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Abstract

In this paper, we study the logarithmic growth (log-growth) filtration, a mysterious invariant
found by B. Dwork, for (¢, V)-modules over the bounded Robba ring. The main result is a proof of
a conjecture proposed by B. Chiarellotto and N. Tsuzuki on a comparison between the log-growth
filtration and Frobenius slope filtration. One of the ingredients of the proof is a new criterion for
pure of bounded quotient, which is a notion introduced by Chiarellotto and Tsuzuki to formulate their
conjecture. We also give several applications to log-growth Newton polygons, including a conjecture
of Dwork on the semicontinuity, and an analogue of a theorem due to V. Drinfeld and K. Kedlaya on
Frobenius Newton polygons for indecomposable convergent F-isocrystals.
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Introduction

Picard-Fuchs modules arise from proper, flat, generically smooth morphisms f : X — ]P)%: (see [Ked10,
Definition 22.1.1]). Even the case that f is given by a family of Calabi-Yau varieties is important in a wide
area such as mirror symmetry (for example, computations of Yukawa couplings in [Mor92]), arithmetic
geometry (for example, the proof of Sato-Tate conjecture in [HST10]).

When C is replaced by a field k of characteristic p > 0, under some assumptions, there exists an anal-
ogous construction of Picard-Fuchs modules using the rigid cohomology (see [Ked10, Definition 22.2.1]).
The resulting Picard-Fuchs modules are of characteristic 0. One feature that distinguishes the case of
k from the case of C is the existence of Frobenius structures, which are some kind of self-similarity.
The aim of this paper is to study the category of (¢, V)-modules over the bounded Robba ring RP?
(sometimes denoted by £ or B), which includes Picard-Fuchs modules after suitable localizations, by
measuring the logarithmic growth (log-growth) of solutions: it is a mysterious invariant discovered by
B. Dwork about half a century ago ([Dwo73al), and is brought an attention by B. Chiarellotto and N.
Tsuzuki in [CT09, CT11]. The main result of this paper is a proof of the fundamental conjecture in
Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki theory (Theorem A).

We introduce notation and terminology to describe our result. Let K be a complete discrete valuation
fields of characteristic (0,p), O the integer ring of K, mg the maximal ideal of Ok, and k the residue
field of Ok. Let |- | denote the norm on K normalized by |p| = p~!. For a non-negative real number
A, a power series ), a;it’ € K[t],a; € K is of log-growth X if the a;’s satisfy the growth condition
la;| = O(i*) as i — +o00. The A-th log-growth filtration K[t] is the K-vector space consisting of power
series over K of log-growth A. The log-growth filtration is an increasing filtration, and K[t]o coincides
with the ring Ok [t] ®o, K, which can be regarded as the set of bounded analytic functions on the open
unit disc 0 < [t| < 1. Let ¢ : K[t]o — K[t]o be a g-power Frobenius lift with ¢ a positive power of p, that
is, a ring endomorphism of the form (3", a;t") = >, ¢k (a;)p(t)’, where pi : K — K is an isometric
ring endomorphism inducing the g-power map on k, and ¢(t) € t7 + mgOg][t].



Given a ring R equipped with a ring endomorphism ¢, we define a @-module over R as a finite free
module equipped with a R-linear automorphism ¢3, : M ®g , R — M. Then ¢}, can be viewed as a
p-semi-linear map @pr : M — M.

Let d : K[t] — K][t]dt; f — df /dt-dt denote the canonical derivation. We define a (¢, V)-module over
K[t]o as a ¢p-module over K[t]o plus a connection Vs : M — Mdt, that is, an additive map satisfying
the Leibniz rule Vs (cv) = ¢V (v) 4+ vde for ¢ € K[t]o and v € M, that makes the following diagram
commute:

M —M Afat

l%’M \L@Md@(t)

M —2% M,

where the right vertical morphism sends mdt to ppr(m)d(p(t)). A solution of M is a K[t]o-linear map
f: M — KJt] making the following diagram commute:

M —SM o Ardt

G

K[t] —% K[t]dt.

Let Sol(M) denote the K-vector space of solutions of M. Then Sol(M) has a natural structure of ¢-
module over K, in particular, is endowed with Frobenius slope filtration Se(Sol(M)). We say that f
is of log-growth A for A > 0 if f(M) C K[t]r. Let Solx(M) denote the K-vector space of solutions of
log-growth A, and put Soly(M) = 0 for A < 0. Thus we obtain the growth filtration Sols(M).

The idea of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture is to compare the two filtrations Sole (M) and Se(Sol(M))
up to a specified shifting. To formulate their conjecture precisely, they introduce the notion of pure of
bounded quotient (PBQ for short) as follows. Let £ denote the Amice ring, which is defined as the fraction
fields of the p-adic completion of Ok [t][1/t]. We put Mg = M ®kpy, £, which is the “generic fiber” of
M. We define the ring homomorphism 7 : € — E[X — t]o; f — >~ (d" f/dt")(X —t)"/n! with the
new variable X — ¢ (“Taylor expansion” at Dwork generic point ¢). Then 7*M¢ is a (¢, V)-module over
E[X — t]o, and by repeating the construction in the previous paragraph over E[X — ]y, we obtain the
w-module Sol(7*Mpg) together with the filtration Sole(7*Mg). By a theorem of Robba, there exists a
unique (g, V)-submodule M2 of Mg satisfying Sol(7*(Mg/M2)) = Sol\(7* Mg). We say that M is pure
of bounded quotient if the bounded quotient Mg /M is pure as a p-module over €.

Then Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture is stated as follows, which will be proved as a generalized form
to the bounded Robba ring R? in Theorem 7.6 (ii).

Theorem A (Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2 (ii)). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over K[t]o, and Anax
the maximum Frobenius slope of Mg. If M is pure of bounded quotient, then

SOI)\(M) = S)\,)\ (SO](M))

for an arbitrary real number .

Precisely speaking, Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture has a weaker form (Conjecture 7.2 (i)) which has
been proved by the author (J[Ohk17]), and has an analogous form over £ which has been proved by
Chiarellotto and Tsuzuki (see Theorem 7.4). Alternative proofs of these variants of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki
conjecture using Theorem A will be given in part II.

We should mention that one may study the log-growth filtration without assuming Frobenius struc-
tures as Dwork originally does ([Dwo73al]). On this theory, we have a comprehensive lecture note by G.
Christol ([Chr83]), and there are some recent developments such as [And08], [Ked10, §18], and [Ohk].
In this paper, we concentrate to study the log-growth filtrations for (p, V)-modules (over various base
rings).

Structure of part 1

This paper is consisting of two parts. In part I, we give a proof of Theorem A by proving its generalization
over R4 (Theorem 7.6 (ii)). Part II is devoted to applications. Throughout this paper, it is written in
a reasonably self-contained manner so that the topic of this paper is easily accessible to non-experts.



We explain the structure of part I in the following. We will explain the structure of part II later.

In §1, we recall the construction of various analytic rings, such as the extended (bounded) Robba ring
R®D  due to K. Kedlaya in [Ked08]. We also construct a log version of R, which does not appear in
[Ked08].

