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ALMOST ETALE EXTENSIONS OF FONTAINE RINGS AND

LOG-CRYSTALLINE COHOMOLOGY IN THE SEMI-STABLE REDUCTION

CASE

REMI SHANKAR LODH

ABSTRACT. Let K be a field of characteristic zero complete for a discrete valuation, with perfect
residue field of characteristic p > 0, and let KT be the valuation ring of K. We relate the
log-crystalline cohomology of the special fibre of certain affine K*-schemes X = Spec(R) with
semi-stable reduction to the Galois cohomology of the fundamental group of the geometric generic
fibre 71 (X ) with coefficients in a Fontaine ring constructed from R. This is based on Faltings’
theory of almost étale extensions.
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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this article is to make precise the relationship between crystalline cohomology
and Galois cohomology of certain Fontaine rings occuring in Faltings’ approach to p-adic Hodge
theory ([6], [7]). Let us very briefly recall this approach. Let KT be a complete discrete valuation
ring of fraction field K of characteristic zero and perfect residue field k of characteristic p > 0. Let
X be a proper smooth Kt-scheme. One constructs a site (the “Faltings site”), usually denoted 2,
whose cohomology formalizes the idea of glueing m (X )-cohomology locally on X. One sheafifies
a construction of Fontaine to obtain a sheaf of rings o,ys n on 2 together with transformations

H*(%az/pnz) ®ZP Acris — H*(f%an{crys,n) — H; (Xk|Wn(k)7 ﬁ) ®W(k) Acris

crys
where Acs is the ring of p-adic periods constructed by Fontaine [8], and the group on the right
denotes the crystalline cohomology of the special fibre Xj;. Then one uses Faltings’ theory of
almost étale extensions to show that the intermediate cohomology theory H* (2", Zerys n) almost
satisfies Poincaré duality and Kiinneth formula, hence by standard arguments is almost isomorphic
to crystalline cohomology (here the term ‘almost’ is used in the sense of almost ring theory ([7],
[9])). Since X is smooth, the group on the left is canonically isomorphic to étale cohomology of
X i tensored with Ags and compatibility with Poincaré duality gives a one-sided inverse to the
almost defined transformation to crystalline cohomology, up to a power of an element ¢t € A¢s. So
after taking the projective limit and inverting ¢ we obtain almost isomorphisms, which are in fact
isomorphisms.
In this article we study closely the map

H (Xk|Wn(k)u ﬁ) <X)W(k) Acris — H*(%—, 'Q{Crys,n)

crys

locally on X. Our main result is that this map is locally an almost isomorphism up to t?-torsion,
where d = dim(Xk) and t € Agis is an element which plays a role analogous to that of 27¢ in the
transcendental theory of periods. A similar result also holds in the case X has semi-stable reduction
and in the paper we usually work in this context because it is the common one in applications. See
the overview below for more details.

Finally, let us mention that F. Andreatta and O. Brinon [I] have independently found similar
results in the good reduction case. Their proofs, although technically different, are based on the
same idea.

Overview.

§1: We begin by reviewing the (log-) crystalline site. This is mainly to fix notation. Afterwards,
we review the construction by Fontaine [8] of the final object of the crystalline site of a ring of
characteristic p with surjective (absolute) Frobenius. Such final objects are called Fontaine rings.
We give the proof for the more general log-crystalline site. Then we give some examples of Fontaine
rings due to Fontaine and Kato.

§2: We first recall the almost ring theory which we will use, the key input being Faltings’ Almost
Purity Theorem [7]. Afterwards we apply this theorem to certain Fontaine rings, constructed as
follows. Let Spec(R) be a integral K T-scheme with semi-stable reduction. Up to localizing on
Spec(R) we may assume that it is étale over a ring of the form K*[Ty,...,Tyi1]/(Th--- T — m),
where 7 € K is a uniformizer. In this case, one says that R is small. Let X, = W, (k)[u](u®),
where e is the absolute ramification index of K and the angled brackets mean that we have added
divided powers of u¢. Then there is a surjection 3, — KT /pK™ whose kernel is a DP-ideal. Let
R be the normalization of R in the maximal profinite connected étale covering of R[1/p]. Then via



ALMOST ETALE EXTENSIONS OF FONTAINE RINGS 3

the theory of almost étale extensions one can show that the ring R/pR has surjective Frobenius,
hence by Fontaine’s theorem recalled in §1, we may construct the Fontaine ring

Angg = @Hl%g—crys(R/pRlznu ﬁ)

+

- . log,00 ™
K denote the algebraic closure of K and K™ its valuation ring, i.e. the normalization of K+ in K.

Let R = R®k+ KT and let Ro, denote the ring obtained from R by adding all p-power roots of
the the T;. Define

(log-crystalline cohomology). Also we can construct another Fontaine ring A as follows. Let

Alt)g,oo = @H&g—crys(}}w/péw'Ena ﬁ)

Then the theory of almost étale extensions applied to these Fontaine rings implies that the canonical
homomorphism

— AT

+ +
Alog,oo/pnA log

log, o0

+
/ p nAlog
is the filtering inductive limit of almost Galois coverings and there are canonical almost isomor-

phisms for each 4

H' (A, Afgg)oo/p”Af;gm
where A := Gal(R[1/p]/R[1/p]) with quotient A, := Gal(Roo[1/p]/R[1/p]) = Z,(1)? (see Corol-
laries 251 [2Z0). This also applies to p-adic divided power bases other than ¥ := lgln pI

) —=— HY(A AL, /PAL,)

88: We construct, via the formalism of log-crystalline cohomology, a canonical logarithmic de Rham
resolution of the ring Afgg. We then (almost) compute the A-cohomology of the components of this

+

resolution, by reducing to the case of A, 08,00

is the following (Corollary B.3)
Theorem 0.1. Let R, be a log-smooth ¥,-lift of R/pR, and let w7‘2n/2n be the logarithmic de
Rham complex of Ry, /X.. There is a canonical morphism of complezes in the derived category

Bngg ®x w;?,n/En - C* (Av Angg/pnAngg)

and making an explicit computation there. The result

which is an almost quasi-isomorphism up to tz-torsion, where x € Bf;g is independent of n and

R.

Here B B
By = lim Hy oy (K™ /pK T[S0, 6)

is a ring of p-adic periods constructed by Kato, t € Acis C Bfgg is the element alluded to above, and
we write C*(A, —) = Homeont, A(A*®, —) for the usual functorial complex computing continuous
group cohomology. The proofs of the main results of this section are straightforward, although they
involve some lengthy computations.

Remarks on notation.

e For any subset R C R we write Ry (resp. Rsq) for the set of elements of R which are
greater than or equal to zero (resp. greater than zero); N := Z, is the set of natural
numbers.

e By ring we mean a commutative ring with unity. For any ring A, we denote by A* its group
of units. For any integral domain A, we denote by Q(A) its fraction field.

e All monoids considered will be assumed to be with commutative. To a monoid M we write
M#P for the associated group.
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e If Aisaring and M is an A-module, then we denote by I" 4 (M) the divided power polynomial
A-algebra defined by M (see [2] or [3] for a construction of this algebra). If I C A is an
ideal then we denote by D4(I) the divided power hull of A for the ideal I (loc.cit.). If
Ais aring and I C A is an ideal with a divided power structure (v, : I — A),en, then
we will often write 2"l := ~,,(z) when it is clear which divided power structure is meant.
Finally, if X1, ..., X4 denotes indeterminates, then we write A (X7, ..., X4) for the divided
power polynomial A-algebra in the variables X, ..., X4. It is the divided power hull of
A[X4, ..., X4] for the ideal generated by X1, ..., X4.

e If G is a profinite group and M is a discrete G-module, then we write H!(G, M) for the
Galois cohomology groups (i.e. continuous group cohomology).

1. CRYSTALLINE COHOMOLOGY OF RINGS WITH SURJECTIVE FROBENIUS

In this section we recall Fontaine’s construction of the final object of the crystalline site of a
ring of characteristic p > 0 with surjective Frobenius endomorphism. This will play the role of
substitute for Poincaré’s lemma in our approach.

1.1. Reminder on crystalline sites.

1.1.1. Let Z be a scheme and let Zy < Z be a closed immersion, such that the ideal defining the
image of Zj in Z is nilpotent and has a divided power structure (we say that Zy < Z is a divided
power thickening). We usually use the abbreviation DP for “divided power”. Suppose that T — Z
(resp. T — Z) is a morphism and U — T (resp. U’ — T’) is a DP-thickening such that the
morphism T — Z (resp. T — Z) is a DP-morphism ([2, 1.9.4]) for the given DP-structures. A
morphism of Z-schemes T — T" is called a Z-DP-morphism if it is a DP-morphism (for the given
DP-structures) and such that the diagram

T —— T

L

Z Z
is a commutative diagram of DP-morphisms.

1.1.2.  All log-structures in this paper will be in the étale topology. Let (X, M) — (Zo, No) be
a morphism of log-schemes (see [12]). If f : X — Zj is the underlying morphism, then we write
f* Ny for the inverse image log-structure, in contrast with the inverse image sheaf f~'Ny. If M is
a pre-log-structure on X then we denote by M the associated log-structure. If X is a log-scheme
and U — X is an étale morphism of schemes, then the restriction My of the log-structure M of X
to U defines a natural log-structure on U and we will always consider U as a log-scheme for this
log-structure.

1.1.3. Let (X, M) — (Zy, No) be a morphism of log-schemes and assume that the log-structure
M is integral. Let (Zy, Ny) — (Z, N) be an exact closed immersion such that Zy < Z is a DP-
thickening. The logarithmic crystalline site of (X, M) over the DP-log-base (Z, N) (see [13], 2.4])
is the site whose underlying category has for objects exact closed immersions (U, My) < T of
log-schemes, where:

e U — X is an étale morphism of schemes and the log-structure My is as in (1.2
e T is a log-(Z, N)-scheme with integral log-structure such that the morphism of schemes
underlying the structure morphism 7" — Z is a DP-morphism
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e the morphism of schemes underlying (U, My) < T is a DP-thickening.
We usually write U — T instead of (U, My) — T. A morphism of this category is a commutative
diagram of log-schemes
v —— 17

Lo

U —— T
where morphism on the left is a morphism of log-(X, M)-schemes, and the morphism on the right
is a morphism of log-(Z, N)-schemes such that the underlying morphism of schemes is a Z-DP-
morphism. The pretopology on this category is given by defining covering families to be families of
morphisms
(U = To)a = (U=T)

such that the morphisms of schemes underlying (U, — U)o and (Tn, — T), are coverings for the
étale topology, and such that the squares

v, —— T,

Lo

U —— T
are cartesian. Given such a covering, for any morphism (U’ — T') — (U — T), note that the
diagram
U’ xyU, —— T’ X1 Ty,

l l

U’ R T
is cartesian, hence (U’ xy U, < T' X1 T,,) is an object of the category underlying the logarithmic
crystalline site. This shows that the log-crystalline site of X over the DP-base Z is indeed a site
denoted ((X,M)|(Z,N))erys or simply by (X|Z)iog-crys When it is clear which log-structures are
meant for X and Z.

1.1.4. To give a sheaf .# on (X|Z)iog-crys is the same as giving for all (U — T') € ob(X|2)10g-crys
a sheaf Z7 on the étale site of T, together with a morphism

g} : g_lyT — ﬁT/

for any morphism g : (U’ — T’") — (U < T), such that the natural transitivity condition holds
for morphisms (U” < T") — (U" — T") — (U — T') and moreover g% is an isomorphism if the
square defined by g is cartesian.

In this way we see that the presheaf defined

OU —T):=0rp(T)
is in fact a sheaf, called the structure sheaf of (X|Z)iog-crys- A quasi-coherent O-module on

(X]Z)10g-crys is an O-module & such that for each object U < T of (X|Z)iog-crys, the restriction
&7 is a quasi-coherent &p-module in the usual sense.

1.1.5. If X = Spec(R) and Z = Spec(S) are affine schemes, then we will usually write (R|S)iog-crys
instead of (X|Z)iog-crys-
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1.1.6. Assume in the sequel that Z is annihilated by a power of p and that (Z, N) is a fine log-
scheme. By [13, 2.4.2], if f : (X, M) — (X', M’) is a morphism of log-(Zy, Np)-schemes with M
integral and M’ fine, then f induces a morphism of log-crystalline topoi over the DP log-base
(Z,N).

1.1.7.  Given a projective system of fine log-(Zo, No)-schemes {(X;, M;)};.; with affine transition
morphisms and with projective limit (X, M), then by [13] 2.4.3] we have
HY

log-crys

o~ T; J
(X|Z,ﬁ)_h_r>nH

log-crys
i€l

for all j.

1.2. Fontaine’s theorem.

1.2.1. Assume S is a ring such that p™S = 0 for some m € N, and J C S an ideal containing p
with a divided power structure v : J — S. Let R be a S/J-algebra. Let N be an integral monoid
defining a log-structure on Spec(S) and M an integral monoid defining a log structure on Spec(R)
and a map N — M such that we have a morphism of log-schemes (Spec(R), M*) — (Spec(S), N®).
Then we may consider the log-crystalline site (R|S)iog-crys-

For any monoid M, the endomorphism

M — M:m—=mP

is called the Frobenius of M.

Theorem 1.1. With the above notation and assumptions. Assume that the (absolute) Frobenius is
surjective on R and on M. If M is a saturated log-structure, then the site (R|S)iog-crys has a final
object.

We give two proofs, the first generalizing that of Fontaine in the classical case and the second
following Breuil [5].

First proof. The proof is constructive and proceeds in several steps.

Step 1: We construct a candidate for the final object. First note that for any étale map U —
Spec(R), the (absolute) Frobenius is surjective on &y . Indeed, since the map is étale, its relative
Frobenius is an isomorphism, so this follows from the factorization of the absolute Frobenius of U
as the relative Frobenius followed by the pullback of the absolute Frobenius of Spec(R). We first
define a perfect ring P(R) as being the projective limit of the diagram

F . p-LY R R

where F denotes the (absolute) Frobenius of R. An element of P(R) is given by a sequence r = (r(™))
of elements of R indexed by the natural numbers, such that »(**DP = (") for all n. P(R) is a
perfect ring of characteristic p, so its ring of Witt vectors W (P(R)) is a flat Z,-algebra. We write

(ro,r1,72,...) € W(P(R)) and r; = (rl(n)) for each i = 0,1,2,.... Let Spec(R’) — Spec(A) be an

object of the site (R|S)iog-crys. If 7 = (r™) € P(R) and g : R — R’ is structure homomorphism,
then we choose arbitrary lifts #(") € A of g(r(™) for all n and set

F

Fm) = im pmtn)p” for all m.
n—o0



ALMOST ETALE EXTENSIONS OF FONTAINE RINGS 7

Since p is nilpotent on A and I := ker(A — R’) has a DP-structure, one sees easily that ™) s a
lift of g(r("™)) which is independent of the choices made. Define a map

04 : W(P(R)) = A
by sending (rg,71,...) to E;’io piffi). Since p is nilpotent on A, these are just the usual Witt

polynomials, so the map is indeed a homomorphism of rings. In the case A = R, the map 0p is

none other than the projection (ro,...) — r(()o) and in this way we obtain a commutative diagram

W(P(R)) —4 A

| |

R —2 - R.
We claim that the map 64 is unique for the maps W(P(R)) — A making the above diagram
commute. Indeed, any map o : W(P(R)) — A is determined by it values on [r], where [-] denotes
the Teichmiiller lift. If 7 = (r(™)), then write r(m) := (r(™*™)) as the sequence “shifted” by m. So
for all m we have

a([r]) = a([r(m))*"
and a([r(m)]) = 0a([r(m)]) + a for some a € ker(A — R). If p™A = 0, then
alr) = a(lrm))?” = @atrtm) + @ = X (77 Jitaoa ()"
i=0
= Oa([r(m))"" = 0a([r])
thus proving the uniqueness claim.
We may extend this map to a unique homomorphism of S-algebras

Oa5: W(P(R)®zS — A

thereby obtaining a commutative diagram

W(P(R)) @78 —255 A

| l

R —2 - R.
Define an integral monoid P(M) by

P(M) = {(m<">) e MY ; mHIP = (™) vy € N} .

