams applied to M , up to (−1)[−2].

Remark 4.56. Let RΓ: DA(k) → D be a functor in CAlg(Prst) and assume D is endowed

with a t-structure. Let R̂Γ: RigDAgr(K) → DN
nil be the induced extension. We denote by H∗

resp. Ĥ∗ the homology objects H∗RΓ resp. H∗ πR̂Γ ∼= H∗RΓΨ (where π is the functor that
“forgets monodromy”, see Construction 2.5). Let also M be in DA(OK) such that An∗ j∗M
is in RigDAgr(K). By intertwining the long exact sequences in homology of the diagrams in

12More generally, D “exchanges” ∗’s with !’s and vice-versa, see [Ayo07a, Théorème 2.3.75].
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Remark 4.53, we deduce the existence of two canonical chain complexes (there is a drop by
two in the indices, giving rise to two parallel complexes):

· · ·→ H∗(ι
∗M)→ Ĥ∗(An

∗ j∗M)
N
−→ Ĥ∗(An

∗ j∗M)(−1)→ H∗−2(ι
!M)→ H∗−2(ι

∗M)→· · ·

We now want to give a cohomological version of Clemens-Schmid complexes, under the
semi-stable reduction hypothesis, which is the case typically considered in the literature. To
this aim, we recall that for any map of schemes p : X → S which is locally of finite type there
are induced adjunctions (see e.g. [Ayo07a, Ayo14a])

p∗ : DA(S)→ DA(X) : p∗ p! : DA(X)→ DA(S) : p!

The object Mcoh
S (X) := p∗1 = p∗p

∗1 is the so-called “co-homological” motive of X over
S whereas the object MS(X) := p!p

!1 is the so-called “homological” motive of X over S.
The same can be said for a map of rigid analytic spaces, see [AGV22]. From now on, we
abbreviate {i} := (i)[2i].

Remark 4.57. Let M = M
coh
OK

(X ) be the cohomological motive of a flat, projective regular
scheme p : X → OK of relative dimension d with a smooth generic fiber, for which An∗ j∗M
lies in RigDAgr(K) (e.g. if K is algebraically closed, or if X has polystable reduction). In this

case, by absolute purity (see e.g. [DFJK21, Theorem A(II)]), we know that p!1 ∼= 1{d} which
implies that

ι!M = ι!p∗p
∗1 ∼= p∗ι

!p!1{−d} ∼= p!p
!ι!1{−d} = p!p

!1{−d− 1} ∼= Mk(Xk){−d− 1}.

The outer square of the diagrams in Remark 4.53 is then formed by the maps

Mk(Xk){−d−1} → M
coh
k (Xk)→ ΨM

coh
K (XAn

K )
N
−→ ΨM

coh
K (XAn

K )(−1)→ Mk(Xk){−d−1}[2].

Note that the motives MK(XK), MK(X
An
K ) and Mk(Xk) are compact and hence strongly duali-

zable (see e.g. [Rio05], [Ayo19, Proposition 2.31]).

Corollary 4.58. Let RΓ: DA(k) → D be a functor in CAlg(Prst) and assume that D

is endowed with a t-structure compatible with tensor products and with heart A. Let

R̂Γ: RigDAgr(K) → DN
nil be the induced extension. Let X be a flat, proper, regular scheme

of essential relative dimension d over OK which is generically smooth and has polystable

reduction over k (e.g. it has semi-stable reduction). There are two canonical chain complexes

in A (for even and for odd indices):

· · · → H∗(Xk)→ Ĥ∗(XAn
K )

N
−→ Ĥ∗(XAn

K )(−1)→ H2d−∗(Xk)(−d− 1)→ H∗+2(Xk)→ · · ·

where we let H∗(M) resp. Ĥ∗(M) be the objects H∗RΓ(M) resp. H∗ πR̂Γ(M) ∼= H∗RΓ(ΨM)

and we let H−∗(M) resp. Ĥ−∗(M) be their duals.