In §2, we equip those rings in §1 with the log-growth filtrations, and study its basic properties.

In this paper, we consider (p, V)-modules over various rings such as K[t]o, R"?, and £. In §3, we
give a unified framework that all cases can be treated at a time.

In §4, we recall the definition of Frobenius slope filtration on a ¢-module over K due to Tsuzuki
([Tsu98]): it is indexed by R as the log-growth filtration. We restate some results on difference modules
in [Ked10].

In §5, we define the sets of analytic horizontal sections V(M ), and the solution space Sol(M) for
(¢, V)-modules M over K[t]o, R4, or £, and endow them with growth filtrations.

In §6, we give (explicit) examples of (¢, V)-modules, and calculate their log-growth filtrations and
Frobenius slope filtrations. Some of them will be useful as counterexamples.

In §7, we state Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2 over K [t]o, and an analogue over £ (Theorem 7.4).
We also state the main theorem in this paper (Theorem 7.6 (ii)), which can be seen as a generalization
of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture over R4,

In §8, we prove a key ingredient of the proof of Theorem A called Slope criterion (Proposition 8.1),
which asserts that if a (¢, V)-module M over £ is PBQ, then the maximum Frobenius of slope of Mg
does not change under quotients.

In §9, we recall the construction of the reverse filtration over the extended bounded Robba ring RP4
due to R. Liu ([Liul3]). As a consequence, we obtain the existence of a certain eigenvector over R4
(Proposition 9.4), which is another ingredient of the proof of Theorem A.

In §10, we prove Theorem A with the strategy explained in the next subsection.

Strategy of proof

We outline the proof of Theorem A. Let notation and assumption be as in Theorem A. For simplicity,
we assume that k is algebraically closed.

Step 1 (preliminary reduction to Proposition 10.1): By Proposition 7.1, it suffices to prove Soly (M) C
Sr—Amax (S01(M)). Thanks to Dieudonné-Manin theorem (Lemma 4.11), it reduces to prove (the following
special case of) Proposition 10.1, which asserts that if a non-zero solution f € Soly (M) satisfies p?(f) =
q*f (that is, f is a Frobenius d-eigenvector of Soly(M)), then we have p < X\ — Apax, where u = a/d
denotes the Frobenius slope of f.

Step 2 (key reduction to the case that f is injective): By a typical argument using pushforward and
twist for Frobenius structures (note that both operations do no change differential structures), we may
assume @(f) = f, where our goal is to prove Apax < A. Since f : M — K][t] is ¢, V-equivariant by
assumption, N = ker f is a (p, V)-submodule of M. For simplicity, let f also denote the solution of M/N
induced by f. Then we still have f € Solyx(M/N) and ¢(f) = f. By Slope criterion (Proposition 8.1),
the maximum Frobenius slope of (M/N)¢ is equal to Apax. Therefore, after replacing M by M/N, we
may further assume that f: M — K[t] is injective.

Step 3 (base change argument): We consider the extended (bounded) Robba ring R(PY together with
a p-equivariant embedding K[t]o — Rbd (Definition 1.5, Proposition 1.6). Then we can extend f to an
injective, @-equivariant map ~ ~ ~

fiM®gp, R < R.

The A-th log-growth filtration K[¢], naturally extends to a filtration Fil,R by measuring the growth
of Gauss norms (Definition 2.1), and we can show f(M ®K[t]o RP4) C Fil\R by using the assumption
f € Soly(M). The advantage of performing the base change K[t]o — RP4 is that one can use the
reverse filtration. As a result, there exists a Frobenius d-eigenvector v € M ® gy, RP of slope Amax
(Proposition 9.4). Then f (0) € R is also a Frobenius d-eigenvector of slope of Amax since f is ¢-equivariant
and injective. We conclude Apax < A by the fact that any Frobenius d-eigenvector w € R of slope u is
exactly of log-growth p (Lemma 2.14).

We should remark that Step 3 is analogous to the proof of the following theorem due to A. J. de Jong
([deJ98, 9.1]): assume that K is absolutely unramified and ¢(¢) = t?. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over
Ok [t] in the sense of [deJ98]. Let f : M — Og be a horizontal O [t]-linear map such that o(f) = p~'f
for some | € N. Then f(M) C Ok[t]. In fact, the author regards de Jong’s theorem as a “generic” result,



and proves Proposition 10.1 as its “special” analogue. Note that the differential structure on M is used
only in Steps 1, 2. In Step 3, we need only the Frobenius structure on M, therefore, we may perform the
base change K [t]o — R

Structure of part II

We give a summary of results in part II, restricted to the case of K[t]o instead of RP? for simplicity.

Theorem A enables us to compare the log-growth filtration with Frobenius slope filtration. It is
natural to ask that which properties the log-growth filtration and Frobenius slope filtration share. A
result of this kind is Theorem 7.2 (i), that is, the right continuity and the rationality of the slopes of the
log-growth filtration. We will prove Dwork’s conjecture below, which is an analogue of Grothendieck-Katz
specialization theorem for Frobenius Newton polygons ([Ked10, Theorem 15.3.2]).

Theorem B (Corollary 13.8). The log-growth Newton polygons for any (¢, V)-module over K[t]o is
semicontinuous under specialization.

Frobenius slope filtration is compatible with tensor products and duals, however, a naive analogue for
the log-growth filtration fails: one can find counterexamples in §6. Instead, we obtain “weak” compati-
bility results as follows.

Theorem C (Proposition 15.6). Let M, N be (p, V)-modules over K[t]o. If A and u are slopes of the
log-growth Newton polygons of M and N respectively, then A+ p is also a slope of the log-growth Newton
polygon of M ® g, N-

Theorem D (Theorem 17.5). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £, and MY its dual. Then the maximum
slopes of the log-growth Newton polygons of M and MY coincide.

V. Drinfeld and Kedlaya prove that for an indecomposable convergent F-isocrystal M of rank n on
a smooth irreducible quasi-compact variety X over k (assuming that k is perfect), the Frobenius slopes
a (M) for 1 < i < n at the generic point 7 of X satisfies a;(M) — a}',; (M) <1 for all i € {0,...,n —1}
([DK16, Theorem 1.1.5]). We have the following (local) analogue for the log-growth filtration.

Theorem E (Theorem 17.9). Let M be a (p, V)-module over £ of rank n. Let \q(M) < --- < A\, (M)
denote the slopes of the log-growth Newton polygon of M with multiplicity. Then A; 1 (M ) Mi(M) <1
for alli € {0,...,n—1}.

We also have the following remarks on Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture.

— One can ask the necessity of PBQ hypothesis in Theorem A. In §14, we answer affirmatively this
question by proving the converse, that is, if the equality in Theorem A holds for all A\, then M is
PBQ. We also prove similar results for R4 and &.

— In §11, we prove that Theorem A implies an analogue of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture over &
(Theorem 7.4).