The Teichmiiller lift defines a map P(M) — W(P(R)). By assumption, the natural map P(M) &
N — M induced from the projection P(M) — M sending (m™) to m(9, is surjective. Let
Q = P(M) @& N and define
L := ker(Q8% — M?®P).
Define
(W(P(R)) @2 ),y = W(P(R)) 82 S 02 ZIL]

Let us show how to extend the map 64 g to a unique map

0'%% : (W(P(R)) @z ),y — A.

log
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Let M4 (resp. Mpg/) denote the log-structure of Spec(A) (resp. Spec(R')). By Lemma 1] (ii) we
have
Mp (R') = Ma(A)/(1+1)

where I = ker(A — R’). Define a map P(M) — Ma(A) by sending (m(™),,en to m(™?" | where /(™
is a global section of M4 lifting the image of m(™ in Mg, and n is any integer such that p”A = 0.
Because of the divided power structure of I it is easy to check that this section is independent of
all choices. The map P(M) — M (A) extends uniquely to a map Ay : Q = P(M) @& N — M4 (A).
Now if I € L, consider Aa(l) € Ma(A)8P. Since the image of A4 (l) in Mg (R')8 is the identity
element, by exactness we deduce that As(l) € A*. So A4 extends uniquely to a map L — M4 (A).
This defines the map

0'%% : (W(P(R)) @z )5, — A.

log
In the special case R = R = A we see that the map 9;%'35 is none other that induced by the
“projection” map fr s and the natural map L — M : 1 — 1. It follows from the above that the
map o = 912:35 is the unique map for which the diagram

(W(P(R)) ®z S)log é A

1
) |

R —— R
commutes in a way compatible with the commutative diagram of monoids

Q=PM)BN —245 M(A)

| |

M —— Mgp/(R).
By the universal property of divided power hulls, 912:33 factors over a homomorphism

(W(P(R)) ®z 8)i0y — A

log

where (W(P(R)) @z S),0 is the divided power hull of (W(P(R)) ®z S),,, for the ideal ker(f)5%)
defined above, compatible with v : J — S (for the construction of divided power hulls see [2 Ch.
I, §2.3] or [3, 3.19 Theorem]).

We can view W (P(R)) canonically as a Z[P(M)]-algebra via the Teichmiiller lift of the map
P(M) — P(R). Hence W(P(R)) ®z S is canonically a Z[Q] = Z[P(M)] ®z Z|N]-algebra. Thus
(W(P(R)) @z S),.. is canonically a Z[Q & L] = Z[Q] ®z Z[L]-algebra, and so is (W (P(R)) ®z S)Lr

log *

Let ker(@ﬁ%) be the DP-ideal of (W (P(R)) ®z S)gg generated by the divided powers of all elements

of ker(@llgfgs), and K C ker(@llgfgs) be the sub-DP-ideal generated by the divided powers of all elements
of the form ¢ ® | — p; ® 1, where p;,q; € Q and | = p;/q; € L. Define

B := (W(P(R)) ®2 5),0s /K.

log

log

Note that by [2, Ch. I, Prop. 1.6.2] the ideal ker(B — R) has a canonical DP-structure, compatible
with v : J — S. Moreover, the map 91::‘55 factors uniquely over B, since the ideal K maps to zero
in A. The closed immersion

Spec(R) < Spec(B)
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is our candidate for final object.

Step 2: We define the log-structure on Spec(B) as follows. Let QL be the submonoid of (&P
consisting of elements of the form gl with ¢ € @, [ € L. The map factors over a map QL — B. We
define the log-structure on B as that associated to QL — B.

We claim that this log-structure makes the closed immersion

Spec(R) < Spec(B)

exact. To verify this claim we use the criterion of Lemma [T] (i). This criterion is local for the
étale topology, so let T — Spec(R) be a geometric point, and Rz, Bz the strict localizations of R
and B respectively at Z. In this case the claim will follow from Lemma [£.3]if we can show:

(a) the image of L in ((QL)*)&P lies in B*

(b) the map (QL)8P N Bi — MS8P N R is surjective.

Since (a) is clear by construction, let us show (b). Suppose that m = ™ ¢ meen R% with
ma

m; € M for i = 1,2. Since the Frobenius is surjective on M, for ¢« = 1,2 we can choose a

sequence m; = (m; = mEO),ml(-l),m?), ...,ml(-"), ...) of elements of M such that m§"+1)p = mgn)

(n)

1
O
structure M is saturated, this implies that m(") e Mg for all n € N. But then if o : M* = R

is the structure morphism of the log structure, we have a(m(™)P" € R% whence a(m(™) € R,
so m(™ € R: C M2 for all n € N. So we can naturally identify m := m, /m, with an element of
P(Rz)* and, via the Teichmiiller map, with an element of W (P(Rz))*. Now let 05, : W(P(Rz)) —
Bz be the homomorphism constructed in Step 1. We claim that the map P(M) — Bj factors

P(M) — W(P(Rz)) — Bz. This follows from the commutative diagram

for all n € N. If we define m(™ := , then we have m(™?" = m for all n € N. Since the log

W(P(R) —2- B

| |

W(P(Rs)) —2% By
So in (QL)" we have m; = 0p,([m]) - my,, i.e. my/my € P(M)8 N B, which implies (b). Thus,
the closed immersion Spec(R) < Spec(B) is exact, hence Spec(R) — Spec(B) is an object of the
site (R]S)iog-crys-
Step 3: We have shown that if Spec(R’) — Spec(A) is an S-DP-thickening we have unique
morphisms of (R[S )iog-crys
(Spec(R') < Spec(A))

l

(Spec(R) < Spec(B))
and hence for any object U — T and any affine covering (U, — Ty)o — (U — T) we may define
unique morphisms

(Us — To) — (Spec(R) < Spec(B))

and since the uniqueness allows us to glue, we are done. O

Now we sketch the second proof, ¢f. [B §4-5].
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Second proof (sketch). Suppose p™S = 0. For any S-DP-thickening Spec(R) < Spec(A), define a
map
Op: W, (R) — A

by sending (7¢, ..., "'m—1) to Z;Z_Ol piffm Z, where 7; denotes an arbitrary lift of r; € R to A. Because
of the divided power structure of ker(A — R), this is a well-defined homomorphism of rings. In
this way we obtain a commutative square, and to check the uniqueness of 64 for such commutative
squares, we first reduce to checking it for Teichmiiller lifts and then use the fact that the Frobenius
is surjective on R. Let Q := M & N, L = ker(\8P : Q8 — M#®P), where the map A : Q — M is
induced by the maps M — M : m + mP" and the structure map N — M. We view W,,(R) ®z S
as a Z[Q]-algebra via the map

M&N = Wy(R)®z 8 : (r,n) =" @n.

Let QL be the submonoid of Q8P consisting of elements of the form ¢l with g € @, [ € L. Then the
map A extends uniquely to N : QL — M : L 31+ 1. Set

(Win(R) @z )10, := (Win(R) ®z S) @z Z[L).

Take the divided power hull (W,,(R) ®z S)E;: for the kernel of the unique surjection onto R ex-

tending the S-linearization 0 s of 0 by A. Define

B = (Wm(R) @z 8)10y /X

where ¢ is the DP-ideal generated by the divided powers of ¢; ® l — p;, I € L, where q;,p; € @ and

I =pi/q € L. Then there is a map QL — B and we endowing B with the log-structure associated
to this map, thereby obtaining an object

Spec(R) < Spec(B)

of the site (R]S)iog-crys- Then we claim that this is the final object: one can verify the universal
property as in the first proof. O

1.2.2. Remarks.

(a) Note that in the construction of the final object, we may replace the group L by any subgroup
L’ C L such that for all | € L we have I'u = [ for some I’ € L’ and v € P(R)* in the first proof
(resp. u € R* in the second proof), and obtain a ring B’. Then exactly the same argument as
in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [T shows that the closed immersion

Spec(R) < Spec(B’)

is exact, hence defines an object of (R|S)iog-crys, and it is easy to see that it is the final object.

(b) The main advantage of the first proof is the uniformity of the construction. If (S,J) —
(S/p™S,J - S/p™S) is a DP-homomorphism, then it follows from [3, 3.20, Remark 8] that the
final object of the crystalline site (R]S/p"S)iog-crys 1S given by the S/p™S-DP-thickening

Spec(R) < Spec(B) ®z Z/p"Z.
In particular, if S is a p-adically complete ring (we say that S is p-adic base), then as in [3]
one may define a crystalline site (R]S)iog-crys Whose cohomology automatically computes the

derived projective limit of the cohomology of each (R|S/p™S)iog-crys- Then the proof given in
the theorem also works for such S and shows that

Spec(R) — Spf(B)
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is the final object of the site (R|S)iog-crys, Where the hat denotes the p-adic completion.

(c) The existence of the final object of the site (R|S)iog-crys implies that the cohomology of any
sheaf is canonically isomorphic to the cohomology of its restriction to the étale site of the final
object. In particular, the crystalline cohomology of any quasi-coherent &-module vanishes in
non-zero degree and we have

Hl?)g—crys(Rlsv ﬁ) =B.

In the case S is a p-adic base, using the previous remark we see that

lim Hycrys (RIS/p"TS, 6) = B.

(d) If one compares the 1st and 2nd proofs of Theorem [[LT] then it is not difficult to see that the
canonical isomorphism

(Wi (P(R)) @z S)iog / K 2= (Win(R) @z 8)ioy /| H

sends the image of an element [z] € W, (P(R)), where 2 = (z(®,2() ...) € P(R), to the image
of the element [2(™)] € W,,(R).

1.2.3. Let R, M, and S be as in Theorem [[LTl Let Spec(A) be a fine saturated log-S/J-scheme
and let h : Spec(R) — Spec(A) be a homomorphism of logarithmic S/.J-schemes. Denote also by h
the associated morphism of log-crystalline sites

he: (RlS)og-crys = (AlS)iog-crys-

Then for any sheaf of abelian groups .# on (R|S)iog-crys, the ith direct image sheaf R'h,.Z is the
sheaf on (A]S)iog-crys associated to the presheaf

(U — T) ~ Hliog—crys(speC(R) ><Spcc(A) U|T7 fg.)

If & is a quasi-coherent sheaf of ¢-modules on (R]S)iog-crys then it follows immediately from The-
orem [[.T] that for 7 # 0

R'h.& =0
and hence for all 4

HliOg' R|S’ @@) = Hliog—crys (A|Sv h*é’@)

crys(
which is again zero for i # 0.

Proposition 1.1. With the above notation and assumptions, h.O is a quasi-coherent crystal of
O-modules on (A]S)iog-crys-

Proof. Assume p™S = 0. Let P be the presheaf on (A]S)iog-crys defined
P(U — T) = Hl%g—crys (SpeC(R) ><Spcc(A) U|T7 ﬁ)

Consider a morphism ¢ : (U' — T") — (U < T') of (A]S)iog-crys. Then g : T/ — T is an open map,
and hence

(97"Plr @g-16, O1/) (T') = P(9(T")) @or(g(r)) Or(T").

We claim that, up to localizing on U’, we have

971P|T ®g71ﬁT ﬁT/ =~ P|T’-
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We have a commutative square
U —— g(U")

l l

" —— g(T")
Let C be the unique flat g(7")-scheme making the following square cartesian

U —— g(U")

! !

c —— g(T").
Then C' — ¢(T") is étale and therefore the morphism U’ — C has a unique structure of a DP
thickening which is compatible with that of g(U’) — ¢(T”). Moreover, we have a commutative

square
v —— ¢C

| !

T —— g(T").
Since the left vertical arrow is a nilpotent thickening, there exists a unique morphism 7" — C,
necessarily a DP-morphism, making the resulting diagram commute. Hence we have a commutative
diagram

v v g(U")
Lo l
T C 9(T")

and so we reduce to proving the claim in the following two cases

L g: T — g(T") is étale

II. g: U — g(U’) is an isomorphism.
In case I, we must show the following: if (U’ — T’) — (U < T') is an étale map with U and U’
affine and U xp T = U’, then the canonical map

(1) P(U — T) ®ﬁ(T) ﬁ(T’) — P(U/ — T/)

is an isomorphism. I thank the referee for the following argument (my original argument was a direct
verification). To simplify, let P = P(U < T'). Note that by Theorem[I.T] there is a closed immersion
(Spec(R) < Spec(P)) which is in fact the final object of the site (Spec(R) Xgpec(a) U|T )iog-crys- It
suffices to show that the closed immersion X := (Spec(R) Xgpec(s)y U' = Spec(P) xr T") is the
final object of the site (Spec(R) Xspec(s) U'|T" )1og-crys; Where Spec(R) Xgpec(s) U’ is endowed with
the inverse image log-structure under the structure morphism to Spec(R) and T” the inverse image
log-structure under the structure morphism to 7. We endow Spec(P) xr T” with the inverse image
log-structure under the structure morphism to Spec(P). Note that by flatness of T/ — T, the divided
power structure of the closed immersion Spec(R) Xgpec(a) T Spec(P) extends uniquely to X, so
that X is indeed an object of the site in question. Since any object Y of this site can be naturally
considered as an object of the site (Spec(R) Xspec(a) U|T )iog-crys, there is a unique morphism
Y — (Spec(R) < Spec(P)). This morphism factors uniquely ¥ — X — (Spec(R) < Spec(P)),
thus proving that X is the final object.
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In case II, we can assume U’ is affine, and hence so are 7" and g(T’). Let U’ = Spec(Eyp),
g(T") = Spec(E) and T' = Spec(F). Let M — Oy be the log-structure of U’. Up to localizing
further we may assume that, in a neighbourhood of a geometric point Z — U’, the log-structure
of U’ is given by the fine saturated monoid A := Mz/07;, ;. Since U’ < g(T") is an exact closed
immersion, it follows from Lemma [£] (iii) that the there is a map A — F defining the log-structure
of E, and moreover the map A — E — F' also defines the log-structure of F'. We will construct
9 Plr ®4-16, O and P|p: as in the proof of Theorem [ and prove that they are canonically
isomorphic. Let @ := P(M)®A. As in the proof of Theorem [[T] there is a canonical map Q — M.
Define

L := ker(Q8% — M?®P).
Let Jp (resp. Jg) denote the ideal sheaf of U" in T” (resp. g(U’) in g(T”)). Define the pairs

(Be,Ip) = ((W(P(R®a Ep)) ®z E) @z Z[L], Jg - (W(P(R®a Ey)) @z E) @z Z[L])

(Br,Ir) = (W(P(R®a Ey)) @z F) @z Z[L], Jr - (W(P(R®4 Eo)) ®z F') @z Z[L])
Note that since the ring of Witt vectors of a perfect ring of characteristic p is Z-torsion free, hence
flat over Z, it follows that E — Bpg (resp. F — Bp) is flat. Hence the ideal I (resp. Ir) is a
DP-ideal. Since (F, Jg) — (F, Jr) is a DP-morphism, so isthe canonical map (Bg, Ig) — (B, IF).
Moreover we have

Bg/Ig = Bp/Ip.