Proof. As M
coh
k (Xk) = (M(Xk))

∨ and M
coh
K (XAn

K ) = (M(XAn
K ))∨ we have Hn(M

coh
k (Xk)) =

H−n(Xk), Ĥn(M
coh
K (XAn

K )) = Ĥ−n(XAn
K ) and Ĥn(M

coh
K (XAn

K )(−1)) = Ĥ−n(XAn
K )(−1). We

may then apply Remark 4.56 to the motive M = M
coh
OK

(X ) using Remark 4.57. �

Remark 4.59. The case of the motives M(X ) with semi-stable reduction considered in
Corollary 4.58 is particularly relevant: such motives, together with the ones of the form
M = M

coh
OK

(X ) with X being a proper regular scheme concentraded over the special fiber

Spec k ⊂ SpecOK , generate the heart of a compatible bounded weight structure on DA(OK)
(see [Ayo07a, Proposition 2.2.27(2)] and [Bon14, Héb11]).
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Remark 4.60. In the Hodge, ℓ-adic or p-adic case, it is known that the Clemens-Schmid
complexes associated to X as in Remark 4.57 are exact whenever the corresponding weight-
monodromy conjecture holds for XK . In particular, they are always exact in the equi-
characteristic case, in case XK has dimension ≤ 2 or is a smooth complete intersection in
a smooth projective toric variety.

Example 4.61. Let us explicitly describe the maps induced on the weight complexes by the
Clemens-Schmid octahedron of Remark 4.53. Let X be as in Corollary 4.58 and denote by
{Di}i∈I the set of (proper, smooth) irreducible components of the special fiber Xk. For any
J ⊆ I we let DJ be the proper, smooth variety

⋂
j∈J Dj . By h-descent, the weight complex of

M(Xk) is given by

M(DI)→
⊕

|J |=|I|−1

M(DJ)→ · · · →
⊕

i 6=j

M(Dij)→
⊕

i

M(Di)

where the right-most term is in degree 0 and with differentials given by the alternating sums
of maps induced by inclusion. We deduce that the weight complex of Mcoh(Xk) is given by its
dual, that is,

⊕

i

M(Di)
∨ →

⊕

i 6=j

M(Dij)
∨ → · · · →

⊕

|J |=|I|−1

M(DJ)
∨ → M(DI)

∨

which by purity can be expressed as

⊕

i

M(Di){−d} →
⊕

i 6=j

M(Dij){−d+ 1} → · · · →
⊕

|J |=|I|−1

M(DJ){−1} → M(DI)

where the left-most term is in degree 0 and the differentials are alternating sums of Gysin maps.
The map Mk(Xk) = ι!Mcoh(X ){d+ 1} → ι∗Mcoh(X ){d+ 1} = M

coh
k (Xk){d + 1} is given

on weight complexes by (we omit M(−) and 0’s for brevity)

DI
// · · · //

⊕
i 6=j Dij

//
⊕

Di

��⊕
Di{1} //

⊕
i 6=j Dij{2} // · · · // DI{d+ 1}

where the vertical map is induced by
⊕

Di → X →
⊕

Dj{1} (cfr. [DDØ22, Theorem 4.2.1]).
The cone of this map (which is simply the concatenation of the two complexes) computes the
weight complex of χalgj∗Mcoh(X ){d+ 1} = χalg

M(XK){1}.

Example 4.62. We point out that it is also possible to use rigid analytic varieties to give an
explicit description of the objects in the lower part of the diagrams in Remark 4.57 for M =
M

coh
OK

(X ) as in Corollary 4.58. We use the same notation as in Example 4.61.

We can use the specialization map sp : |XAn
K | → |Xk| to define open subsets of the domain

given by (sp−1(DJ))
◦ =]DJ [. This yields a presentation M(XAn

K ) = colimM(]DJ [). To fix our
ideas let us assume there are only two irreducible components D1, D2. We have M(]Di[) ∼=
M(]Di \D12[) (see [AIS17, Theorem 5.1]) which is the motive of good reduction ξM(Di \D12)
with weight complex (Di → D12{1} ) in degrees 0 and −1. Note that, by considering an
admissible formal blow up centered in D12 we can find another model X ′ for XAn

K lying above
X , whose special fiber has as irreducible components D1, D2 and P1

D12
, for which M(]D12[) =

M(]P1
D12

[) ∼= M(]Gm,D12 [). Its weight complex is (D12
0
−→ D12{1} ). We deduce that the weight

43



complex of M(XAn
K ) (which is the same as the one of ΨM(XAn

K )) is

Tot




D12
//

��

D1 ⊕D2

��

D12{1} // (D12{1})
⊕2


 ≃

(
D12 → D1 ⊕D2 → D12{1}

)

in degrees [−1, 1]. A similar description can be given using h-descent and the formulas for Ψ
given in [AIS17, Theorem 6.1].