We explain some technical aspects of part II. We would like to study the log-growth filtration of an
arbitrary (¢, V)-module by exploiting Theorem A somehow. To achieve this, we have two methods. One
is to use the PBQ filtration, which is constructed over K[t]o and £ in [CT11], and is generalized over
RPd in Definition 12.8. Another method is to use Generating theorem (Theorem 16.1), a novelty of this
paper, that asserts that any (¢, V)-module over £ is generated by PBQ (¢, V)-submodules. We will use
Generating theorem in an essential way to prove Theorems D and E.

Notation and terminology

(1) We recall some terminology on difference rings in [Ked10, §14]. Let F be a field equipped with a
ring endomorphism ¢ : F — F. We call the pair (F, @), or, F for simplicity, a difference field. We
say that F' is inversive if ¢ is an automorphism. We say that F' is weakly difference-closed if any
equation of the form ¢(x) = cx with ¢ € F* has always a solution x € F. We say that F is strongly
difference-closed if F' is weakly difference-closed and inversive.



(2)

Let p be a prime number. Let K be a complete discrete valuation field of mixed characteristic (0, p),
O the integer ring of K, mg the maximal ideal of K, k the residue field of K. Let |- | denote a
valuation of K. We put the normalization condition by |p| = p~! unless otherwise is mentioned. Let
@i be an isometric ring endomorphism of K. Let ¢k : kK — k denote the ring endomorphism on k
induced by ¢ . Let ¢ denote a positive power of p. We say that ¢ is a g-power Frobenius lift if ¢y,
is the g-power map. Unless otherwise is mentioned, precisely speaking, except §§1, 2, and a part of
§12, we assume that ¢ is a g-power Frobenius lift. The reader who are interested only in the proof
of Theorem A may assume that ¢ is always a g-power Frobenius lift. Recall that there exists an
extension L/K of discrete valuation fields, on which ¢k extends isometrically to ¢y, : L — L, such
that (I,¢;) is inversive, where [ denotes the residue field of L, and ¢; denotes the endomorphism
on | induced by ¢r: for example, the completion of lim(K — K — ...) with transition maps ¢x
(the g -completion of K). We may even assume that (I, ;) is strongly-difference closed ([Ked08,
Proposition 3.2.4]).

For a ring homomorphism R — S and an R-module M, let Mg denote the S-module M ®g S. For
a ring R, let M,,(R) denote the set of n x n-matrices of R, GL,(R) the set of matrices admitting
an inverse in M, (R). For ai,...,a, € R, let Diag(ay,...,a,) denote the diagonal matrix whose
(i,1)-component is equal to a;.

Let V be an finite dimensional vector space over a field F. Let {V*; XA € R} be a decreasing,
separated, and exhaustive filtration by subspaces of V; we give a similar definition for an increas-
ing filtration. We say that V*® is right continuous if VA = M = V*# for all \. We put m(\) =
dimp(NesoV A7)/ (UesoVATE) = lime 04 dimp VA5 —lim. o1 dimg V2. Then m()\) = 0 for all
but finitely many A. If m(X) # 0, then we call A a slope of V*. Let Ay < --- < Ag be the slopes of
V* (without multiplicity). We define the Newton polygon NP(V*®) of V* as the lower convex hull
in the zy-plane of the set of points (0,0) and (m(A1) +---+m(X;), Adr -m(A) +- -+ X -m(N;)) for
i=1,...,d. Note that

\%4 if e (—OO,)\l),
VA= Va dfhe (N, Aig) fori=1,...,d—1,
0 if A € (Mg, +00).

Let A1 (V*®) <--- < Ay (V*®) denote the slope multiset of NP(V'*), i.e.,

V), (VO = {0 A e Aoy Ad b
N—— ——

m(A1) times m(Ag) times

Part I

Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture

The Robba ring and the extended Robba ring

In this section, we recall the definitions of the Robba ring, and the extended Robba ring constructed by
Kedlaya ([Ked08]), which is studied further by Liu ([Liul3]). We also define a log version of the extended
Robba ring. These rings will be important tools throughout this paper. In this section, we work with
notation and assumption as in [Ked08], in particular, we allow a relative Frobenius lift as a Frobenius
lift on the Robba ring.

1.1

The Robba ring

Definition 1.1. (i) ([Ked08, Definitions 1.1.1, 1.2.3]) For r > 0, let R" be the ring of rigid analytic

functions on the K-annulus e™" < |¢| < 1, and let R be the union of the R". The ring R is called
the Robba ring over K. Explicitly, we have

R" = {Zaiti e K[t7 ', t];a; € K, |a;le™™ = 0 (i — +o0) Vs € (0,7]},
i€l



R - UT>ORT.

For r > 0, let | - |, denote the supremum norm on the circle [t| = e™"

for s > r; one easily verifies that

, as applied to elements of R?®

1> ait'], = sup{asle"}.
i€Z

S/

(ii) ([Ked08, Definition 1.1.3]) Let R'™ be the subring of R consisting of series with coefficients in O
this ring is a discrete valuation ring with residue field k((t)), which is not complete but is henselian
[Ked04, Lemma 3.9]. Let R be the subring of R consisting of series with bounded coefficients; it
is the fraction field of R™. We call RP the bounded Robba ring over K. Let £ denote the fraction
field of the mg-adic completion of Ri™. Explicitly, we have

RN = {Z ait' € Rya; € Ok},
i€
RPd = {Z ait’ € R;a; € K, supla;| < oo} = R™ @0, K,
i€z i€z
&= {Z ait' € K[t™4t];a; € K, sup|a;| < oo, |a;] = 0 (i = —o0)}.
i€z i€z

Let | - |o denote Gauss norm on &, i.e.,

| Zait% = sup |a;].
i€z ez

Definition 1.2 ([Ked08, Definition 1.2.1]). Fix an integer ¢ > 1. A relative (q-power) Frobenius lift
on the Robba ring is a homomorphism ¢ : R — R of the form Y, ¢;t" — >, pr(c;)s’, where s € RP4
satisfies |s — 7)o < 1. We define an absolute (q-power) Frobenius lift as a relative Frobenius lift in which
px is itself a g-power Frobenius lift.

1.2 The extended Robba ring

One regards the Robba ring R as an analytic ring corresponding to the field of Laurent series k((t)). In
this subsection, we recall Kedlaya’s construction of the extended Robba ring R, which is an analytic ring
corresponding to the field of Hahn series k((t2)). We also gather technical results on R.

Assumption 1.3 ([Ked08, Hypothesis 2.1.1]). Throughout this subsection, assume that ¢ is a relative
Frobenius lift on R such that ¢k is an automorphism of K. Also assume that any étale p-module over
K is trivial; this is equivalent to asking that the residue field & is strongly difference closed, i.e., any -
module over k is trivial ([Ked10, Definition 14.3.1]). When @ is a g-power Frobenius lift, the condition
is satisfied if k is algebraically closed ([Ked10, Proposition 14.3.4]).

Definition 1.4 ([Ked08, Definition 2.2.1, Notation 2.5.1]). Let k((u@®)) denote the field of Hahn series
over k with value group Q, that is, the set of functions f : Q — k with well-ordered support, with
pointwise addition and multiplication given by convolution. We endow k((u®)) with the automorphism

Y Zciui — Z or(c)u?,

where ¢}, denotes the automorphism on k induced by ¢. Recall that k((u@)) equipped with ¢ is strongly
difference-closed ([Ked08, Proposition 2.5.5]).