Define

fE = kel”(BE—>R®A EQ)
Ir = ker(Br - R®4 Ep)
for the canonical maps. Then Iy C Y5 and Ip C £, and via the map Bg — Bp, g maps to g,

and by definition we have Bg/#g = Br/.%F. So by [2, Ch. I, Prop. 2.8.2], we have a canonical
isomorphism

Dp. () = Dp,(IE) @By Br = Dp,y(IE) @ F

where Dp,. (#F) (resp. Dp,(-#g)) denotes the divided power hull of Br (resp. Bg) for the ideal
I (resp. #g) compatible with the divided power structure on Jg (resp. Jg). Let K C D, (#E)
be the DP-ideal generated by the divided powers of all elements of the form ¢ ® [ — p; ® 1 as in
Theorem [[T1 Then Im(K ®g F) C Dp,.(#F) is the ideal generated by the divided powers of all
elements of the form ¢; ® I — p; ® 1 (where [ = p;/q € L C @Q8P), hence in particular is a DP-ideal.
Taking the quotient by K we obtain an isomorphism

(Dp(JE)/K) ®p F = Dp,(Jr)/Im(K ®@p F)
which is precisely
9 Plr @g-16, O 2Pl
and hence we have shown the claim. Sheafifying we see that

hi O\ = g* (hO|r)

so h.0 is a crystal of &-modules. Finally, the quasi-coherence of P follows from the fact that the
map () is an isomorphism. |

1.3. Some Fontaine rings.
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1.3.1. Let K+ be a complete discrete valuation ring of characteristic zero and of perfect residue
field k of characteristic p > 0. Denote by K its fraction field. Let K be an algebraic closure of K
and let KT be its valuation ring. Following Fontaine we set

Acris = Acris(KT) = lim Ho, (K /pK T W14 (K), 0).
This ring may be constructed as in the proof of Thm. [LIl Let P(K*/pK ™) be as in the proof of
loc. cit. Consider the element

1:=(L,Gp G2, ) € P(KT/pKT)
where (,» denotes a primitive p”th root of unity and Qﬁ i1 = Cpn for all n. Define
Apns(KT) := W(P(K™" /pK™))
so that [1] € Aijus(KT). Define an element of Acys by

ti=log([1]) = =D (n—1)(1—[1)".
n>0
This element plays a very important role in p-adic Hodge theory. By functoriality of crystalline
cohomology, A.is has a Frobenius endomorphism .

Lemma 1.1. Agis(K™) is a flat W(k)-algebra.

Proof. Let P:= P(K*/pK™). By [8, 5.1.2] P is a valuation ring, in particular an integral domain.
Since P is perfect, it follows that W (P) is a flat and p-adically separated W (k)-algebra, hence is
also an integral domain. As is well-known, Aeis(K ™) is the p-adic completion of W(P)PP = the
divided power hull of W (P) for the ideal (), where £ = [p] — p and

, -
p=(p,p"/?,p'/*",..) € P(K"/pK™)

is a compatible system of p-power roots of p in K*/pK™*. So it suffices to show that W (P)PF is
p-torsion free. Now by construction of divided power hulls, we have an exact sequence

0= T = Tw(p)((£) = W(P)PF =0

where Ty p)((§)) = W(P)(X) is the divided power polynomial algebra on one variable X and
T is the principal ideal generated by { — X. Since 'y (py((§)) is flat over W (k), it suffices to
show that the map Z @y i) Wn(k) — Twpy((€)) @wk) Wa(k) is injective for all n. Suppose
(6 —X)f =0 mod p" for some f € Iy py((§)). Then (£ — X)f = p"g for some g € Ty (py((§)).
Write f = 3,50 £iX[ and g = 37,5 ¢: X[ for some uniquely determined f;,g; € W(P). Then we
have &f; — (i+1)f;_1 = p™g; for all i. In particular, for i = 0 we get & fo = p"go. Since & generates a
prime ideal which does not contain p, the identity £ fo = p™go implies that g € (£), whence fo =0
mod p" since W(P) is an integral domain. For i = 1 we have £f1 — 2p" f§ = p"g1, hence again by
the same argument f; = p” f{. Continuing in the manner we see that f = p™ f’, which implies the
claim. 0

1.3.2.  Because of the lack of a lifting of the Frobenius endomorphism of K /pK™+ to KT /p" K+, we
will need to consider a formal divided power lifting 3 of K+ /pK ™, defined as follows. Firstly, making
a choice of uniformizer 7 of K+ determines a presentation K™ = W (k)[u]/(E(u)), where E(u) is
the minimal equation of 7 over W (k), i.e. E(u) is an Eisenstein equation of degree e, where e is the
ramification index of K+ over W (k). So W, (k)[u] is a smooth W,,(k)-lift of Kt /pK+ = k[u]/(u®).
Taking the divided power hull for the kernel of the surjection W, (k)[u] — Kt /pK™, we obtain
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¥, = Wy (k)[u] (u®). Tt has a lifting of the absolute Frobenius of K+ /pK™ defined as the unique
homomorphism sending u to uP and restricting to the canonical Frobenius on W, (k). Finally we
define

S = lim X4

1.3.3. Let us consider the log-crystalline cohomology of K+ /pK™ over the logarithmic base %,,,
where the log-structures are as follows. We endow ,, with the canonical log-structure on X, i.e.
the fine log-structure associated to the pre-log-structure

Luw):N=X,: 1+ u.

Composing this with the canonical map ¥,, — KT /p®" K™ defines a pre-log-structure on the latter,
making it into a log-3,-scheme. The associated log-structure is also the inverse image of the
canonical log-structure on K+ defined

Kt —{0} - K.
Similarly, the canonical log-structure on K+ is given by
K+ — {0} — K+

and we endow KT /pK* with the inverse image log-structure. If we fix roots of 7, then it is the
log-structure associated to the pre-log-structure

M:Qy — KV /pKt:awm 1o

(Note that although this pre-log-structure depends on choices of roots of T, its associated log-
structure does not, as two choices of roots of 7 will differ by a unit of K /pK™.) Let

L :=ker(P(M)% @ L(u)®* — M),

Since P(M) consists of sequences (z,,) of non-negative rational numbers such that p-x,4+1 = z,, for
all n, we see that P(M)8P consists of sequences (z,,) of rational numbers such that p - z,11 = 2,
for all n, i.e. P(M)8 2 Q. So we see that L is the kernel of the map

QeZ—Q:(a,m)—a+m

i.e. L consists of pairs (m, —m) € Z2. Note that under the map to Ains(KT)®z%, (m-p~"),, € P(M)

maps to [z]™ ® 1, where w = (m, #1/P, 71/?" ) € P(K*/pK™*) is the sequence of p-power roots of

7 determined by M, and m € L£(u) maps to 1®u™. So one should think of (m, —m) as [7]™ @u~™.
Define

By i=lim Hyjy oy (K /pK ™[50, 0).
By construction (¢f. proof of Thm. [[T]), Bfgg is a quotient of the p-adic completion of the divided
power hull of Aj,¢(KT) ®z X ®z Z[L] for the kernel of the canonical surjection onto K+. In fact,
by [I3, Prop. 3.3] we know that every choice of sequence of p-power roots of m determines an
isomorphism

Bl—gg/pnB]-gg =~ Acris/pnAcris <X>

where Acyis/p" Acris (X)) is a divided power polynomial ring in one indeterminate X over the ring
Acris/P" Acris.  One should think of X as 7] ® u=! — 1. Bfgg is also endowed with a Frobenius
endomorphism.
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Now, let us fix a sequence (cy = T,¢1, ca,...) of p-power roots of 7 in K+ such that CZH =cp
for all n € N. Consider the log-structure associated to

m*

N[1/p] = K /pK* : LN
pm

If we define

L' := ker (P(N[1/p])®® @ L(u)®> — N[1/p]®P)
then L' = L if the p-power roots of 7 which we fixed in order to define M are the same as (co, c1, -..).
In fact, the log-crystalline cohomology of K+ /pK™ is the same with this log-structure as with M

(this can be checked as in the proof of Prop. B2)). So in the sequel we will use this latter log-
structure, rather than the canonical one (c¢f. §2.2.5]).

1.3.4. We now make a computation, due to Fontaine, which will be crucial to us.

Proposition 1.2 (Fontaine). Let a € Q. We have
(i) 71 € p- Ais(K™T)
(ii) if « € Z then [1]* — 1 = - t - un, where uy is a unit of Acyis(K™)

max{vp(a),0}

(iti) " € Acris(KT).

Proof. (i): Clearly ¢ = % lies in the kernel of Ajs(KT) — K+. We find ¢

mod p, hence (1 — [1])P7! € p+ Aeis(KT). Now, we have

(1=t

p [e'e)

t==> (n=D =" = 7 (n -1~ 1)

n=1 n=p+1

and the second sum is divisible by p, so it suffices to consider

p—1 i-j
u n (p— D1 = [1)) ="
(Z(n_l)!(l_[l])[ ]> - Z pjl!"'jp!nleiji .

n=1 Jit...+jip=p—1

Here each summand has p-adic valuation j, in the denominator and at least {Zpifl} > jp+1in

the numerator. This proves (i).
(ii): [1]* — 1 € ker(Aens(K*) — K7), so the divided power series log([1]%) exists and converges
to a - t. We have

« _ o (CY 't)nil
17— 1= expla-f) ~1= a3 o
and
t’n,fl pqn
i | p—1 [Qn] Tn
n!  nl an!(t7" /p)t

-1
o 1] > vp(n!). Soua =3,
p—
converges to a unit of Aeis(K 1) for all o € Z. Hence assertion (ii).
(iii): We separate in two cases:
L v(a) >0
II. vy(ar) <O0.

(a-t)n—1
n!

wheren—1=¢,(p—1)+7r,, 0<r, <p—1,and q, = {
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-1

In case I, if « = £ with z,y integers and v,(y) = 0, then et € Acris(KT), so assertion (iii) holds

in this case by (ii).

In case II, write o = yp% with z,y coprime integers and v,(z/y) = 0. By case I we have
(12 =1 tett Auis(KT), and [%]]zj € Acris(K™), hence assertion (iii) in this case. O

2. ALMOST RING THEORY

In this section we recall some results in almost ring theory and then apply them to Fontaine
rings.

2.1. Reminder on almost ring theory.

2.1.1. We refer to [9] for the fundamentals of almost ring theory, in particular the categories of
almost modules and almost rings. We will always refer to morphisms in these almost categories
with the adjective “almost”, e.g. “almost homomorphism”, etc. So if we do not use the adjective
“almost” we will be referring to usual morphisms. Finally, we reserve the notation M ~ N for
almost isomorphisms.

The almost ring theory we will consider will be relative to a pair (A, m) where:

e A is a rank 1 valuation ring of characteristic zero

e m C A is its maximal ideal, such that p € m

e m?=m.
Note that since A is a valuation ring, m is the filtered union of principal ideals, the index set for
the limit being the set of valuations of elements of m.

2.1.2.

Lemma 2.1. (i) Almost étale coverings are stable by base change.
(i) If A— B — C are homomorphisms such that A — B and the composition B — C' are almost
étale coverings, then so is B — C.
(iii) An almost projective module of finite rank which is everywhere of non-zero rank is almost
faithfully flat. In particular, an almost étale covering which is everywhere of non-zero rank is
almost faithfully flat.

Proof. This follows in a straightforward way from the results of [9]. O

The behaviour of almost étale morphisms of F,-algebras under the Frobenius endomorphism is
studied in some detail in [9].

Theorem 2.1 (Gabber-Ramero). Let A — B be an almost étale homomorphism of A/pA-algebras.
Then the commutative diagram
A—— B

Lol

is almost cocartesian, where F denotes the (absolute) Frobenius endomorphism. In other words, the
relative Frobenius of B over A is an almost isomorphism.
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This is [9, Thm. 3.5.13]. We will need the following corollaries.

In the next corollary, we consider the almost ring theory relative to the pair (W(A/pA), [m]),
where the ideal [m] is the ideal generated by [Z] for all z € m, where Z € A/pA denotes the image
of x € A, and [—] is the Teichmiiller map. We claim that [m] is the filtered union of principal ideals
and [m]? = [m]. Since A is a valuation ring and [z] is nilpotent for all z € m, one sees easily that
every ideal generated by a finite number of generators of [m] is principal. From this the first claim
follows easily. For the second, suppose that © = >°7_[%;]a; € [m]. Fix some elements 2; € m such
that ; = z; mod p. Without loss of generality, we may assume that zy has smallest valuation of
all z;. Then x; = xoy; for some y; € A, so © = [Zo|(ao + >_;5¢[¥ilai). Now, since m* = m, it follows
that 2o = z_1x_o for some z_1,z_5 € m. So & = [T_1] - [T_2](a0 + X~ o[¥ilai) € [m]?, which
proves the claim.

Corollary 2.1. If A — B is an almost étale homomorphism of A/pA-algebras, then the induced
homomorphism of Witt vectors
Wn(A) = W, (B)

is an almost étale homomorphism of W (A/pA)-algebras.

Proof. The proof is the same as the classical case [I1, 0. Prop. 1.5.8]. We reproduce it here for
the reader. We prove the assertion by induction on n, the case n = 1 being Theorem 2.1l Suppose
that the result is true for n — 1. Let V and F' be the Verschiebung and Frobenius morphisms
of the functor W, (—). For any F,-algebra R, V'W,_;(R) defines a filtration of W, (R), called
the V-adic filtration, whose graded has a natural graded ring structure. We may consider R as a
module over itself via the ith power F? of the Frobenius endomorphism F : R — R. We denote
it F'R. Then according to loc. cit. there is a canonical isomorphism FIR = gri, W, (R) =
VWo—i(R)/VHT W, _i41)(R). Now the natural map B ®4 gri, W,(A) — gri, W,(B) can be
identified with the map B ® 4 F'A — F'B. Tt follows from Theorem 2] that it is an almost
isomorphism. Hence so is the map B ®4 gri, W,,(A4) — grl, W,,(B). Since V™ = 0, it follows
that the natural homomorphism V"~ 1(A) ®w, 4y Wn(B) — V" 1(B) is an almost isomorphism.
Writing I := V"~ (A) C W,(A), we get that the map I @y, (a) Wn(B) — I - W, (B) is an almost
isomorphism and W, (B) ®w, a) Wa(A)/I = W,(B)/V" 1(B) = W,_1(B) is almost flat over
Wp—1(A) by inductive hypothesis. By the next lemma this implies that W,,(4) — W,,(B) is almost
flat. It follows from [9, proof of Thm. 3.2.18 (ii)] that W, (A) — W,,(B) must be the unique almost
étale lift of W,,_1(A4) — W,_1(B). O

In the proof we have used the following almost analogue of Bourbaki’s local flatness criterion.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that A is a W, (A/pA)-algebra, I C A a nilpotent ideal, and M an A-module.
If the natural map I @ 4 M — IM is an almost isomorphism and M/IM is almost flat over A/I,
then M is an almost flat A-module.

Proof. We refer to [9] 2.4.10] for details on Tor-functors and their relation to flatness in the almost
setting. It suffices to show that Torf(M ,N)= 0,14 >0, for any A-module N, and since any module
can be written as a quotient of a free module this reduces to showing that Tor’f(M ,N) = 0. Firstly,
it follows from the hypothesis that Tor{'(M, A/I) ~ 0. Since we may write any A/I-module as a
quotient of a free module, it follows easily that Tor’f(M , N) for any A-module N such that IN = 0.
For general N an easy induction on m such that I"™ N = 0 using the exact sequences

0—IN—N— N/IN -0
shows that Tor{' (M, N) = 0. O
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Corollary 2.2. Assume that there is a sequence x, € m such that :fo_l = x, for all n € N.
Suppose that A — B is an almost étale homomorphism of A-algebras. Suppose B is a flat A-algebra
which is integrally closed in B®x Q(A). If the Frobenius is surjective on A/pA, then the Frobenius
is also surjective on B/pB.