In the general case (with more than two irreducible components), we expect similar simpli-
fications to hold giving an analogous description of the weight complex C• of M(XAn

K ) akin to
the one given by Bloch–Gillet–Soulé [BGS97]. That is, C• should coincide with the total com-
plex of the bi-complex (Xr,s = X(r−s+d){s}, ∂′, ∂′′)r,s where X(a) =

⊕
|J |=−a+d+1DJ (it is of

dimension a) and where the differentials Xr,s → Xr+1,s, Xr,s → Xr,s+1 are alternating sums
of inclusion/Gysin maps. Note that the (bi-)complex is self-dual, up to applying {d} which is
compatible with the formula M(XK)

∨ ≃ M(XK){−d} (see [AGV22, Scholium]). This would
be the motivic analog to the formulas for Ψ given by Steenbrink, Rapoport–Zink and Mokrane.

The monodromy operator is induced by the canonical map on the weight complex

N : C• → C•(−1) = C•{−1}[2] = C•−2{−1}

given by the identity map on each component X(r){s} appearing on both sides (and 0 else-
where). One can check directly that the cone of N agrees with the weight complex of χM(XK)
computed above (up to twist and shift).
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14 (2020), no. 7, 1747–1790.

[Bar22] Shaul Barkan, Explicit Square Zero Obstruction Theory, preprint, arXiv:2211.07034 [math.AT], 2022.

[BCN21] Lukas Brantner, Ricardo Campos, and Joost Nuiten, PD Operads and Explicit Partition Lie Algebras,

preprint, arXiv:2104.03870 [math.AG], 2021.

[Bea18] Jonathan Beardsley, On bialgebras, comodules, descent data and Thom spectra in ∞-categories,

preprint, arXiv:1810.00734 [math.AT], 2018.

[Bei13] A. Beilinson, On the crystalline period map, Camb. J. Math. 1 (2013), no. 1, 1–51.
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46

https://kerodon.net


[NS18] Thomas Nikolaus and Peter Scholze, On topological cyclic homology, Acta Math. 221 (2018), no. 2,

203–409.

[PS08] Chris A. M. Peters and Joseph H. M. Steenbrink, Mixed Hodge structures, Ergebnisse der Mathematik

und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics [Results in Mathematics

and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics], vol. 52, Springer-Verlag,

Berlin, 2008.

[Ras18] Sam Raskin, On the Dundas-Goodwillie-McCarthy theorem, preprint, arXiv:1807.06709 [math.AT],

2018.
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theory, Progr. Math., vol. 235, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2005, pp. 283–302.

[Sta14] The Stacks Project Authors, Stacks Project, http://stacks.math.columbia.edu, 2014.

[Ste76] Joseph Steenbrink, Limits of Hodge structures, Invent. Math. 31 (1975/76), no. 3, 229–257.

[SW20] Peter Scholze and Jared Weinstein, Berkeley Lectures on p-adic Geometry, Annals of Mathematics

Studies, vol. 207, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2020.

[vdP86] Marius van der Put, The cohomology of Monsky and Washnitzer, no. 23, 1986, Introductions aux

cohomologies p-adiques (Luminy, 1984), pp. 4, 33–59.

[Vez18] Alberto Vezzani, The Monsky-Washnitzer and the overconvergent realizations, Int. Math. Res. Not.

IMRN (2018), no. 11, 3443–3489.

[Vez19a] Alberto Vezzani, A motivic version of the theorem of Fontaine and Wintenberger, Compos. Math. 155

(2019), no. 1, 38–88.

[Vez19b] Alberto Vezzani, Rigid cohomology via the tilting equivalence, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 223 (2019), no. 2,

818–843.

[Vez22] Alberto Vezzani, The relative (de-)perfectoidification functor and motivic p-adic cohomologies, Per-

fectoid spaces, Infosys Sci. Found. Ser., Springer, Singapore, [2022] ©2022, pp. 15–36.

DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA “F. ENRIQUES” - UNIVERSITÀ DEGLI STUDI DI MILANO (ITALY)
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