Definition 1.5 ([Ked08, Definition 2.2.4], [Liul3, Definition 1.4.1]). For r > 0, let R" be the set of
formal sums Zie@ a;u’ with a; € K, satisfying the following conditions.

(a) For each ¢ > 0, the set of i € Q such that |a;| > ¢ is well-ordered.
(b) We have |a;le™" — 0 as i — +o0.

(c) We have sup;cq |a;le™" < co.



(d) For all s > 0, we have |a;|e™%" — 0 as i — —oc.

Then R” can be shown to form a ring. We call the union R = Rix = U /R’ the extended Robba ring
over K. Let RP? and ’Ri“t be the subrings of R consisting series with bounded and integral coefficients,
respectively. We equip R" with the norm

| > aiw’], = sup{|aile”"}
. K3
3
and R with the automorphism

P> ai) =Y prlau”

Note that |p(f)|, = |flgr for f € R?. Let £ denote the fraction field of the mg-adic completion of R™.
We equip € with Gauss norm | - |o defined as

|Zaiui|0 = sup |a;|.
. 3
3

We list some properties of the above rings (see [Ked08, 2.2.5] for details).

e The ring R is a Bézout domain.

The ring Rint is henselian discrete valuation ring and its fraction field is Rbd,
e The units of R are the nonzero elements of RP.

The field £ is a complete discrete valuation field with residue field k((u@)).

Proposition 1.6 ([Ked08, Proposition 2.2.6], [Liul3, Remark 1.4.10]). There exist a p-equivariant em-
bedding 1) : R — R and ro > 0 such_that for any r € (0, r9), R" maps to R" preserving | - |,. Moreover,
R (resp. RPY) maps RI™ (resp. RPY) preserving | - |o.

In the rest of this paper, for a given relative Frobenius lift ¢ on R, we fix ¢ and 7y unless otherwise
is mentioned.

Proposition 1.7 ([Ked08, Proposition 2.5.8]). Let A be an n xn matriz over R, Ifv € £ is a column
vector such that Av = p(v), then v € (RP4)™.

Lemma 1.8. The multiplication map RP? @gua R — Rix @y — xip(y) is injective.

Proof. By [Ked08, Propositions 3.2.4, 3.5.2], there exists an extension L/K of complete discrete valuation
fields, on which pg extends isometrically, such that the multiplication map R'zd RQrra R > Rr;x @y +—

x(y) is injective, where 7~€(Lbd) is the extended (bounded) Robba ring over L. In a commutative diagram

RPd Rpbd R —— 7?,,

ﬁ,]zd Qprbda R —— ﬁ,L
the morphisms other than the upper horizontal one are injective, which implies the assertion. O
Lemma 1.9. Let f =3, qau’ € R,a; € K. Then we have Sup; <, lai| < oo for any ip € Q.

Proof. We have only to prove sup, |a;| < oo, and supy<;<;, [ai| < co for any i > 0. Assume f € R".
Then ‘

sup |a;| < sup |agle”™"" < |flr,

i<0 i<0

which implies the first assertion. For ig > 0, we have

sup agle™™™ < sup |agle”"" < |flr,
0<i<io 0<i<io

which implies the second assertion. o



Lemma 1.10. (i) For0<r <, R" Cc R".
By (i), R is endowed with a family of norms {| - |,;r € (0,7']}.
(i4) (mazimal modulus principle) Let v' > 0 and I = [r1,72] C (0,7'] be a closed interval. Then, for any

feR"”, we have
sup | f[; = max{|f|r,, | flr. },
rel

inf | |, = min{| fls,. |f]r. ).

Proof. (i) Let f =}, cqaiu’ € R" with a; € K. It suffices to prove that f satisfies the conditions (b)
and (c) for r in Definition 1.5. For ¢ <0,

lasle™ < |aile™" = 0 (i — +00).

It also implies that there exists i9 > 0 such that |a;|e™"" < 1 for all i > ig. We have sup;<;, |a;| < oo
by Lemma 1.9. Hence we have
sup |as|e ™™ = max{sup |a;le”"", sup |a;le”"", sup |a;|e "}
) i<0 0<i<io i>io
< max{sup |a;le”", sup |ai|, 1}
i<0 0<i<io

< max{|fls, sup |a;|,1} < oo.

0<i<1i9
(ii) We have only to prove

Sul? [flr < max{[fl|r, [flrs}s HelfI |flr = min{|f|r,, | flr}-
re "

Hence we may assume that f is a monomial, in which case the assertion is obvious.
O

Lemma 1.11. For f € R", we have f € RP% if and only if SUPe (0,r] |fls < co. Moreover, when they
hold, lims_,04 |f|s = |flo-

Proof. Let f € R". Write f = 3. a;u’,a; € K, and put |f|o = sup; |a;| (may take oo). To prove the first
assertion, it suffices to prove
S?p]|f|s = max{|f|o, | f|-}- (1.11.1)
sc(0,r

Since, for any i € Q, _ _
max{|a;|, |a;le”"} = sup |a;le”*® < sup |f]s,
s€(0,r] s€(0,r]

we have max{|f|o, ||} < sup,e (o, |f[s- Since, for any s € (0,7],
|fls = sup Jaile™" < sup max{|ai, |a;le™"} = max{|f|o, | f],},
icQ 1€Q

we have sup,¢ o, |f[s < max{[flo,|f|-}, which implies (1.11.1).

We will prove the second assertion. Assume that supc g, |fls < oo holds. Put fi = >7, a’, f- =
> ico @i’ Since |f|s = max{|fyls, [f=|s} for s € [0,7], we may assume f = fi. Assume f = fi. Then
|f|s increases as s decreases, and is bounded above by |f|o. Hence lims_,o4 |f]|s exists, and is bounded
above by |f|o. We also have |f|o < lims—o4 |f|s by (1.11.1), which implies the assertion. Assume f = f_.
Then |f|s decreases as s decreases, and is bounded below by |f|o. Hence lims o4 |f|s exists, and is
bounded below by |f|o. It suffices to prove lims_o4 |f]s < |flo. By Definition 1.5, there exists ig < 0
such that |a;u’|, < |f|o for all i < ig. Then we have

max{|flo,|f|s} = max{|flo, sup |aiui|5, sup |aiui|5} <max{|flp, sup |aiui|r, sup |aiui|5}
1€ (—00,ip) i€[ig,0 1€ (—00,ip) 1€ [i0,0]

< max{|flo, | floe”*"}.

By passing to the limit s — 0+, we obtain the assertion. O



1.3 Log extensions

Throughout this subsection, we keep Assumption 1.3 when we consider R.
We define Ry = R[logt] as the polynomial ring over R. We extend ¢ on R to Riog by

¢(logt) =log (¢(t)/t?) + qlogt e RO R - logt.