Proof (Faltings). Let v be the valuation of A and T" := v(A). By Theorem 2] we know that the
Frobenius is almost surjective on B/pB. Soforallb € Band alla € T, 0 < a < v(p), there is n such
that v(zo)/p™ < a and such that we may write z,,b = c? + pd. Rewriting this as ¢ = z,,(b — £d),
we have ¢ =z}, ., (b— £-d). Since B is integrally closed in B®a Q(A), we have ¢ = z,,41e for some
e € B,so b= e? + L-d. Similarly, 2-d = f? + pg, hence b= e? + fP +pg = (e + f)? mod p. O

2.1.3. If Ris aring and X is a finite set, then we write R x X for the product [],. v R., where
R, = R for all z € X. We say that an almost étale homomorphism A — B of A-algebras is an
almost Galois homomorphism of group G if G is a finite group acting by A-algebra automorphisms
on B such that the canonical map
B®aB—BxG

induced by the maps B — B x G : b+~ (b,b,...,b) and B — B x G : b — (g(b))geq, is an almost
isomorphism.

We say that an almost Galois homomorphism A — B of A-algebras is an almost Galois covering
if it is almost faithfully flat.

Note that an almost Galois homomorphism (resp. covering) is preserved under arbitrary base
change.

Proposition 2.1. Let A — B be an almost Galois covering of group G. Let M a B-module with
semi-linear G-action. Then

(i) B¢ =~ A

(ii)) MG @4 B~ M
(iis) H (G, M) =0 for all i # 0.
Proof. See [7]. O
2.1.4. Let A be a A-algebra and I C A an ideal such that I? = 0.

Theorem 2.2 (Faltings). The category of almost étale coverings of A/I is equivalent to the category
of almost étale coverings of A.

For the proof, see [T, 3. Theorem]. More generally, we have ([9, Thms. 3.2.18, 3.2.28])

Theorem 2.3 (Gabber-Ramero). The category of almost étale homomorphisms of A/I is equivalent
to the category of almost étale homomorphisms of A.

Proposition 2.2. The equivalence in Theorem [2.3 preserves almost faithful flatness.

Proof. Let A — B be an almost étale covering such that A/I — B/I-B is almost faithfully flat. Let
M be an A-module such that M ®4 B ~ 0. Then (M/IM)® 4,74 (B/IB) ~ 0, hence M/I-M =~ 0,
whence M ~ 0. 0

Corollary 2.3. If A — B is an almost étale homomorphism and G is a finite group of A-
automorphisms of B, then it is an almost Galois homomorphism (resp. covering) of group G if
and only if A/I — B/I - B is an almost Galois homomorphism (resp. covering) of group G.
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Proof. Since almost faithful flatness is preserved under the equivalence, it suffices to check that
almost Galois homomorphisms are preserved. It suffices to prove that the map B4 B — B X G is
almost flat for then it must be almost étale (see the proof of [9, Thm. 3.2.18 (ii)]), hence an almost
isomorphism. Note that

(Bo4B — BxG)=0ec(BosB —22 By B 2242, By,
Since A — B is almost étale, B is an almost projective B ® 4 B-module, hence so is B x G. 0

2.2. Almost purity.

2.2.1. Fixce {l,7} C K* (where 7 € KT was our choice of uniformizer) and define

O(c) == K" [Ty,.. T, TEY, .. Til /(T -+ T — o).

Following Faltings, we say that a K T-algebra R is small if there is an étale map
O(c) — R.

Every smooth (resp. semi-stable) K *-scheme has an étale covering by small affines with ¢ = 1
(resp. ¢ = m). Note that with these choices of ¢, R is a regular ring; in particular, it is a finite
product of integrally closed domains, and we shall assume that R is an integrally closed domain.
For any ¢, we endow R with the canonical log-structure (see §Z20)). If ¢ = 7, there is a natural
chart for this log-structure, namely the map

N" = R:(n1,....,n.) — HTZ”
i=1

which makes Spec(R) — Spec(K ™) into a a log-smooth morphism, where Spec(K ™) is given the
canonical log-structure (see §2.2.5]).

2.2.2. Fix ¢ € {1,7}. Fix a sequence (¢ = cg, c1, ¢z, ...) of elements of K satisfying !, | = ¢,. If
¢ = 1 we take the ¢,, to be primitive roots of unity. For any n € N, let K, be the normalization of
KT in the extension K, of K generated by c,. Define

n n n n)=+1 n)+1 n n
O(e)y o= KT, TS, T T T /(™ - 1 — ¢).

Of course O(c)o = O(c). There is a canonical homomorphism K,7 — K" | sending ¢, to ¢/,
which extends to a canonical homomorphism
O()n = O(C)ny1 : Tl-(") — Ti("H)p.
Also note that there is a canonical isomorphism
O(0)nll/p] = Kn[X3', .., X71]
Cn
Xo-- X,
™ s X; for i#1

3

Tl(") —

and hence O(c),[1/p] is finite étale over O(c)[1/p]. Moreover, since O(c), is regular (see Ap-
pendix) hence normal, it follows that we may identify O(c), with the normalization of O(c) in

Ko [T, TEP "] via this map.
If R is a small K T-algebra, then we define

R, =R ®0o(e) O(¢)n-
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If K C L is a finite extension, then write L,, = L - K,, and let L} be the normalization of KT in
L,,. Define
O(C)n,r = 0(c)p @+ L.

2.2.3. Define
Kt = hg Kt
neN
We will now consider the almost ring theory of the pair (K1, ms), where ms, C K1 is the
maximal ideal. Note that there is a sequence of rational numbers ¢, occuring as p-adic valuations
of elements of K, and tending to zero with n. If ¢ = 7 then this is clear, and if ¢ = 1 then

en = Vp(Gprir — 1) = m, where (,n+1 denotes a primitive p”T!th root of unity. Since KT, is a

valuation ring we see that we indeed have m% = m.

2.2.4. Let S be afinite integral R-algebra. We say that S'is étale in characteristic zero if Rx — Sk
is étale. For all n, let S, be the normalization of Ro, ®pr S, where

Ry = hﬂ R,.
neN
The key result we will need is Faltings’ Almost Purity Theorem:

Theorem 2.4 (Faltings [7]). If S is a finite integral normal R-algebra, flat over KT and étale in
characteristic zero, then the canonical homomorphism

Roo — Soo
is an almost étale covering of K1 -algebras.
We define
R = R ®K+ KJr
and

ROO = R ®Ko+o K.
If KT is integrally closed in R and p is not a unit in R, then by Proposition Bl these are integrally
closed domains. If S is a finite integral normal R-algebra which is étale in characteristic zero, then
we define S., to be the normalization of Sy, Qpct K. Since Ro — So, factors over Roy — S’OO, then
by Lemma 2] we deduce that Ro — Ss is the filtering inductive limit of almost étale coverings,
in fact an almost étale covering.

Corollary 2.4. (i) If c = m (resp. ¢ = 1), then the Frobenius is surjective on R /pRoc (T€SP.
Roo /pRos ). )

(i) If c = w (resp. ¢ = 1) and S is a finite integral normal R-algebra (resp. R-algebra), étale

in characteristic zero and flat over KT, then the Frobenius is surjective on Sso/DSso (Te€SP.

Soo/PSso).

Proof. We do the case ¢ = 7, the case ¢ = 1 being similar. By the Almost Purity Theorem and
Corollary 22 it suffices to show (i). In this case, by étaleness over

0(0) o = ligO(c)n

it suffices to show that the Frobenius is surjective on the latter modulo p. First note that the
Frobenius is surjective on KI /pKf: we have Kt /pKt = k[u]/(u®) where e is the ramification
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index of K and K} = K*[X]/(XP" — 7), so K} /pK}t = K+ /pK*[z] with 2" = u and so
KT /pKZ has surjective Frobenius. Now every element of O(c)s/pO(c)s has the form

P
Z UNTl(ml)"l .. .T(ET1d+l)"d+l _ (Z Ujlv/;oTl(mlJrl)m N .Td(fld+1+1)nd+l)

for some vy € KT /pKT so the claim in this case is clear. O

2.2.5. Given a flat KT-algebra S, we define the canonical log-structure Lg on S as the sheaf which
associates to each étale S-algebra S’ the monoid

(S'[/pD)* NS

Note that this is an integral and saturated log-structure if S is normal. For example, if R is a
small KT-algebra, then Lg is the usual fine log-structure of the scheme Spec(R). Now if S is a
finite integral R-algebra, étale in characteristic zero, let f : Spec(S) — Spec(R) be the structure
morphism and let Mg be the log-structure on Spec(.S) associated to the sheaf of monoids

{reLls|FneN: 2P e f*Lr}.
We call Mg the p-saturation of L in Lg.

Lemma 2.3. With notation as above.

(i) If c = m, then there is a saturated integral monoid with surjective Frobenius inducing a chart
for the log-structure Mg_ := hﬂn Mg, on Spec(Sx). In fact, we can take the same monoid
as for Mp_ .

(i) If ¢ = 1, then there is a saturated integral monoid with surjective Frobenius inducing a chart

for Mg := h_n}n Mg on Spec(Se), where Mg = hﬂk oL MSn®K+L+’ the limit being over
all finite extensions L of K, in K.

Proof. (i): We first prove the assertion for R.. Consider the map N[1/p]" — Mg_ : (a1,...,q) —
I, TZ-(M)W7 where a; = % We claim that it is a chart for Lg__, which will clearly imply the
p

result in this case. To see this, up to replacing R, by its strict henselization at a point, we may
assume that R, is a strictly henselian local ring. Then it is the limit of the strict henselizations of
the R, at the image points, so we can assume that R and R,, are strictly henselian local rings for
cach n € N. Since O(c),,/(T\™) is regular, then by étaleness it follows that R, /(T\™) is a regular
local ring, if T; is not a unit in R. So in this case Ti(n) generates a prime ideal of R,,. Moreover,
since [];_, Tl-(") = ¢, every prime divisor of ¢, in R, is generated by one of the Ti("). These are
also the prime divisors of p in R,,. It follows from this that for each n € N there is a canonical
isomorphism
Lr, (R,)/R = p—lnNS cx e (v (2)

where v, (—) denotes the valuation at the prime ideal generated by Tl-(") normalized by vr, (T;) = 1,
assuming T; is not a unit in R (0 < s < r). These maps are compatible as n varies, so taking the
limit over n to get an isomorphism

LR (Roo) /RS = N[1/p)*.

Since the natural map N[1/p]” — Lr__ (R )/R%5, = N[1/p]°® is none other than the projection, this
proves the claim.
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We now show that this chart induces the log-structure Mg_ . As above for R, to see this we
may assume R, Sy, and S, are a strictly henselian local rings. Suppose & € Lg, (S,) such that
2" € Lr(R), say 2?" = u[[,_, T} for some u € R*. Up to increasing n we may assume that

[T 7™
domain (being a normal local ring). So z and [[;_, Ti(m)"i differ by a unit. Since this holds for all

x, this implies the assertion.
(ii): Recall that since ¢ = 1, the log-structure for small R can be given by the map

m < n. Then y := satisfies y?" = u, whence y € S}, since S, is an integrally closed

N—R:nw— 7"

Let us fix a sequence {r,} of elements of K satisfying m9 = 7 and mh . =7y, for alln € N. We
claim that the map

n

N[1/p] = Su : % =

is a chart for the log-structure Mz . To see this we may (as above) reduce to the case R and Seo

are strictly henselian local ring (and S is an integrally closed domain, being the limit of normal
local rings). If € L5 _(Sx) is such that 2" € Lg(R), then we may write z7" = ur™ for some

[oop]

'r m ~ ~
u € R* and n € N. Then y := — satisfies y* = u, whence y € S5, since S is an integrally
0

closed domain. So z differs from 87;1 element of the image of N[1/p] up to a unit, and this implies
(ii).
O

2.3. Almost étale coverings of Fontaine rings. By Corollary 2.4] we may, following Fontaine,
construct the Fontaine rings

A;ro = @ngys(éoo/pROJEn, 0)
. 0 & &

where S is a finite integral normal R-algebra, étale in characteristic zero. Our aim in this section
is to show that

AL /P AL — AL(S)/p"AL(S)

is an almost étale homomorphism and from this deduce some consequences. We first set up the
almost ring theory in this context.

2.3.1. We will consider the almost ring theory of the ring A, (K+) = W(P(KT/pK+)) with
respect to the ideal a, union of the principal ideal []3]8 for all positive rational exponents ¢ >

0. Note that [p]® is not a zero divisor: this is true modulo p since P(K+/pK+) is a valua-
tion ring (hence an integral domain) and so in general since Aj,¢(K ™) is p-adically separated
and torsion free, being the ring of Witt vectors of a perfect ring of characteristic p. We view
W(K*/pK™) as a Ajnt(K™T)-algebra under the homomorphism induced by the canonical homomor-
phism P(K*/pK+) — K*/pK+. Then the pair (W(K*/pK*),a-W(K*/pK")) is an example
of the pairs (W (A/pA), [m]) considered in §2.1.21
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2.3.2. Remark. The ring Acyis(KT)/p™ Acis(KT) can be viewed as an Ajne(K™)-algebra in 2 dif-
ferent ways, the first is via the canonical map Ajns(KT) — Aeis(K ™) arising from the construc-
tion of Aeris(KT) in the 1st proof of Theorem [T and the second is via the map Aj(KT) —
W(K*/pK*) — W, (K*/pKt) = Acis(K1)/p" Acris(K™T), where the last map is the canonical
one arising the construction of Agis(K™)/p™ Acris(K™) in the 2nd proof of Theorem [Tl We claim
that the image of the ideal a under these 2 maps is the same. To see this it suffices to note that by
Remark (LZ2) (d) we have [p*] = [p/P"] in Acis(K ) /p" Acris(K ).

2.3.3. Let R be a small integral Kt-algebra and let T be a p-adically complete logarithmic -
algebra such that R/pR is a T-algebra. In practice we will have T'= ¥ or T will be a formal ¥-lift
of R/pR. For all n > 1, write T,, := T /p"T.

We assume that the log-structure of 7' is fine and saturated, defined by a fine saturated monoid
Ar. Let S be a finite integral normal R-algebra étale in characteristic zero. We endow it with the
log-structure Mg of §2.2.8 and endow Spec(S/pS) with the inverse image log structure. By taking
limits this then defines a log-structure on Ss / pSse. Define

Angg,oo,T = ].&nHﬁ)g—crys(ROO/pROJTnJrlv ﬁ)
Al—ggpo,T(S) = @Hﬁ)g—crys(goo/pgoJTnJrlv ﬁ)

Proposition 2.3. The canonical homomorphism

A+

log,oo,T/pnAJr - A+

log,c0,T log,00,T

(8)/P" Ajgc0,7(S)

log,00,T
is an almost étale homomorphism of Aijns(K™)-algebras.
Proof. Firstly, by Corollary 2] the canonical homomorphism

Wi (Roo /pRoc) = Wa(Soo/pSc)

is almost étale of W,,(K+ /pK*)-algebras. Now, by Lemma 23] there is a saturated integral monoid
M with surjective Frobenius giving a chart for the log-structures of both R., and S, so by

Corollary 2.4] we may construct Afgg w7 (S) as in the second proof of Theorem [T Let M be the

saturated integral monoid defining the log-structure on Roo, hence also on Se (see Lemma 23)),
and set Q := M @ Ap. Let L := ker(Q® — M®P), where the map @ — M is induced by the maps

M — M :m+— mP" and the structure map Ay — M. By construction, Afgg - T(S)/p”Al'gg o1 (S)

is a quotient of a divided power hull of (Wn(goo/pgoo) 7 Tn)l , where by definition (¢f. the second
og
proof of Theorem [L.1))

(Wn(éoo /p8s) @1, Tn)log = (Wi (8o /pSsc) ©2 Ty) @z Z[L).

Now, the canonical homomorphism

(Win(Roso/PRoo) @z Tpn) @z Z[L) = (Wi (Sso/PSec) @z T)) @z Z[L]
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is almost étale (Cor. 21)). This implies that we have a commutative diagram
(Wn(Roo/pRoc) ®2 Tyy) @z ZIL] ——— (Wi (Seo/pSec) ®2 Tr,) @z Z[L]
P11 @101

(ROO/pRoo ®z Tn) ®z Z[L] — (goo/pgoo ®z T,) ®z Z[L]

L—1 Li—1
Roo /pRoc e Soo/PSso

in which all three squares are almost cofibred, where we denote by ®" : W,,(A) — A : (ag, .., Gn-1) —
ay . In particular, the commutative diagram

(W (Roo/PRoo) @z Tpp) @7 Z[L] ——— (W (Seo/PSs0) @z Tp) @z Z[L]

| !