Here we define

log f = i(—l)"_l(f —1)"/ne R
n=1

for f € 1+mgR™ ([Ked04, §6.5]). We also define Riog = R[logu] with ¢(u) = glogu. In this subsection,
we will extend any p-equivariant embedding ¢ : R < R given in Proposition 1.6 to a ¢-equivariant
embedding Riog — Riog-

Lemma 1.12. For any b € mg, ~ ~
p—b: R — R

is bijective.

Proof. Since ¢ : RPd — RPd g bijective, we have only to prove that 1 — bp~?! : RPd 5 RPd ig bijective.
The injectivity immediately follows from [bp™" (z)]o = [b||z]o < |2|o for = # 0. Therefore, it suffices to find
a solution y € R of the equation = (1 — by~ ')y for any given z € R*4. Write z = 3, o aiu’,a; € K.

We define the sequence {b;}icq of K by b; =3 yb- 0t (D) 0" T ()R (aign ), and a formal sum

Y=o byut. Then {b;}icq is a bounded sequence since we have

b - 901_(1(17) AU @%ﬂ+l(b)@;{n(aiqn)| < s1€1§|b|”|aiqn| < Sl€1§|aiqn| < |z]o < o0. (1.12.1)

We fix > 0 such that 2 € R". It suffices to verify that y satisfies the conditions (a)-(d) for 7 in Definition
1.5: if this is the case, then y is the desired solution.

We start by checking the condition (a). Fix ¢ > 0. We choose sufficiently large m € N so that
|b L] - |2]o < ¢/2. Let I denote the set {i € Q : |a;| > ¢}, which is well-ordered by the condition (a) for
. Then TU---Uqg~ ™I C Q is also well-ordered. If |b;| > ¢, then we have max{|a;|, |aiql, ..., |aign|} > ¢
by the inequalities

1bi] < sup [b[*|aien| < sup{lail,|aigl, - |aign], o™ - o}
Hence we have {i € Q;|b;] > ¢} CTU---Uq ™I. Thus (a) is verified. By (1.12.1), we have |b;] < |z]o,
which implies (b). Similarly, we have

sup |bsle ™™ < |z|osupe™ " = |z|p < oo,
i>0 i>0

sup |bile ™" < sup sup |aign|e " < supsup |aign|e " < sup lajle™ < ||, < oco.

<0 <0 neN i<0 neEN 7<0

Thus (c) is verified. Fix s > 0. For € € R, there exists i. < 0 such that
|ai|e*5i <eVi<i,
by the condition (d) for z. For any i < i., we have, by (1.12.1),
|bile™*" < sup |ajqn e < sup |agnle 7 <e,
neN neN
which implies (d). O
Lemma 1.13. (i) There exists (a unique) co € R such that

¢(co) = qeo + Y(log (p(t)/t7)).
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(it) Let ¢; € (K*)9<=' (for example, ¢; = 1) and co as in (i). We extend ¢ : R — R given in
Proposition 1.6 to Riog — Riog by sending logt to co + cilogu. Then the resulting R-algebra
homomorphism is injective and p-equivariant.

Proof. (i) Since ¥ (log((t)/t)) € RPd by Proposition 1.6, it follows from Lemma 1.12.

(ii) Let 2 = Y"1 @;(logt), z; € R. If ¢(z) = 0, then z, - ¢ = 0, and hence, z,, = 0. Thus, we obtain
the injectivity. The Frobenius compatibility follows from (i).
o

Definition 1.14. We fix ¢; € (K*)?5=! and define 9 : Ripg — 7~310g as in Lemma 1.13 (ii).
Lemma 1.15. The multiplication map
R @ gba Riog — Riog; © @y = ()
18 1njective.
Proof. We identify RP! @gra Riog as RPY @gua R[logt], i.e., the polynomial ring over R”? @ zva R with

variable logt. If z = Y7 z;(logt)’, 2z € R @pna R is zero in Riog, then ¢(z,) - ¢} = 0 in Ryog, and
hence, z, = 0 by Lemma 1.8. Thus z = 0. o

2 Logarithmic growth filtrations on Robba rings

In this section, we filter the Robba ring R and its variants Riog, ﬁ(log) by measuring the growth of Gauss
norms | - |,. Throughout this section, we keep Assumption 1.3 when we consider R or Riog.

2.1 OnR

Definition 2.1. Let f € R. Assume f € R™. We say that f is of log-growth A for A € R>¢ if there
exists a constant C such that
™ fl. < C ¥r e (0,r].

The definition does not depend on the choice of r’ by Lemma 1.10 (ii). We define the A-th log-growth
filtration Fil,R of R as the K-vector space consisting of those elements of log-growth A. For A < 0, we
set FilyR = 0. Note that Fil\R is not closed under multiplication unless A < 0.

One has an equivalent characterization of log-growth using Taylor expansion.

Lemma 2.2 (Taylor expansion criterion). Let f = ZiEQ aiu' € R,a; € K. For \ € R>q, the following
are equivalent.

(i) f € FilyR.
(i) |a;| = O(i*) as i — +oo.

Proof. (ii)=(i) We choose ' > 0 such that f € R". By assumption, there exists 49 > 0 such that
lai| < Ci* for all i > ig. We put I} = (—00,0),I> = [0,i¢), I3 = [ip, +o0) C R, and g; = > el a;u’ for

j=1,2,3. Then g1, 92,935 € R", and, for all r € (0,7],

|flr = max{|g1]r, 92|+, |93+ },

lg1lr < lg1lr < 00, [galr < |g2lo < o0

by Lemma 1.9. Hence it suffices to prove r*|g3|, — 0 as r — 0+. For r € (0,7'],

gsl =7 sup  aile™™ < Csup(ri)te ™" < CAe™H,
i€lig,+00) i>0

A

where the last inequality follows from the fact that the function x*e™* for x > 0 achieves the maximum

at x = A (we understand 0° = 1 here).
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(i)=(ii) Fix 7' > 0 sufficiently small so that f € R"". Let C be a constant such that r*|f],, < C for all
r € (0,7']. Then, for i > 0 and 7 € (0,7], we have r*|a;|e™"" < 7| f|. < C, i.e.,

lai| < Ci* - e/ (ri).
If i > 1/7’, then, by evaluating the above inequality at r = 1/i, we have
lai] < Ci* e,
which implies (ii). O
We gather basic properties on the log-growth filtration.

Lemma 2.3 (cf. [Ohk17, Lemma 4.7]). We have the following.

(i) The filtration Fil,R is an increasing filtration satisfying

Fil,R - Fil, R C Fily;, R VA, p € R.

(ii) For an arbitrary X € R, we have o(FilyR) C Fil\R.
(ii) FilgR = RP4,

Proof. (i) The first assertion is obvious, and the second one follows from the formula r**#|fg|, =
| f|r - 7#|g|, for sufficiently small 7 > 0.

(i) We choose ' > 0 sufficiently small so that f € R? N FilyR. Then ro(f)], = ¢ > (gr)*| g for
r € (0,7'], which implies the assertion.

(iii) We have RP4 C FilgR by Lemma 2.2. The converse follows from Lemma 1.11.

22 OnR

A very similar construction as in §2.1 works on R.

Definition 2.4. Let f € R. Assume f € R”. We say that f is of log-growth X for \ € R>¢ if there
exists a constant C' such that
™ fl. < C Vre (0,7].

The definition does not depend on the choices of 7’ and . We define the A-th log-growth filtration Fil\R
of R as the K-vector space consisting of elements of log-growth A. For A < 0, we set Fily,R = 0.

Similar results as in §2.1 hold.

Lemma 2.5. Lety : R — R be any @-equivariant embedding given by Proposition 1.6. Let f € R. For
any real number X\, the following are equivalent.

(i) [ € FiLR.
(i) ¥(f) € FilyR.
Proof. Tt follows from the norm compatibility of . O

Lemma 2.6 (Taylor expansion criterion, cf. [Chr83, Proposition 2.3.3]). Let f = ,., ait' € R,a; € K.
For A\ € R>q, the following are equivalent.

(i) f € FiLR.
(i) |a;| = O(i*) as i — +oo.

Proof. A similar proof as Lemma 2.2 works. Alternatively, we can deduce from Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5 by
choosing the absolute g-power Frobenius lift ¢(t) = t? as ¢, in which case ¥(t) = u. O

12



Recall that f =", a;t € K[t] with a; € K is of log-growth A > 0 if |a;| = O(i*) as i — 400, and we
define K[t]» as the set of power series of log-growth A. For simplicity, we put K[t], = 0 for A < 0.

Corollary 2.7. Let f =Y ., a;it',a; € K. For A\ € R, f € K[t]x if and only if f € FilyR.

i€z
Lemma 2.8 ([Ohk17, Lemma 4.7]). We have the following.

(i) The filtration FilgR is increasing and

Fil,R - Fil,R C Fily,,R for A, ju € R.

(ii) For an arbitrary A € R, we have p(FilyR) C Fil, R.
(iii) FilgR = RP4.
(iv) If f € R satisfies df /dt € Fil\R for some A € R, then f € Fily11R.
Similar assertions for K[t]e also hold by Corollary 2.7.
Proof. By Lemma 2.5, parts (i) and (ii) are reduced to parts (i) and (ii) in Lemma 2.3 respectively. Parts

(iii) and (iv) are consequences of Lemma 2.6. O

2.3 On Rlog and ﬁlog

To define the log-growth filtrations on Rjog and 7~€10g, we formally regard logt and log u respectively as
elements exactly of log-growth 1 as follows.

Definition 2.9 (cf. [Ohk17, Definition 4.11]). Let R be either R or R. For A € R, we define the \-th
log-growth filtration of Ry by

Fﬂ)\Rlog = @;.ZOZOFH)\,"R~ (log*)" C R]Og,

where x € {t,u} respectively (recall that Fil,R = 0 for x < 0). An element f € Riog is of log-growth X if
X € FilyRjog. Furthermore, f € Rl is ezactly of log-growth X if A € Fil\Riog and f ¢ Fil, Ry, for any
i < A. Note that we have FilyRjoe = 0 for A < 0 by definition.

We put K{t} = K[tj "R = {>,cyait’;a; € K, |ajle™™ — 0 (i = +o00) Vr € (0,+00)}, and
K{t}hog = K{t}[logt], which is endowed with the A-th log-growth filtration

Fib\K{t}]og = K{t}log NFilzRiog = @ZOZOK[[t]])\,n - (logt)".
Note that for f € K{t}iog, f € FilanK{t}1og if and only if f € Fil\Riog by Lemma 2.6.
Similar results as in §§2.1 and 2.2 hold.

Lemma 2.10. Let ¢ : Ripg — 7~310g be any p-equivariant embedding given by Definition 1.14. Let
f € Riog. For any real number A, the following are equivalent.

(Z) f S Fﬂ)\Rlog.
(ZZ) w(f) € Fﬂ)x,]ilog-
Proof. Write f =" ,a;(logt)’,a; € R. Then ¢(f) =Y., Ai(logu)’, where

A= Zn: (Z) & "eh(ay)

J=

with notation as in Definition 1.14.

Assume f € FilyRiog. Then a; € Fily_;R. By Lemma 2.5, ¢(a;) € Fila_;R. Since cg,c; € FilgR by
Lemma 2.3 (iii), we have 4; € Fily_;R by Lemma 2.3 (i). Hence 9(f) € Fil\Riog.

Assume ¥(f) € Fil\Riog. Since 4; = ciab(a;) + D ()b "cinp(a;) € Fila_;R, we have ¢(a;) €

Fil,\_ﬂé by reverse induction on . By Lemma 2.5, we have a; € Fily_;R, and hence, f € Fil\Rio,. O
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Lemma 2.11 ([Ohk17, Lemma 4.7]). Let R be either R or R. We have the following.
(i) The filtration File Riog is increasing and
Fﬂ)\Rlog . Fﬂ#R]og C Fﬂ)\JﬂLRlog fOT )\, e R.

(ii) For an arbitrary X € R, we have ¢(FilyRiog) C FilyRiog.
(iii) FilgRjog = R"9.
Similar assertions for K{t}iog hold.

Proof. For R =R (resp. 7@), each assertion immadiately follows from the corresponding one in Lemma
2.8 (resp. 2.3). O

In the proof of Main Theorem (Theorem 7.6), we need to determine the log-growth of particular
elements in Rjog as follows.

Definition 2.12. Let d be a positive integer. A (Frobenius) d-eigenvector of ﬁlog is a non-zero element
f of Riog such that
el (f)=cf
for some ¢ € (RP4)*. We refer to the quotient log |¢|o/ log |¢?| as the (Frobenius) slope of f.
Note that:

e a d-eigenvector f of slope A is a d’-eigenvector of slope A for any multiplier d’ > 0 of d;

o if f; for i = 1,2 is a d;-eigenvector of slope \;, then f;fs is a d-eigenvector of slope A1 4+ Ay for any
common multiplier d > 0 of d; and ds.

Lemma 2.13. Let a € RP® with |a|o = 1. Then there exists b € (RPY)* such that o(b) = ab.

Proof. Since any étale p-module over £ is trivial by the strongly difference-closedness of the residue field
k((u?®)) (instead, by using [Ked08, Proposition 2.1.6]), there exists b € (£)* such that ¢(b) = ab (see the
proof of [Ked10, Theorem 14.6.3]). By Proposition 1.7, we have b € RP? as desired. O

Lemma 2.14 (cf. [Ohk17, Theorem 6.1)). If f € ﬁlog is a d-eigenvector of slope A, then X > 0, and f
is exactly of log-growth X.

Proof. After replacing (i, q) by (¢%, ¢%), we may assume d = 1. Write f = >, z;(logu)® with z; € R.
Then z; is a d-eigenvector of slope A — ¢ unless z; = 0. Hence we may reduce to the case f € R. Let
¢ € (RP4)* such that o(f) = c¢f with A = log|c|o/ log|q|.

e The case c € K*

Suppose A < 0, i.e., || > 1. Write f = Zie(@aiui with a; € K. By o(f) = ¢f, we have a; =
¢r(aisq)/c. Fix i € Q and choose n sufficiently large so that i/¢™ < 1. Then,

|ail = 1@k (@ijgn)l/le - xc(c) - @i ()] = laiggn|/Ie]™ < (supla;)/lel™ = 0 (n = +o0).
i<

since sup,<; |aj| < oo by Lemma 1.9. Hence we have a; = 0 for all 4, which contradicts to f # 0. Thus
A>0.