Roo /pRoo e Soo/PSse
is almost cofibred. Taking divided power hulls for the kernels of the vertical maps and then taking
the quotient by the ideal generated by all divided powers of elements of the form ¢ ® I — p; ® 1

(where ¢, p; € Q satisfy | = p;/q € L C Q®P), it follows from the next lemma that the canonical
map

A oo /P Al g o 7 O W (e /ol @) @2 ZIL] (Wi (S /PSse) @2 Tn) ®z Z[L]
AF:)g,oo,T(S)/pnA;:)g,oo,T(S)

is an almost isomorphism of W, (K+ /pK +)—alge_bras. _This proves that the homomorphism of the
statement is an almost étale morphism of W, (K /pK™)-algebras. By Remark (2.3.2)), it follows
that it is also an almost étale morphism of Aj,s(K)-algebras. O

In the proof we have made use of the following almost analogue of a well-known result on divided
power hulls.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose there is a homomorphism of rings A — B making B into an almost flat
A-algebra. Then for any ideal I C A the canonical map

Ds(I)®a B— Dg(I-B)
is an almost isomorphism, where D o(I) denotes the divided power hull of A for the ideal I.

Proof. For any ring A and any module M let T'4 (M) denote the divided power algebra generated
by M (see e.g. [3 3.9]). Since B is an almost flat A-algebra, the canonical map I ® 4 B — I - B is
an almost isomorphism, hence I'g(I ® 4 B) = T'g(I - B) by [9, Lemma 8.1.13]. But

IFp(I®aB)=TA(I)®4 B
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so I'p(I- B) is an almost flat I" 4 (I)-algebra. Hence if J C T'4(I) denotes the ideal defining D (),
then we have J ®4 B = J ®p, () I'p(I ®4 B) = J-T'p(I - B), and therefore
Fa(l)®aB _ Tp(-B)

Da(I)®4 B = ~
All) @a J®aB J-Tgp(I-B)

= Dg(I- B).
O

2.3.4. Assume that K + is integrally closed in R, so that R is an integral domain (Prop. ET).
Define R to be the normalization of R in the maximal profinite connected étale covering of R[1/p]
(taking for base point an algebraic closure of Q(R)) . Then we have

m1(Spec(R[1/p])) = Gal(R[1/p]/R[1/p])

and Roo[1/p] — R[1/p] is the inductive limit of Galois coverings of Roo[1/p]. Define
A = Gal(R[1/p]/R[1/p])
and } }
Aso = Gal(Reo[1/p]/R[1/p]).-

Then A, is a quotient of A and let Ag := ker(A — A,). With the log-structure of §2.2.5 on R,
define o

Albgr =M Hiy o (R/PR| T4, 0).

Lemma 2.5. If KT is integrally closed in R, then the homomorphism Rso — R is the filtering
inductive limit of almost Galois coverings.

Proof. Let us first show that every non-zero almost étale covering of Roo is almost faithfully flat.

Consider the ring (Roo)s := Homp+ (Moo, Roo) defined in [9, §2.2.9]. If ¢ € Hom e+ (Moo, Roo) is
an idempotent, then for all z,y € my,

zo(y) = p(zy) = @(x) - (y)
so x = ¢(x), whence ¢ = id in (ROO)* So R. has no almost idempotents, hence every almost
projective Raso-module of finite rank is either almost zero or everywhere of constant non-zero rank,
hence almost faithfully flat.

Now, let S be a finite integral normal R-algebra, such that R[1/p] — S[1/p] is a Galois covering.
Let LT be the integral closure of KT in S, and write L = Q(L*). Then by the almost purity
theorem, the homomorphism R, — S is an almost étale covering and factors over the almost
étale covering Roc — Roo - By Lemma 2111t follows that Reo 1 — So is an almost étale covering.
It is easy to see that it must also be an almost Galois covering. Let G be the Galois group of
Roo.1.[1/p] = Soo[1/p]. The same argument with S replaced by S®p+ ET for ET the normalization
of L in a finite Galois extension L C E proves that

Roo,E — Soo,E'

is an almost Galois covering, where Sy g is the normalization of Ry ®p S ®p+ ET. Let S, =
1i_n>1E Soo,r. Taking the limit over E' we get a homomorphism

Roo = Seo
which is an almost Galois covering: there is a canonical almost isomorphism

h_ngSOO)E @ Reo.s S0, mligSoo,E x G.
E E



ALMOST ETALE EXTENSIONS OF FONTAINE RINGS 27

In particular, Rsc — R is almost faithfully flat.
Corollary 2.5. The canonical homomorphism

+ + + +
Alog,oo,T/pnAlog,oo,T - Alog,T/pnAlog,T
is the filtering inductive limit of almost Galois coverings.
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 23] so we refer there for details and point out

the differences in this case. First note that since Roo / pR — R/pR is the filtering inductive limit
of almost Galois coverings, by Cor. 2.3]so is

Wi (Roo /PRoo) = Wy (R/pR).
As in the proof of Proposition 2.3 define @ := M & Ar and
L := ker(Q8% — M?®P).
Looking at the proof of Proposition we note that we have an almost cofibred square
(Wn(ROO/pROO) ®zTn) ®z Z[L] —— (Wn(R/pR) 2 T,) @z Z[L]

Reo/pRoo —_ R/pR.
Hence we deduce that the canonical map
Aigg,oo,T/pnAltg,oo,T O (W, (Roo /pRos)®2Tn ) ©2Z[L] (Wn(R/pR) @z Tn) ®z Z[L] — Angg 7/p" Alog T

is an almost isomorphism, and since tensor product commutes with inductive limits, we are done.
O

Corollary 2.6. (i) The canonical map

Ao
+ +
Alog 9] T/pnAlog oo, T - (Alog,T/pnAlog T)

18 an almost isomorphism.
(i) Aﬂ;g’T/p"Altg’T is a discrete A-module and for all i # 0 we have

Hi(AO, Af:)g,T/pnAngg,T) =~ 0.

Proof. Part (i) follows from Proposition 1] (i) by taking the inductive limit. For (ii), note that
AI'Z&T/p"Angg)T is a quotient of a divided power hull of (W,,(R/pR) ®z T,,) ®z Z|L]. Now, we may
view M as a submonoid of R. In this way we see that every element of M®P, hence also 8P, is fixed
by an open subgroup of A. So every element of (W,,(R/pR) ®zT,) ®z Z[L] is also fixed by an open
subgroup of A. Thus, every element of Alog /D At)g,T is fixed by an open subgroup of A, which
proves the first assertion of (ii). As in (i), the second assertion of (ii) follows from Proposition 2]
(iii) by taking the inductive limit. O

In particular, via the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence of Galois cohomology we deduce canon-
ical almost isomorphisms for all ¢

Hi (AOO? ‘Alj:)g,oo,T/pn‘AJr

log,0c0 T) HZ(A Angg T/pnAlJcr)g,T)'

This almost isomorphism will enable us to express the right-hand side in terms of crystalline coho-
mology.
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3. GEOMETRIC GALOIS COHOMOLOGY OF FONTAINE RINGS

In this section we construct a natural de Rham resolution of the Fontaine rings Al'gg 5, and then
we compute the (geometric) Galois cohomology of its components. Assume throughout that R is
an étale localization of a small integral K t-algebra and that K is integrally closed in R.

3.1. Canonical de Rham resolutions of Fontaine rings.

3.1.1. If ¢ =1, then let v =1, and if ¢ = 7 then let v = u, where %,, = W,,(k)[u] (u®). Define
O(c) =31, ... T,, T, .., TN/ (Th - - T — ).

Since R/pR is an étale O(c)/pO(c)-algebra, for all n > 1 there exists an étale O(c)/p"O(c)-algebra
R, lifting R/pR, unique up to canonical isomorphism. Fix a projective system {Rn}nEZ>0 of
compatible lifts and define R := gnn Ry. We endow R,, with the log-structure associated to

NN =Ry (ny,enny) = [T
=1

in the case ¢ = 7, and
N:N=oR,:n—u

in the case ¢ = 1.

3.1.2. Consider the canonical map
h : Spec(R/pR) — Spec(R/pR)

and the associated morphism of log-crystalline topoi with respect to the DP-base ¥,,. By Propo-
sition [[Il h.& is a quasi-coherent crystal of &-modules on (R/pR|X;)i0g-crys. Since Spec(R,,) is
a log-smooth lift of Spec(R/pR), by [12, Thm. 6.2] there is an integrable quasi-nilpotent loga-
rithmic connection d on h. (R, ) whose associated de Rham complex computes the log-crystalline
cohomology of R/pR over the DP-base X,,. Since this cohomology vanishes in non-zero degree by
Theorem [I1] it follows that the augmentation

Al—ic_)g,E/pnAl—ic_)g,E = Hl(g)g—crys(R/pRlznu ﬁ) - h*ﬁ(Rn) ORn w;Zn/En

is a quasi-isomorphism, where wf, - = AR, Wk, sz, and wh /5, is the sheaf of logarithmic
differentials ([12, 1.7]). This quasi-isomorphism is the analogue of Poincaré’s lemma which we
will use in our comparison strategy. Our aim is to (almost) compute the A-cohomology of the
components of this resolution.

From now on we write

+ . g+
A .-Alo&E
and

M+ = 1.&n‘Ezloc)g—crys(‘R/p}_%we’n7 ﬁ)

Note that M+ /p"M™* = h,O(R,,).
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3.1.3. Let

0(€) oo = h_rrgl O(¢)n,L

so that Ree = R ®0(c) O(¢)ss- The same argument as above can be applied to the morphism
oo = Spec(0(¢)oe /PO(€)s0) — Spec(O(c) /pO(c)).

By Proposition[[Tlthe sheaf hoo . O is a quasi-coherent crystal of &-modules on the site (O(c)/pO(c)|Er )i0g-crys
and hence we have a canonical isomorphism

hoo xO(Rn) = hoo x 0 (6(c)/p"O(c)) e (c) /pro(c) Rn-
Note that in the notation of the previous section we have
hooxO(Ry) = Afggooﬁ/p”AEg)oo)R.

Also, there is an integrable quasi-nilpotent logarithmic connection d on heo & (R,,) whose associ-
ated de Rham complex is a resolution of

+ +
Alog,oo,E/pnA

log,00,5"
Define
AL = AL(R) = A, o5
and

MY = ME(R) = lim hoo . O(Ry,).

n

3.1.4. Note that, in the notation of §2.3] we have

+ +

Moo - Alog,oo,R
- +

M = Alogﬁ

in particular, the canonical map MF /p"MF — M™/p"M™ is the inductive limit of almost Galois
coverings, Mt /p" M} =~ (M*/p”MﬂA

H' (Do, M3 [p" ML) ~ H' (A, M [p"M*).

°, and we have canonical almost isomorphisms for all

3.1.5. Define
Acris,oo(R) = @H(?rys(éoo/pROJWn‘i‘l(k)? ﬁ)
Acris (R) = @1 ngys(R/pR|Wn+1 (k)7 ﬁ)

This is just the classical crystalline cohomology, i.e. we ignore the log-structures.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be an integrally closed domain of characteristic zero such that the Frobenius is
surjective on A/pA. Assume that A contains a sequence p = (p,pl/p,pl/p2, ...) of p-power roots of

p satisfying (pl/pnﬂ)p =p'/?" for all n. Let
0:W(P(A/pA)) — A

denote the canonical map constructed in the proof of Theorem[I1l Then ker(0) is a principal ideal
generated by & := [p] — p, where we identify p with the element it defines in P(A/pA).
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Proof. We assume x € ker(f mod p). Write x = (z(™),, with (TP = 2(") for all n. Then we
have 2P = 0. Let () € A be a lift of (). Then (NP = py for some y € A so 20 e A

pl/p
because A is integrally closed. Hence z(1) € p'/P. A/pA. Continuing in this manner we find that
r € p- P(A/pA). This proves the claim modulo p, and since W (P(A/pA)) is p-adically complete

and A is p-torsion free the lemma follows. g

Proposition 3.1. Let A be a flat Kt algebra. Assume that A is an integrally closed domain, and
that the Frobenius is surjective on A/pA. Let

Acrin(A/pA) 1= lim HS, (A/pA|W, (k). 0).

Then

(i) There is a canonical isomorphism
Acris(A/pA)/p = (A/pA) QR+ /pK+ Acis (K1) /p.
(i) There is a canonical isomorphism
Acris(A/pA) [p" = Wi (P(A/PA)) @ (p(i+ jpic+)) Aeris(KT)/p".
(111) Acris(A/pA)/p™ is flat over W, (k).

Proof. (i): By construction (¢f. the second proof of Thm. [[l), Acis(A/pA)/p is the divided power
hull of A/pA for the kernel of the Frobenius, i.e. for the ideal generated by p'/P. Since the same is
true for Aeis(KT)/p and A/pA is flat over K+ /pK ™, the result follows from the fact that formation
of divided power hulls commutes with flat tensor product.

(ii): Let P := P(K*/pK™). We first show that P(A/pA) is flat over P. Since P is a valuation
ring, every finitely generated ideal is principal. Let z = ((™) € P and a = (a(™) € P(A/pA) and
consider a ® = € (a) @p P(A/pA). Then za = 0 if and only if z(Ma(™ = 0 for all n, if and only
if o™ ® 2™ =0 in (a(™) D+ pic+ A/pA for all n (A/pA being flat over KT /pK™), if and only
if a®x = 0. This proves the flatness claim. Now since P(A/pA) is a perfect ring, it follows that
W(P(A/pA)) is p-torsion free, hence by Bourbaki’s flatness criterion we deduce that W,,(P(A/pA))
is a flat W,,(P)-algebra for all n. Now by Lemma B we know that A.is(A/pA)/p™ is the divided
power hull of W,,(P(A/pA)) for the ideal generated by &, hence since taking divided power hulls
commutes with flat base change, (ii) follows.

(iii): follows easily from these considerations. O

Let 1 <i < d+ 1. Note that by construction we have an element
1= (1", 1. 17, ) € P(Roo/pRec).
If « = n/p" with n,r € N, then we define
T = Ti(r)n
and

T, o= (T, 7™ ) € P(Roo/pRoc).

We'll also usually write [T;]* := [T;%], where [] is the Teichmiiller lift.

Proposition 3.2. In the case R = O(c), there is a canonical isomorphism
M;g/pnMng ~ Acris,oo(R)/pnAcris,oo(R) <X7 X27 X37 ceey Xd+l>
where the X, Xa, ..., Xqy1 are indeterminates. In particular, MY /p" MY is a flat W, (k)-module.
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Proof. The flatness claim will follow from Proposition 3.1l once we show that M /p" M has the
desired form. For this we check the universal property. Define

T, o= (T, TV, T, ...) € P(Roo /pRoc)
and ¢ := (¢, ¢1,¢2,...) = [[,_; T;. Consider the ring
1 1 1
) 7X ’ ey X T v
1+ X 71+ X, T X
Make C into a W, [u][T}, ...,TT,TTj:Ll17 ...,Tlﬁl]/(n;l T; — v)-algebra as follows. If ¢ = 7 (resp.
Hi:Q(l +Xi)
1+ X
), and T; to [T3] - (1 + X;)~ ! for 2 <i < d+ 1. For an affine object (U < T) of

C := Wy (P(Roo /PRs)) | X

c = 1), then send u to [x] - (1 + X)™* (resp. u to [x] — X), T1 to [T4]

T 1+ X;
[ﬂ] H1_2( )
ld .
the site (Roo/pRoc|©(€)/p"O(€))10g-crys define a map
extending the canonical map 67 : W, (P(Rs/pRs)) — Or (see the proof of Theorem ) by
sending X to O7([c]) - 7' — 1 (resp. X to O7([zx]) — u) and X; to O7([T;]) - T, ' — 1 (note that
by Lemma [T these elements exist in &7 (T)). One checks easily that this is the unique map of
Wl [T1, ..., Tr, T, ..y Tdﬁll]/(]_[::l T; —v)-algebras extending O7. It follows from LemmaB. I that

the kernel of the map to C' — Rug /pf%oo is the ideal generated by p, &, and X, Xs, ..., X441. So the di-
vided power hull CPF of C for this ideal is precisely Aeris oo (R)/P™ Acris.co (R) (X, Xa, X3, .., Xay1)-
By the uniqueness of #7 we see that it suffices now to define a log-structure on CPY such that
CPP defines an object of (Rao/pRoo|©(c)/p™O(c))iog-crys, i-e. the surjection CPP — Ru/pRo is
an exact closed immersion. We show this in the case ¢ = 7, the case ¢ = 1 being similar. Recall
(92.2.5) that the log-structure Mp_  is associated to

p:N[1/p]" = Reo/pRac
(a1, .y p) HTZ-O"'.
=1

Let @ = P(N[1/p]") @ N” and let A : @ — N[1/p]” the map induced by the natural maps
P(N[1/p]") — N[1/p]" and N" C N[1/p]". Define L := ker(A8P : Q8P — Z") and let QL C Q5P be
the submonoid consisting of elements of the form ¢l with ¢ € @ and [ € L. Since

P(N[1/p]") = N[1/p]" : (@ p™")nen —

(resp. T to

we have
P (N[1/p]")** = Z[1/p]".
So L is the kernel of the map
Zl/p"eZ" — Z[1/p]"
(a1, ey ar)y (N1, eeyny)) = (1 + 101, +1p)
That is, L consists of the tuples ((—nq,...,—n;),(n1,...,n,)) with n; € Z. Define 1 + X; :=

1+ X
T+7. Note that
Hi:Q(l + X) - -
X, X1,..., X, € ker(CP? = Ry /pRs)
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and hence 1+ X, 14+ X7, ..., 1+ X, are units of CPY. We endow CPF with the log-structure associated
to

QL — CP?
induced by the maps

P(N[L/p]"™*") = CPP s (" )nen — [(u(m™))nen]
N" — 0(c)/p"O(c) = CP*

L — (PP ((—n1, ..., =), (N1, ooy ny)) ﬁ(l + X;) ™.

i=1

It is easy to check that these maps are compatible and do indeed define a map QL — CPP. With
the natural maps QL — N[1/p]” and CPP — R, /pRoo, we get a closed immersion of log schemes.
Now by the same argument as that of Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [[LTl we see that it is an exact
closed immersion, and hence we are done. ]

3.2. Computations in Galois cohomology.
3.2.1. Note that A, = Zp(l)d. Let o9, ...,04+1 be a choice of topological generators of A,,. For
each 2 < i < d -+ 1, we have o; (Ti(")) = (pn Ti(n) for a p"th root of unity (pn. Define
1= (1,6, Gy ) € P(KT/KT)
so that o(7;) = 1 - T;. Furthermore, define
t == log([1]).

Let us make some remarks on the Galois cohomology of the group A.. Let Z,[[Ax]] be the
completion of the group ring Z,[A] in the topology induced by the profinite topology of A..
Then for any discrete p-torsion A,,-module N, we have canonical isomorphisms for all i

where the Ext-group is taken in the category of topological Z,[[A]]-modules. Since Ao, =2 Z, (1)<,
we have an isomorphism of rings

Zp[[A)] = Zplloz — 1, ...,0441 — 1]].
This implies that the Koszul complex L := ®z, A J)Li, where L; is the complex defined

0’7;71

0 —— Zp[[Ax]] Zp[[Ax]] —— 0,

is a homological resolution of Z, by free compact Z,[[As]]-modules. Then we have an isomorphism
of complexes (up to shifting the degree)

Homg,1a ) (L, N) = L @z,[a.) N

i.e. the Galois cohomology of N can be computed using the Koszul complex L ®z, (ja.)) N-
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3.2.2.

Lemma 3.2. Assume R = O(c). Every element of Acris,co(R)/D" Acris,c0(R) can be written as a
finite sum of the form
PIETS

k>0
with x, € Wy, (P(Reo/PRoo)) of the form
d+1
mevm H[E]ai’m
m 1=1
where ;. m € N[1/p] for 1 <i<r and a;m € Z[1/p] forr+1 <i<d+1 and v, € Ains(KT).

Proof. The lemma will follow from Lemma [B] once we show that we can get the x in the desired
form. Since the ring of Witt vectors W, (A) of a perfect ring A of characteristic p is equal to its
subring of elements of the form ), p™[an], where a,, € A and [-] denotes the Teichmiiller lift, it
suffices to prove the claim modulo p. By definition, we obtain an element of P(]:?Oo / pROO) by taking
roots of 7 € Rao /pRso. We may write

d+1

r = E UN HTlnl
N i=1

where vy € K+ /pK* and n; € N[1/p]. Make a choice of p-power roots of elements of K*/pK+
(this will not affect the statement of the lemma). If v € K+ /pK ™, then let v := (v,v'/?, VP ) e
P(K™*/pK™) for the made choice of p-power roots of v. Define

d+1

re= ov [[ T
N i=1

Taking pth roots of r we get
d+1
ooyt T +pm /o
N i=1
1/ 2 d+1 (2),” 2 / 2 2
Z,UNP H Tz i _|_p¢l1/P Tzl’ p +p02P/P r9
N i=1

()

2)

(r™) = rAptrp™Pr +
where a; € N. Now recall that p has divided powers in Aeris oo (R)/PAcris oo (R) s0 we get
() =z + g
The lemma follows. O
3.2.3. For all 2 <i < d we define a sub-K *-algebra O(c)((fo) C O(c)wo as follows:
e if 2 <4 < r, then O(c)Sf.) is the sub-K T-algebra of O(c)s generated by Tjﬁj7 Jj ¢ {1,i},
2<j<d+1,B; € N[1/p], and (T;T1)? with B € N[1/p]
e ifr+1<i<d+1 then O(c)f,zo) is the sub-K T-algebra of O(c)s, generated by Tjﬁj7 j#1,
2<j<d+1, p; € N[1/p|
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Lemma 3.3. O(c)s is faithfully flat over O(C)éi,)

Proof. The case ¢ = 1 being trivial, we only consider the case ¢ = 7. First assume 2 < i < r. Write

O(C)éi,) = (hgn O(c)gf)) @t KT where

K20, T o jcar jri

(20 T jer i T3 = n)

where Z(W = T\ T™ It suffices to check that O(c)) — O(c), is faithfully flat. Note that
Ofe)n = OV T, T/ (2 = TV TL).

Since O(c),, is an integral domain, it suffices to check that 0(0)53)/(200) — 0(c)n/(Z™) is flat.
K", 1)

(1)
the claim is obvious. O

Oy =

But O(c),/(Z™) = &k 0(0) /(Z2™) and the claim follows. For r +1 < i < d + 1

Lemma 3.4. Fiz some i, 2 < i <d+1, and let Z,(1) be the factor of A corresponding to o;.
There is an isomorphism of O(C)Q[ZP(I)]—modules
O)e= P Ea
a€Z[1/p]

where E, is the o;-eigenspace of eigenvalue (., where o = n/p" with (n,p) = 1. E, is a free
O(C)gi)-module of rank 1 with generator e, given by

o if2<i<randa>0, theney, =T

o if2<i<randa<O0, theney =T “

o ifr+1<i<d+1, then eq =T/
Proof. First assume that 2 < ¢ < r. Clearly, every element f € O~(c)oo has the form f =
2 BeN[1/p] 2p,T T with 24, in the sub-K T-algebra of O(c)s generated by Tjﬁj, Jj ¢ {1,i},
2<j<d+1,B; €N[1/p]. So we can write

f:Z Z zﬁ,w(TiTl)’yTia‘FZ Z xﬁﬁ(TiTl)ﬁTfa-
a>0f—y=« a<0 f—y=«a
Hence
O(€) oo = Z E,.
a€Z[1/p]

Let Xo =3 5 _n284(TiT1) f a > 0and Xo =325 x5~ (T;T1)? otherwise. It remains
to show that the writing f = > oo XoT{* + D o0 XaTy @ is unique. Equivalently it suffices
to show that if f = 0 then X, = 0 for all . It suffices to show this for the image of f in
O(¢)o[1/p] = lim I_([T;[pin, e ijf;n], where it is evident. The case ¢ > r is similar. O

In the sequel we often write Acris oo = Acris.co(O(c)). For 2 < i < d define a sub-Aeis(K™T)-
algebra Ag?ism / p"A(l)

cris,o0
e if 2 < i <7, then Agi)is7oo/p"A((:?is)oo the sub-Aeyis(KT)-algebra of Acyis oo /p" Acris,co gener-

ated by [T}]% with j ¢ {1,i},2<j <d+1, ; € N[1/p], and [T;T1]° with 8 € N[1/p]

C Acris,o0 /D" Acris,co as follows:
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e ifr+1<¢<d+1, then Agls OO/p"ACT1S « the sub-Aqis(K1)-algebra of Acris oo /P" Acris, oo

generated by [T]ﬁf, j#i1,2<j<d+1,p; € N]1/p.

Proposition 3.3. Fiz some i, 2 <i <d+1, and let Zy(1) be the factor of Ao corresponding to

0;. There is an isomorphism of ACHS OO/p”AC?lS wolZp(1)]-modules
Acris,oo (O(C))/pnAcris,oo % @ F
a€Z(1/p]

where F,, is the o;-eigenspace of eigenvalue [1]*. F, is a free Al
with generator e, given by

o if2<i<randa>0, then e = [T;]*

o if2<i<randa<0,then eq = [T1]7*

o ifr+1<i<d+1, then eq = [T3]“.

/p"ACTlS w-module of rank 1

CrlS o0

Proof. First assume 2 < i < r. If n = 1, then by Proposition [3.J] we have an isomorphism
Acris,oo/pAcris,oo = (O(C)oo/po(c)oo) ®f{+/pf(+ Acris (K+)/pAcris(K+)

which sends T; to Ti(l) ® 1. It follows from Lemma [B.3] that under this isomorphism we have

crls OO/pACI‘IS 0o = ( ( ) Z)/po( ) ) (X)KJF/;DKJr ACrls( +)/pAcris(K+)

hence in this case the claim follows from the last lemma.
Now we show the result by induction on n. Assume it true for n — 1. From Lemma we see
that we can write any a € Acris,co/P" Acris,co i the form

a=Y wpo[LI° L) =) Y wpa LD+ Dz, [L0)° 0] °
By a>0f—y=a a<0f—y=a

with xg in the sub-Aes(K)- algebra of Acris, oo /D" Acris,co generated by [ ]ﬁﬂ with j ¢ {1,i},

2<j<d+1, B € N[1/p|. Define X, :=z5,[T;T1]7 if @ > 0 and X, := 25, [I;T1]° otherwise. It
remains to show that if ¢ = 0, then Xa =0 for all . We have an exact sequence

-1 -1
0— pn Acris,oo/pnAcris,oo — Acris,oo/pnAcris,oo — Acris,oo/pn Acris,oo —0

and if a = 0, then X, =0 mod p”~! by induction hypothesis. So X, = p"~ 'Y, for all a. Since
by flatness over W, (k) we have p" ! Acyis oo /D" Acris,co = Acris,oo/PAcris,co (Prop. B]) we see that
Y, = 0 for all a and this completes the proof for 2 < ¢ < r. For ¢ > r the proof is similar. g

Corollary 3.1. Fiz some i, 2 <i<d+1, and let Z,(1) be the factor of A corresponding to o;.
Then
t- (ACTiS,OO(O(C))/pnAcris,oo(O(C)))Ui:1 C @ pmax{O,nfvp(a)}Fa'

a€Z,vp () >0

Proof. If f € F, is invariant under o;, then 0 = ([1]* — 1)f and by Proposition there exists
ba € Aeris(K™T) such that b ([1]* — 1) f = p’tf, where v, = max {0, v,(a)}. So if v,(a) < 0, then
tf =0. If v,(o) > 0, then @ € Z and so ([1]* — 1)f = auqatf for some unit u, (by loc. cit.). So tf
is killed by p¥»(®) and hence the result follows from the flatness over W, (k) (Prop. BI)). O
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Corollary 3.2. The canonical map
¢t (AcriS,oo(O(C))/pnAcriS,oo(O(C)))Aoo - (M;(O(C))/pnM;(O(C)))
has image in B;gg/p”Bngg ®x, ©(c)/p"O(c).

A

Proof. We have X; = [I;] ® T; ' — 1. If a € N[1/p] with v,(a) > 0, then o € N and setting
Mg = max {0,n — v,(a)} we have

pren)* = preTR(L) T —141)°
= PTP+ TN prrala—1) - (a1 + )X,
>0
— pmaﬂa

forall 1 <i<d+1,sop™[L;]* € O(c)/p"O(c).

Now, let a € (Acrisyoo(O(c))/p”Acrisyoo(O(c)))A“’. Assumethat 2 <i <r. Writea =} - Xo[Ti]*+
> a<co Xa[T1]7®. Then by the last corollary, we have

ta= > Xp™T*+ Y Xipmeh] e
a>0,vp,(a)>0 a<0,vp,(a)>0
where X! p™~ = tX,. That is,
ta= Y XpMTe+ Y XpTeT
a€N,v,(a)>0 —aeN,v,(a)>0
Now we pick some j # i, 2 < j < r, and apply a similar reasoning to the X! to deduce that
W= X v X veer
BEN,v,(8)>0 —BEN,v,(B8)>0

where the Y} lie in the sub-Aeyis (K T)-algebra of Acyis,oo (O(€))/p™ Acris,0o (O(c)) generated by [T;T;T4]°,

B € N[1/p], and [T}]%, k ¢ {1,i,5},2 <k <d+1, Br € N[1/p]. The case for r +1 < j < d+ 1 is

similar. Continuing in this way we clearly obtain the result. O

Theorem 3.1. We have
7 AOO T
td - (ME(R)/p"ME(R))™™ C B, /p" B, ®s, R

Proof. We will give the proof in several steps.
Step 0: Recall that by quasi-coherence of ho &, we have a canonical isomorphism

MI(R)/p"ML(R) 2= ML (0(c)/p" ML (0(c) ®e(e)/pmo(e) Ra-
Hence we may assume that R = O(c). In this case, by Proposition [3:21 we have
M /P ML = AL P AL (X, .y Xat) -
For the proof it will be better for us to replace X resp. X; by YV := =X resp. Y; :=

T+X
2 <i<d+ 1. Then we have a canonical isomorphism

14X,
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and morally Y = (7] ' @u—1ifc=mand Y; = [[;]7' ® T; — 1. Let D; denote the subalgebra of
MZ /p"MZ, consisting of elements of the form }°y an []; ;. Xj[nj] where any € AT /p" AL . That
is,

Di = A:o/pnA; <}/27 SE) YL SE) Yd+1>

where Yl means we omit Y;. We also define

—AD  pna® <Y,Y2,...,}%,...,Yd+1>

Cl'lb oo Cl'lb oo

Step 1: Suppose that m € MZ /p" M is t-torsion. Write m =3 mnYi["}. Then m,, is t-torsion

for all n. Write m,, = Za>0 XonlT]* + 2 gco Xan[T1]™ with X, € Dl@. Then tX,., =0 for
all a (¢f. Prop. B3)). We have