We fix 7/ > 0 such that f € R™. To prove the second assertion, it suffices to prove the inequalities

(r'/gr)* _inf |fls < |flr < (/)N sup o |fl.
s€lr’/q,r’] s€[r’/q,r’]
for all r € (0,r'] since infoepr /g | fls, SUPsep /g, [fls # 0 by Lemma 1.10 (ii). Let 7 € (0,7']. We
choose n € N such that r € [/ /¢" 1,7/ /q"]. Since ¢"r € [ /q, '] and X > 0, we obtain inf e[ /g1 | fls <
|flgnr < SUPgefr /q.r] |fls, and (7' /qr)* < ¢™ < (+'/r)*. Hence we obtain
(r'/qr)* _inf |fls < ¢ flgne < (/) sup |f]s
s€[r'/q,r’] s€lr’/q,r']

Since |f| = ™| flqnr by @(f) = cf, we obtain the desired inequalities.

e The general case

Since K is discretely valued, there exists ¢/ € K* such that [¢'| = |c|o. By Lemma 2.13, we choose
b € (RP4)* such that ¢(b) = (c/c’) - b. Hence ¢(f/b) = ¢’ - (f/b). By the previous case, f/b is exactly of
log-growth A. By Lemma 2.8 (i) and (iii), f is also exactly of log-growth . O

14



3 (¢, V)-modules

Usually, (¢, V)-modules are defined in an ad-hoc manner once a base ring is given as in [deJ98, 4.9],
[Ked04, 2.5], and [Tsu98, 3.2]. In this paper, we consider various base rings, hence, we should use a
unified framework. The aim of this section is to construct such a framework. We also give some examples
of base rings in §3.3. In §3.4, we recall the category of unipotent V-modules over R. This section is
devoted to fix notation and define terminology, and we have no new results.

3.1 Definition
A quadruple (R, p,V,dp), denoted by R for simplicity, consists of the following data:

e R is a commutative ring;

e p: R — Ris aring endomorphism;

e V: R — Qg is a derivation with 2z an R-module;
e dp: Qpr — Qg is a g-semi-linear map,

that make the following diagram commute

R—YsQp

l@ \dep
R—Y>Qp.
A (p,V)-module over R is a triple (M, par, Var) consisting of the following data

e M is a finite free R-module,

e ¢y i M — M is a p-semi-linear endomorphism such that ¢}, : ¢*M — M;r@m — rep(m) is an
isomorphism,

e Vi : M — M ®pg Qg is an additive map satisfying

Vaulrm)=meV(r)+r-Vy(m) Vr € R, Ym € M,

that make the following diagram commute

M —% M @p Qg

‘/WM \L‘PM@dS"

M —2 M &g Qg

We ignore the integrability condition in this paper since we treat only the cases where 2 is of rank one
or Qrp =0. We put MY =ker (Vy : M — M @5 QR).

Unless otherwise is mentioned, we endow R with the “trivial” (¢, V)-module structure given by
(¢r, Vi) = (p, V) under the identification Qr = R ®r Qr. In the following, we also drop subscripts
such as R or M if no confusion arises.

A morphism f: (M,om, Vi) = (N, on, V) of (¢, V)-modules over R is an R-linear map f: M —
N that makes the following diagrams commute

MM MM M @g Q
lf lf Lf lf@idﬂ
NN, N N@gpQ.
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Direct sums and tensor products are defined in an obvious way (see [Ked10, Definitions 5.3.2, 14.1.1]).
Furthermore, we may endow the set of R-linear maps Hompg (M, N) a (¢, V)-module structure uniquely
determined by the following conditions: for all m € M,

PHom (v, N) () (Par(m)) = on (f(m)),

Viomp(a1,n5) (f)(m) = VN (f(m)) = (f @ida)(Var(m)),

where we identify Homgr (M, N) ® g Q as Hompg(M, N ®g ). Then the set Hom(M, N) of morphisms of
(¢, V)-modules coincides with the set

Hom?v(M, N) = {f € Homgr(M, N); SDHomR(M,N)(f) = vHomR(M,N)(f) =0}.

We denote by MY the R-dual Hompg (M, R) of M endowed with the (¢, V)-module structure above. Note
that the natural pairing M ® g MY — R of R-modules can be regarded as a morphism of (¢, V)-modules.

Let ¢ € R* N RY: for example, ¢ € Q* when R is a Q-algebra. As in [Ked05b, Definition 3.1.5], we
define the twist R(c) of R by c as the rank one (¢, V)-module given by

R(c) = Reg,
PR(c) (rec) = p(r)cec Vr € R,

VR (ree) =e.@V(r) € R(c) ®r Q Vr € R.

For a (¢, V)-module M, we define M(c) as M ®r R(c).
We discuss some functorial properties (cf. [Tsu98, 3.3]). A morphism of quadruples

(R, 9, V,dp) = (5,0, V,do)
is a pair f = (f,df) consisting of the following data
e f: R — S is aring homomorphism,
o df : QQp — Qg is an f-semi-linear map,
that make the following diagrams commute

! f df

R——= S R———=S§ QR—>QS
l/%’ ol lv lv ldg& ldd)
rR—1.3 Or -2 g, Or -2 g

We define the pull-back of a (¢, V)-module (M, pprr, V) over R via f, denoted by f*M, as the triple
(f*M,¢p<n,Viym), where

Gpem M = f*M;m®s— op(m) ® ¢(s),

Vim: "M — ffMQsQs 2MrQs;m s — (dy @df)(Vam(m)) - s +mae V(s).

Let a > 1 be an integer. Given a quadruple (R, ¢, V,dp), we consider the quadruple (R, %, V, dp?),
where %, dp® are the a-fold compositions of ¢, dy respectively. For simplicity, a (%, V)-module over the
quadruple (R, 9% V,dp?) is called a (p*, V)-module over R. Given a (p, V)-module (M, prr, V) over
R, we define the a-pushforward [a].M as the (¢%, V)-module (M, ¢%;, Var) over R, where ¢4, denotes
the a-fold composition of ¢,r. Note that the a-pushforward commutes with the pull-back above.
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3.2 Matrix presentation

We assume that € is of rank one with a distinguished base w. We denote by (-)/w : Q 2 R the isomorphism
sending w to 1. We identify 2 as R via this isomorphism. Then the derivation V : R — ) determines a
Z-derivation d : R — R via Homp(QF ;, Q) = Hompg(Qy 5, R). Then to give a (¢, V)-module over R is
equivalent to give a triple (M, ¢, D), where M is a finite free R-module, ¢ is a semi-linear endomorphism,
and D : M — M is an additive map satisfying D(rm) = dr - m +rD(m) for r € R,m € M satisfying the
compatibility D o ¢ = (¢(w)/w)p o D.