(o: = (@Y = W@ m st e T - Dl - [mey
v P (A= I A T 1)) R o

r=0
= (W =@y + ZY n=r,
Similarly
(i = (T =Y = (=7 = DT =Y + 1]~ Zym 1) L

Now recall (Prop. [[2) that 1 — [1] = tw for some unit w € Aeyis(K ™), hence

wnfrtnfrfl

(11—t = L P T

is a multiple of ¢ for 0 < r < n. Hence

(o = )(m) = SV ST X (W = D) + 3 Xaw([L] 07" = 1)[T)

a>0 a<0
We'll need this later.
Step 2: For 2 < i < r, consider the derivation d; of M} /p" ML defined
0

0= [Ml 5y

We have 9; = [Tl-Tl]%, hence 0; commutes with o;. Moreover, we claim that the kernel of 9; lies

in D; up to [Ti]-torsion. Indeed, suppose that 0;(m) = 0. Write m = >, akYi[k] with ap € D;.
Then [Th]a, = 0 for k # 0, as claimed.
On [T1] - MF /p" M, we define a one-sided inverse [; to d; as being the unique D;-linear map

such that
/ ]y =y
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for all &k € N.
We claim that if ¢ =7 (resp. ¢ =1)

(i — 1) / oo - S g

n+1 —
-1 [[A+Y)

(ai—l)/T” _ i St (n>0)
i n=1 Il jmul+Y;)

1 1-n _ 1 T n—1
resp. (o; —1) /T1" = 1] L] L] (n>0)
i n=1 Tl ul+Y))
1" -1
where we recall that for any integer n # 0 we have 1] € Aeis(K™) (Prop. I2).
n

Let us show this. Since M is flat over W (k) (cf. Prop. B:2) it suffices to show this in Mt [1/p].
By the binomial theorem we have

n ‘ n " n—r)
T =[L)"(1+Y)" ;T!Yz
hence
/ MTT, "+1Z Y["“ 7]
so we have

/[TlTl]Tn _ zﬂi’n,"rl B [ﬁ]n-’rl '
,—— ¢ n+1  n+1

It follows that
( -—1)/[TT‘]T"— Ll]nﬂ
[oF : 1Lq4(4; — n+ 1
Now for the case of T7* (n > 0). It is not hard to see that for ¢ =«
[L(1+Y)

[locj<, (1 +7Y5)

[z

T =
hence
[L"'a+ )" (73]

[locjcr s+ Y5 (1Y)
Also from the binomial theorem we have

Ty =

(1+Y ZO (n—1)! (_Yi)
hence
= (n+m—1)! m
/(1+Y Z (n—1)! ( v
¢ =0

which is the same as

/i(l‘[i?}]/i)n :nil (1_ (1+}1/i)n1)'

/Tn _ [L"'a+y)" B TP (1+Y)
i (n—1) H2§j§r,j¢i(1+y})n (n—1) Hzgjgr,j;éi(l‘i‘yj)

So we have
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and hence

-7 -1 []"'(1+4Y
i n=1 Ilhejcrul+Y;)
In the case ¢ = 1 we have

_ [Th][c]
= [locjc, 1 +Y5)

and a similar argument gives the desired formula.
Step 3: Now consider an element m € M} /p"MFE. Assume that o;(m) = m. Write m =
IZOZO akYi[k] with aj, € D;. Let us show by induction on ko that t{T;Th|m € t{T;Th] - DY~ [T;, T4).
Here by D7*=!(T;, T1] we mean the D7*~'-subalgebra of M1 /p" M generated by T; and T} (not
the polynomial algebral). For ky = 0 this is trivial. Since 9;(m) = Z:‘;l[ﬁ]akiﬁ[hu we can
assume the claim is true for ¢[T;71]0;(m). That is, we can write t[T;71]0;(m) as a finite sum

HLT0:(m) =TT Y b T+ T > enTT

n>0

where b, c, € D;”Zl, n € N. So we may write
[TiT4)0;(m) = [TT] Y bn T+ [LT] Y ey + 7
n n>0

where 7 is t-torsion. Also, if we define

then we have

hence [Tila € [T4] - D;.

We now assume that ¢ = 7. The following argument applies to the case ¢ = 1 with the formulas
obtained in Step 2.

Substituting the expressions for (o; —1) [,[I3T1]T}" and (0; —1) [, T* obtained in Step 2, we find
(2)

1" 1 ' -1 [mtaty)n
(1—0’1)([TZT1]CL) = bn;[Tz]n-i_ + [TZTl]Cn — — —|—(0’Z—1) /T.
2k Z‘; n=1 Thgjcr izl +Y)" i

Now, since [T;T1]a € [T;T1] - D; we may write

[TiTl]a = Z [TiTl]Xa[g]a + Z [TiTl]on [ﬂ]_a
a€eN[1/p] a€Z[1/p],a<0

with X, in D(i). Hence

7

3) (1-o)(LTa)= Y [LOJX(A-LUNT+ Y [LTXa(l - 1)

a€N[1/p] a€Z[1/p],a<0

Comparing the equations () and (B]) we claim that we get an equality of coefficients of [T;]* and
[T1]~*. Indeed, since the Y,Y;, 2 < j < d+1, j # i, are independent indeterminates we reduce
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to the case where the coefficients lie in Acyis, 0o (O(€))/D™ Acris, oo (O(c)) in which case it follows from
Proposition Now write

[r= S (S Xtz + 3 el
n>0 a>0 a<0
with X, ,, € DZ@ as in Step 1. Since L T is t-torsion, by Step 1 we have

- / =3V S X — DT+ Xen([l] " = DT

n>0 a>0 a<0

Note that in this sum we have n > 0. So comparing with equation ([B]) we deduce that

(az-—l)(/f):o.

Hence comparing equations ([2) and @) we find

0 0 = ULTIX. () <0)
g e

6 b A - )

0 ny) e LAY (LT X1a (1 = (7).

"(n—1) [ocjcrjes (1 +Y5)"
In particular, from Prop. we deduce that

thy = [LT]Xpaat(n+1)
[ocjcrjri(L+Y5)"
tep [T = — DTT| Xy, —2SISri#i
C [_1] (n ) [ 1] 1 (1 —i—Y)"
Hence we can write
t[@]m = t[ iTl]a + t[Tle] ZXn+l(Tin+l _ [E]n+1)

TP Tocicy (14 V)01
e
n>0

! eri(LH Y)Y
s { I Lt
n>0

where

a =a— ZXn-H[E]nJrl + Z Xl—n[ﬁ]nil

n>0
is annihilated by ¢[T;71] by equation (). So we can write

Tn—ll—[ ) ) (1+Y)n71
n+l 1 2<j<r,j#i J
tT;Tym = t[T;T] {g Xnt1T} g Xin 1yt

n>0

and this completes the induction step.
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Step 4: Now we can repeat Step 3 for any other index j # i, 2 < j < r. In more detail, the
same argument as that of Step 3 shows that if m € (ML /p"MZE)7=19= then *[T;T;Ti|m €

[T, Ty - DY =Ty, Ty, Ty, where

%,

Dij = AL /p" AL <Y2 Vi Y ...,Yd+1>.

It is now clear that if m € (M /p" M7 )%, then t"[c)m € t"[c]- D3>~ "= [Ty, Ty, ...., T,], where

Step 5: For an index i, r+1 < i < d+ 1, then we may adapt the previous steps with the following
0] n n
changes. We use 9; := T and let L be the unique D;-linear map sending Yi[ I'to [E]Yl[ U Then
one checks easily that we lhave
1-01 n+1
(0i —1) /Tin Sl L ]
i n+ 1 —

With these changes a similar but simpler proof as that of Step 3 shows that if m € ker(o; — 1), then
tm € t- DI

Step 6: Combining the previous steps, we deduce that if m € (ML /p"MZ)2>, then t¢[cJm €
t4c] - (AL /p" AL ))A= [Ty, ..., Tgr1]. Hence by Corollary 3.2 the proof is complete. O

3.2.4. Recall that R is a small integral K T-algebra with K+ integrally closed in R, and R,, is the
étale ©(c)/p™O(c)-algebra lifting R/pR.

Theorem 3.2. For all i # 0, the BT -module
H' (oo, ML /p" M)
is annihilated by t?.

Proof. Step 0: Firstly, by Corollary 26l M /p"MZ is a discrete p-torsion As-module, so the
Koszul complex L ®7, ja..] M /p" M7 computes the Galois cohomology of MJ, /p" M1 B2I]).
We first show that for all ¢ and all m € M}t /p" ML, ¢t - m lies in the image of the endomorphism
0; — 1, and from this we will deduce the statement of the theorem. Since

MZ(R)/p" ME(R) = M (O(c))/p" ML (O(c)) ®oe)/pmore) Rn

we can assume that R = O(c). Fix some 2 <4 < d+ 1. Recall that X; = [I;]® T, ' — 1. Now every
element of M7 (O(c))/p" M (O(c)) is the sum of monomials of the form
p =[x, or = alT) X
with  invariant under o; and o € N[1/p]. For m = uq, u, we will show that tm = (o; — 1) f;(m) for
some f;(m) by induction on n.
Step 1: If n = 0, then we distinguish three cases: « = 0, v,(a) > 0, and vp(a) < 0. If & = 0 then
take

film) = mlog(X; + 1).
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Since o; log(X; +1) = log([1](X;+1)) = t+log(X;+1) we obtain the claim in this case. If v,(a) > 0
then oo € N and

[L,]* = TP+ X)"
a al .
S <1+; (a_r)'xf ]>
SO
(A" =DL)* = (oi = DL]"
« al .
= T{(oi —1) (; (a _T)le[ ]>
= (- 1) (a (2 EZ:B:X“))
and hence

HT)® = (0i = 1) (mt—a_lT (Z EZ = 15: (L7 '] @ u'Ti — 1)[“))

r=1

(recall that € Acris(K™) by Proposition [[2)). Similarly we have

ta
[]> =1

«

L7 = (0~ 1) (mi—a_le <Z o 1%”))

r=1

where X1 = [T1] ® Ty ' — 1. If v,(a) < 0, then

t
tG) = (os — 1) | —[T;]* ) -
1 = (o 1) (e
This begins the induction.

Step 2: Fix some 2 < i < d+ 1. Let 9; := TiaiTi' We claim that if m € ME and 9;(m) = 0,
then tm = (o; — 1)m’ for some m' € MZ. Indeed, write m = 3, ijl-[j] with 0;(y;) = 0 and
Yi = D as0 Tl + X000 Ta[T1] ™ with 2, invariant under o;. Then

ai(m) = [ Yy X (~1)(A+ X)) =0

and since 1 4+ X, is a unit we deduce that y; = 0 for all j # 0, hence m = yy. So by Step 1 above
this proves the claim.

Step 3: We claim that 9; is surjective. It suffices to show that Xi[j] lies in the image of 0; for all
7 € N. We have

=X = X (G X
so by induction we deduce the formula
. 4+ k—1)! ;
xS UEEZ DY )
k=1 J:
thereby proving the claim.
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Step 4: We claim that for all o € N[1/p] and all n € N, the elements

nt[Ty)x" ntm)ex

[n]

are in the image of o; — 1. Let us show this for nt[7;]*X;™, the argument for nt[ﬁ]o‘Xi["] being the

same. First of all, if vp(«) > 0 then

o o[, -1 _ a _ o ol [r]
L) =To(T) @ T =1+ 1) Tlg(a_r)!&

so by considering each summand individually we may assume that either o = 0 or v,(«) < 0. Now,
we have

(o7 — 1)([T)*x ")

L)L) © T - 1) - (1o x)
= et (L e T - 14+ (1 - 1Y) — e

— a+n ZX[T] l 1)[n7r] _ [E]QXZ[H]

= (e = pmex] + e wa gy,

Now recall (Prop. [L2)) that 1 — [1]7! = tw for some unit w € Aeis(K ™), hence
wn—rtn—r—l

(n—r)!

is a multiple of ¢ for 0 <7 < n. So by induction on n we may assume that

(- =

n—1

[l]a+n[2] ZX[T]( [l]—l)[n—r]

r=0
lies in the image of o; — 1. Hence
(W = (T x}
lies in the image of o; — 1. Recall (Prop. [[2]) that we have
tpmax(vp(aJrn),O) — b([l]aJrn _ 1)
for some b € Aeis(K™). If @ = 0, then this immediately proves the claim. If v,(a) < 0, then
vp(a+n) = vp(a) <0, and so the claim also follows.
Step 5: Consider an element of the form
trexm, e xt.
We have
O,(—[T) X [") = tm)o x4 e x 1.

So by induction hypothesis and by Step 4 we know that Z
KT X,") = (o1 = 1)m
for some m € M. By Step 3 we know that m = 9;(my) for some m; € MT, hence
Ot X;™) = 0: (o1 = ().
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So we deduce that
L)X = (o) — 1)(ma) + me
with 9;(ms2) = 0. We claim that my = (0; — 1)(m3). Since n > 0 and 9;(mz) = 0, it suffices
to show that the coefficient of XZ-[O] in (o; — 1)(mq) lies in the image of o; — 1. To see this, write
my =y, Ca [E]O‘Xi[na] for some ¢, € (M, /p™)?%=%7=1. Then by a computation above we have
na—1

(o0 = DT X)) = (W™= = DTX" 4 1otz Y X700 - (17
r=0

and in this sum the coefficient of XZ-[O] is a multiple of ¢ if no # 0 and otherwise it is ([1]* — 1)[T;]*
which is in the image of o; — 1. Hence the coefficient of Xl-[o] in (o; — 1)(mq) lies in the image of
o; — 1. Hence my lies in the image of o; — 1.

Since the same argument also works for t[Tl]O‘XZ-["] this completes the induction, and proves that
for all i o

Ho(Li ®z,[a) M3 /p" ML)

is annihilated by ¢, where L; is the complex defined in (3Z1]).

Step 6: Now, consider the Koszul complex L = ®z_ (ja..)jLi- For any complex K of Zy[[A]]-
modules we have short exact sequences ([I5, Ch. IV, Prop. 1))

0 — Ho(L; Oz, [[As]] Hp(K)) — Hp(Li Oz, [[Ase]] K) — Hy(L; Q2 [[A o] prl(K)) — 0.

Applying this inductively to K = L<. ®z, ay] ML /p" ML, with L<, := ®i<cL; the theorem
follows. O

3.2.5. We can now tie everything together. Denote C*(A,—) = Homeont. A (A, —) the usual
functorial complex computing continuous group cohomology of A.

Corollary 3.3. Suppose that R is a small K'-algebra. Then there is a canonical morphism of the
derived category

B+

log (25 W;zn/gn - C.(Au Aﬂ_)g,E/pnAigg,E)

which is an almost quasi-isomorphism up to t%[c|-torsion.
Proof. The morphism in the derived category comes from the morphisms of complexes
C* (A AT [prAT) S5 CF(A,M*/p" Mt ®r, wh ) Bl /"B, @5, Wk /5.

where the morphism of the left is a quasi-isomorphism by (3.1.2). Now by Corollary [Z3] the result
follows from Theorems [3.1] and a

3.3. Kummer sequence compatibility. Let R be a small integralA K™T-algebra and let f € R*.
Let R, be the ind-étale O(c)/p™O(c)-algebra lifting R ® F,, and let f be a lift of f mod p to R,.
The element f defines, via the Kummer sequence, a 1-cocycle

(5 - 5(]{::)) € CY(A,Z/p"L(1)).

Under the logarithm log : Z/p"Z(1) — At /p" A" it maps to

log (fpfn) = <5 — log <5(f::)>> e Cl(A AT /pmAT).
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Proposition 3.4. We have dlog(f) = —log (f’f") in HY(A, At /pnA*).

Proof. We have morphisms of complexes

C* (A AT prAT) = CH(A MY [p"M T @r, wh /5 ) — Bl /P B, @5, Wk /5,

X -1
and dlog(f) is the image under d of log <{fp } ® f) € C°%A,M™* /p"M™) and the latter has
image log (f_pfn) = —log (f’f") e CHA,M™*/p"MT). O

4. APPENDIX: RESULTS FROM COMMUTATIVE ALGEBRA

4.1. Complement on log structures.

4.1.1. Part (i) of the next lemma is implicit in [12].

Lemma 4.1. Let i : (Xo, My) < (X, M) be a nilpotent closed immersion of log-schemes of ideal
. Then
(i) i*M =i~ M /(1+.7); in particular, i is exact if and only if the map i ~*M — My is surjective
and locally for all sections m,m’ of i~*M with same image in My, there exists u € 1 + &
such that m = um/’
(i) if X is affine, i exact, and M integral, then T'(X, M)/T(X,1+ .#) = T'(Xo, Mop).
(i11) If i is exact, My fine and saturated, and M integral, then M is fine and saturated and is
giwen in a neighbourhood of a geometric point T — X by the fine saturated monoid P :=
Moz/0%, »-

Proof. (i): One first shows easily that 0% = i~'0%/(1+.7). If L — O, is a log-structure on X
together with a morphism of pre-log-structures

i'M — L
then 1+ .# C i~ 1M maps to 1 € L, so the map factors (necessarily uniquely)
iT'M/(1+ ) — L.

So the claim will follow if we can show that i =M /(1+ .#) is a log-structure. If a: i 7!M — i~ 10x
is the inverse image by ¢ of the map defining M as a log-structure on X, then « induces an
isomorphism a~1i~10% = i~10%, whence an isomorphism

a it oY /(1 + ) 2iT ok /(14 )

ie. iT'M/(1+ %) — i 10x /I = Ox, is a log-structure on Xj.

(ii): I thank the referee for this argument. Let s € I'(Xo,i*M). Choose an étale covering
% = {U; — Xo}jes such that s|y, is the image of t; € i~ '(M)(U;). For all j,k € J, let
Ujr, := Uj Xx, Ux. Then since M is integral, {t;/t € (1 + 7)(Ujr)}res> is a one-cocycle
with values in 1 4+ .#. We claim that, up to refining %, it is a coboundary. It suffices to show
that H} (X,1+ .#) = 0. To see this, note we have a finite filtration of 1 + .# by subgroups of
the form 1+ .#", n > 1, whose graded is isomorphic to .#"/.#"+1 Since the latter are quasi-
coherent sheaves, their cohomology vanishes in degree at least 1, and the claim follows from this.
So, after refining %, we may assume that ¢;/t; = u;/uy for some u; € (1+ #)(U;), j € J. Then
{uj_ltj € i Y (M)(Uj)}jes glues to give an element of I'(Xp,i~'M) which maps to s. So the map
(X, M) — T'(Xo,i*M) is surjective. Now the result follows from (i).
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(iil): Since My is fine and saturated, PSP is a finite free Z-module, so there is a section P8P —
M&%. This extends to a map P — My z — Ox, z which is a chart of the log-structure My in a
neighbourhood of Z. By (i) it follows that P = Mz /0% , so similarly we get a map s : P —
Mz — Ox z which we claim defines a chart. Let P — Ox be the log-structure associated to s in
a neighbourhood of Z. It comes equipped with a morphism of log-structures ¢ : P — M and by
construction i*P = My = i*M. So if m € M is a section, there is p € P and u € 0% such that
¢(pu) and m have same image in My. By (i) there is v € 1+ .# such that ¢(pu) = mo, hence
m = ¢(puv~1t) so ¢ is surjective. Similarly, if ¢(p1ui) = é(p2uz), then there is w € 1+ . such
that piu; = wpaug in P. So ¢(p1u1) = wd(pauz) in M, whence w = 1 since M is integral. So
p1u1 = paue, and ¢ is injective. O

4.1.2. Let R be a strictly henselian ring, ) and integral monoid together with a map ag : Q — R.
Let Q@* — R be the log structure on Spec(R) associated to ag, i.e. Q% = Q@ & R*/ ~, where
(q1,u1) ~ (g2, u2) ((gi,u;) € Q® R* for i = 1,2) if and only if there are hq, ho € aél(R*) such that
h1g1 = hag2 and haouy = hius.

Lemma 4.2. (i) The natural map Q%P — (Q®)8P/R* is surjective.
(i) The natural map Q%P — (Q®)8P is injective.

Proof. (i): We first note that if f : M — N is a surjective map of integral monoids, then M8&P — N8P
is surjective. Indeed, if ni/ny € N8 with ni,ne € N, then we can find m; € M such that
f(m;) =n; for i = 1,2, and then ny/no is the image of my/mo.

Consider the monoid Q*/R*. Since Q% is an integral monoid (since @ is) it follows easily that
Q%/R* is also integral, where Q*/R* := Q%/ ~, where x ~ y if and ouly if there is u € R* such
that zu = y. Write Q := Q%/R*. Then the natural map Q — Q is surjective: if ¢ € Q then it is
the image of (¢/,u) € Q® for ¢’ € Q and u € R*; since (¢',u) = (¢/,1)(1,u) it follows the image of

(¢’,1) in Q is ¢, and so ¢’ € Q maps to ¢ € (). So the map Q8P — (Q)8&P is surjective.

Also, the map (Q%)8P — (Q)®P is surjective. If z € (Q®)#P lies in its kernel, then write = q1/¢o
for ¢; € Q® for i = 1,2. Then ¢; and ¢o have the same image in Q, so q; = ugy for some u € R*.
Hence (Q%)2P/R* = (Q)&P, and this proves (i).

(ii): Let z € ker(Q® — (Q®)8P). Write x = mq/mg with m; € @ for ¢ = 1,2. Then m; and
ms have same image in Q%, i.e. (mq,1) ~ (maz, 1) for the equivalence relation described before the
statement of the lemma. So there are hy, ho € aél(R*) such that hymi = homo and ho -1 = hy - 1.

So hy = hs and hymy = hims. Since @ is integral we must have m; = mo. O
Now let I C R a nilpotent ideal, and R := R/I. Suppose that Q — M is a surjection of integral
monoids which fits in a commutative diagram of (multiplicative) monoids
Q — M

-

R —— R
where the map R — R/I is the quotient map. We write Q® for the log structure on Spec(R)

associated to the map ag and write M for the log structure on Spec(R) associated to ay.

Lemma 4.3. With notation and hypothesis as above. Suppose that the group L := ker(Q8P — MEP)
consists of 1-units, i.e. the image of L in (Q®*)8P lies in the subgroup 1 + 1 C R* C Q% C (Q*)8P
(this makes sense because Q% is a log structure). If the canonical map

Q% NR* — M® N R*
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is surjective, then we have an exact sequence
1o 141 — (QU)E — (M®)E> — 1.

Proof. Let ags : Q% — R (resp. apre : M® — R) be the map deduced from aq (resp. apr). Then
the map aé}l (R*) — R* is an isomorphism and we simply write R* for aéi (R*) when this doesn’t
lead to confusion. Then we have a commutative diagram with exact rows

1 ——14] —— R* — R* ——1

! ! !

]l — K —— (Q*)8» —— (M) ——— 1
in which the vertical maps are injective, so by the snake lemma we get an exact sequence
1= K/(1+1)— (Q*)%/R* — (M*)%/R* — 1.
It fits in a commutative diagram
1 —— L  — Q&P — MeEP — 1

l l l

1 —— K/(1+1) —— (Q9)®/R* —— (M%) /R* — 1

where the maps Q&P — (Q%)8P/R*, M#P — (M*)&P / R* are surjective by Lemma[2 (i). By Lemma
(ii) we have ker(Q% — (Q%)%?/R*) = Q% N R* (intersection taken in (Q%)8P) and similarly
M# N R* = ker(M®& — (M®)#?/R*). Moreover, ker(L — K/(1+ 1)) = L since L C 1+ I by
assumption. So by the snake lemma we get an exact sequence

1= L—-Q®NR" - M®NR - K/(1+1)— 1.

Since the map Q8 N R* — M#P N R* is surjective by assumption, we have K /(1+ 1) = 1, and this
completes the proof. O

4.2. Integrality results. Notation as in (2.2.2]).

Lemma 4.4. (i) O(c), is a regular integral domain.
(i1) O(c)n,L is an integrally closed domain.

Proof. (i): This is clear since O(c),, has either good (¢ = 1) or semi-stable (¢ = ) reduction.

(ii): Since O(c)p,r is an integral domain, it suffices to show that it is normal. Since L, is a
finite extension of K,, and normality is stable by étale localization, up to making a finite unramified
extension of K,, we may assume that L,, is a totally ramified extension of K,,, in particular L,J{ =
K,;[X]/(f), where f is an Eisenstein polynomial (J[I4, Ch. I, §6, Prop. 18]). Since O(c),, is a Krull
ring, by the conjunction of [4, Ch. 7, §4, no. 2, Thm. 2] and [4, Ch. 5, §1, no. 2, Prop. 8|, we may
localize at height 1 prime ideals to reduce to the case O(c), is a discrete valuation ring. If O(c),
is of equal characteristic zero, then O(c),, 1, is étale over O(c),, hence normal. If O(c),, is of mixed
characteristic and ¢ = 7, then ¢, is a uniformizer for O(c),, and O(¢)n.1 = O(c)n[X]/(f). So O(¢)n,L
is a discrete valuation ring ([I4, Ch. I, §6, Prop. 17]), in particular a normal ring. If ¢ = 1, then it
is easy to see that the special fibre of Spec(O(c),) — Spec(K ;) is integral, hence a uniformizer of
K is a uniformizer of O(c),, and f is an Eisenstein polynomial, so we can conclude. O

Note that the normalization of K,' in R, is unramified over K, because R is small. Define
Ry, =R ®0o(e) O(C)nyL.
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Proposition 4.1. Assume KN R = K™*. If R is an integral domain and K™ is integrally closed
in R, then R, 1 is an integrally closed domain for all n and L.

Proof (Ramero). Since R, 1, is étale over O(c),, 1, it follows that R, 1, is a normal ring. So it suffices
to show that R, 1 is an integral domain.

We first show that S := R ®g+ K7 is an integral domain. Note that since KT is integrally
closed in R we have Q(R) N K,, = K. Let Q(R) - K,, be the composite of Q(R) and K,. Now,
S C Q(R) @k+ K, and the latter is a field: we have a surjective map

QR) ®k+ Ky = Q(R) - Ky,

and Q(R) ®x+ K,' is a Q(R) vector space of dimension [K, : K]; since Q(R) N K,, = K,
dimgr) Q(R) - K, = [K, : K], hence the map is an isomorphism. This proves that S is an
integral domain.

We now show that R, = R, i is an integral domain. It suffices to show that its spectrum
is connected. Since R, is finite flat over S the image of a connected component of R, under
the morphism f : Spec(R,) — Spec(S) is both open and closed, hence equal to S because f is
generically finite étale (in particular every connected component of R,, dominates S). So it suffices
to show that f has a single connected fibre. Let q be a generic point of Spec(S/7S), considered
as a prime ideal of S, and let p = q N O, where O := O(c) @+ K,I. Let S’é‘ resp. Og denote the
henselization of S at q resp. O at p. Since the prime ideals p and q have height one, these are
discrete valuation rings. Let O, := O(c),. We claim that

O} @0 O
is a noetherian henselian local ring. It suffices to show that

is an integral domain. In the case ¢ = 7 we have p = (¢, T;) for some 1 < i < r, and otherwise we
have p = (m,) where 7,, denotes a uniformizer of K. First consider the case ¢ = m. Then k(p) is

the fraction field of [T, .., T .. TEL ] and k(p) ®o O, is a localization of

d+1
T | 11 ~ ny 1 1 (n) 1
kT T TR @0 On 2 k| T E i 7W7”-7Td+17ﬁ

hence is an integral domain. As usual, here the hat over a symbol means that we omit it. This proves
the claim in the case ¢ = 7 and the case ¢ = 1 is simpler. Note also that Og ®0 On = (0, ®0 On)h
is normal since Op ®o Oy, is ([10, IV, Thm. 18.6.9]). Hence it is a discrete valuation ring.

Now, the extension

h h
Oy — 5
is finite étale of degree f (say) and the extension
h h
O, = Oy ®0 O,

is totally ramified of degree e (say). So the composite S’g - Oy, is an extension of OQ of degree
d = e - f. Hence the canonical map

S§ ©op Op ©0 Op = 8¢ - Oy
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is a surjective map of free Og—modules of same rank, so it is an isomorphism. Thus, S’é‘ ®o O, =
S’é‘ - O, is connected, and so (since S’é‘ is a henselian noetherian local ring) has connected special
fibre
(S2 ®0 On)/a- (50 ®0 On) = (Sq/a) ®0 Oy
This implies that the fibre of R, =S ®o O,, over ¢ is connected, hence so is R,.
Finally, R, ; is a domain, by the same dimension counting argument as for S. O

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This article contains the main result of my Ph.D. thesis (Bonn 2007). I am very grateful to
G. Faltings for suggesting this problem and for his patient help. I am indebted to L. Ramero
for numerous comments and suggestions which led to significant improvement. I would like to
thank the Max-Planck-Institut fiir Mathematik Bonn and the Hebrew University of Jerusalem for
hospitality. Finally, I would like to express my sincere thanks to the referee for a very careful
reading of the manuscript and making many critical comments and suggestions. In particular, the
proof of Theorem [T was corrected according to the referee’s comments.

REFERENCES

[1] F. Andreatta and O. Brinon. Acyclicité géométrique d’un B, relatif. Preprint, 2007.
[2] P. Berthelot. Cohomologie cristalline des schémas de caractéristique p > 0, volume 407 of Lecture notes in
mathematics. Springer, 1974.
(3] P. Berthelot and A. Ogus. Notes on crystalline cohomology. Princeton University Press, 1978.
[4] N. Bourbaki. Algébre commutative. Masson, 1985.
[5] C. Breuil. Topologie log-syntomique, cohomologie log-cristalline, et cohomologie de Cech. Bull. S.M.F.,
124(4):587-647, 1996.
[6] G. Faltings. Crystalline cohomology and p-adic Galois representations. In J.-I. Igusa, editor, Algebraic Analysis,
Geometry and Number Theory, pages 25-80. Johns Hopkins University Press, 1989.
[7] G. Faltings. Almost étale extensions. Astérisque, 279:185-270, 2002.
(8] J.-M. Fontaine. Le corps des périodes p-adiques. Astérisque, 223:59-111, 1994.
[9] O. Gabber and L. Ramero. Almost ring theory, volume 1800 of Lecture notes in mathematics. Springer, 2003.
[10] A. Grothendieck and J. Dieudonné. Eléments de géométrie algébrique. Publ. math. [LHUE.S.,
4,8,11,17,20,24,28,32, 1960-1967.
[11] L. Hlusie. Complexe de de Rham-Witt et cohomologie cristalline. Ann. Sci. E.N.S. (4éme série), 12:501-661,
1979.
[12] K. Kato. Logarithmic structures of Fontaine-Illusie. In J.-I. Igusa, editor, Algebraic Analysis, Geometry and
Number Theory, pages 191-224. Johns Hopkins University Press, 1989.
[13] K. Kato. Semi-stable reduction and p-adic étale cohomology. Astérisque, 223:269-293, 1994.
[14] J.-P. Serre. Corps locauz. Hermann, 1968.
[15] J.-P. Serre. Local Algebra. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer, 2000.

E-mail address: remi.shankar@gmail.com



	Introduction
	Overview
	Remarks on notation

	1. Crystalline cohomology of rings with surjective Frobenius
	1.1. Reminder on crystalline sites
	1.2. Fontaine's theorem
	1.3. Some Fontaine rings

	2. Almost ring theory
	2.1. Reminder on almost ring theory
	2.2. Almost purity
	2.3. Almost étale coverings of Fontaine rings

	3. Geometric Galois cohomology of Fontaine rings
	3.1. Canonical de Rham resolutions of Fontaine rings
	3.2. Computations in Galois cohomology
	3.3. Kummer sequence compatibility

	4. Appendix: results from commutative algebra
	4.1. Complement on log structures
	4.2. Integrality results

	Acknowledgements
	References