Furthermore, we give a matrix version of the above data (M, ¢, D). We choose an R-basis {e1,...,en}
of M, We define the matriz presentation of M (with respect to {e;}) as the pair of the matrices (4, G)
of the actions of (¢, D) on the basis {e;}, that is,

olery ... en) = (e1,...,en)A,

D(ey,y...,en) = (e1,...,en)G.

Then the condition p*M = M implies A € GL,,(R), and the compatibility between ¢ and D induces the
equality

d(A) + GA = (o(w)/w)Ap(G),
where d((ai;)ij) = (d(aij))i; and ©((gsi5)i;) = (¢(gi;))ij. Conversely, if we are given a pair (4,G) €
M,,(R) x GL,(R) of n X n matrices satisfying the above compatibility, then it defines a (p, V)-module
over R of rank n by the above procedure.

3.3 Examples of quadruples

We give some examples of quadruples. For examples of (¢, V)-modules, see §6.

1. Difference ring (Qg = 0)

Let (R, ,V,dy) be a quadruple. Then R; = (R, ,0,0) with Q, = 0 is also a quadruple. We
refer to a (¢, V)-module over Ry as a @-module over R for simplicity. Our definition of p-modules
coincides with that in [Ked10, §14]. Moreover, there exists a natural forgetful functor from the
category of (p, V)-modules over R to the category of p-modules over R. Thus we can use the
results on ¢-modules in [Ked10].

2. Differential ring (¢ = id, dp = id)
Let (R, ¢, V,dp) be a quadruple. Then Ry = (R,idg, V,idq,) with Qgr, = Qg is also a quadruple.
We refer to a (p, V)-module over Ry as a V-module over R for simplicity. Furthermore, when Qg
is of rank one, then the category of V-modules over R is equivalent to the category of differential
modules over (R,0) in the sense of [Kedl0, §6], where 0 is an arbitrary basis of Hompg(Qg, R).
Thus we can use the results on V-modules in [Ked10].

3. Rings of (bounded) analytic functions K[t]o, K{t} on the unit disc

Let notation be as in §§1, 2. Recall that we put K[t]o = Ok [t] ®o, K and
K{t} ={)_at' € K[t];a; € K, |aile™" = 0 (i = +00) Vr € (0, +00)}.
ieN

Then K{t} (resp. K[t]o) can be regarded as the K-algebra of (resp. bounded) analytic functions
on the open unit disc |t| < 1. We choose s € K[t]o such that |s —t?|o < 1, where | - |o denote Gauss
norm as in Definition 1.1 (ii). We define the quadruple (Kt]o, ¢, V,dyp) as

o v: K[t]o — K[t]o; > ait’ = > px (ai)s™,
o V: K[t]o = Qkpy, := Kltlodt; f — df /dt - dt,
o do: Qrpye — Qe fdt — o(f) - V(s).

We can endow K{t} with a quadruple structure similarly, and we have a natural morphism of
quadruples Kt]o — K{t}.

17



Furthermore, when s = t%u for v € K[t]y, we define the log analogue (K[t]o, ¥, Viog, dp) of
(Kﬂt]]fh 2 va d@), where

Viee : K[tlo = Qucpuy, (log) := K [Hlodt/t; f > tdf /dt - dt /1,

dp = Qxcp, (log) = Qcpeg, (log); f - di/t = (g + tu™ du/dt)p(f) - dt/t,

(see [Ked10, Remark 17.1.2]). We also define the log analogue (K {t}10g, 0, Viog, dp) of (K{t}, », V,dp)
similarly (put Vieg(logt) = dt/t). Following the terminology in [Ked05a, Definition 4.28], we refer
to a (¢, Vieg)-module over this quadruple as a log-(¢, V)-module over K[t]o. Note that we have the
canonical morphism of quadruples

(K[[t]]Oa 2 Vv d@) - (K[[t]]Oa 2 V10g7 d@)

given by (idgpe,, (fdt — tf-dt/t)). Moreover, it also extends to a canonical morphism of quadruples
(KA{t}, o, V,dp) = (K{t}hog, ¥ Viog, dp). Note that the pull-back of a (¢, V)-module (M, ¢, V)
over K[t]o (resp. K{t}) via the above morphism is (M, ¢,tV).

. (Bounded) Robba rings RP4, R, and the log extension Rjog

Let notation be as in §1. For a given s € RPd with |s — 19|y < 1, we can define quadruple structures
on RP4, R similarly as (K[t]o, , V, dp) in Example 3.3.3. We define the quadruple (Riog, ¢, V, dp)
as an extension of (R, p, V,dp) by putting

V(logt) = t'dt, Qr,,, = Riogdl.

When s € K[t]o, we have the canonical morphism of quadruples
(K[to: ¢, V, dp) = (R, V, dy)

given by the inclusions. Furthermore, when s = ¢9u for u € K[t]; , we have the canonical morphism
of quadruples
(K[[t]]o, L) vlogv dSD) - (Rbda »,V, d@)

given by the inclusions K[t]o C R”? and the map
Qkego (log) — Qgoa; f - dt/t — f/t - dt.

Note that we have a commutative diagram of quadruples

(K[[t]]()? P, v’ d¢) - (K[[t]]()? ©, vlog; d<P) — (Rbda ®, Vv d@)v
—_—

where the upper left arrow is given in Example 3.3.3. Moreover, the diagram extends to a commu-
tative diagram of quadruples

(K{t}a ®, Vv d@) — (K{t}logv 2 vlogv d@) - (Rlogv ®, va d<P)
\/»

. The Amice ring &

Let notation be as in §1. We consider the ring of bounded analytic functions on the “generic ” unit
disc in the sense of Dwork, that is, the £-algebra £[X — t]o with the new variable X —¢. We define
the K-algebra homomorphism

€= E[X —t]]o,fHZ 'f;f — )"

We can define a quadruple structure on & similarly as (K [t]o, ¢, V, dp) in Example 3.3.3. We have
the canonical morphism of quadruples given by the inclusions

(RP, 0, V,dp) — (€, ¢, V,dp).
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We endow E[X — t]o with a structure of a quadruple by

p: E[X —tlo = EIX = 1o D an(X = )" = D~ plan)(7((1) = ()",
n=0

n=0

df
d(X — 1)

do : Qepx—1), = Qepx—to; JAX — 1) = o(f)V(p(X —1)).

V:E[X —t]o— Qepx—io = E[X —tod(X —t); f — d(X —1t),

We put
dr : Qe = Qepx—g,; fdt = 7(f)d(X —t).

Then 7 = (7,dr) is a morphism of the quadruples £ — E[X — t]o.

3.4 Unipotent connection

In this paper, we would like to work with unipotent connections rather than quasi-unipotent connections
(see Remark 7.8). We interpret some classical results on unipotent connections in terms of Riqg.

Definition 3.1. Let M be a V-module over R. We define
V(M) = (M ®r Riog)"

which is a K-vector space endowed with the monodromy operator N, i.e., the K-linear endomorphism
induced by the map

idy ® d/dlogt : M @R Riog = M @ Riog; m ® Zai(logt)i = m® Ziai(logt)i_l.

We say that M is solvable in Ryoe if dimg V(M) = rankg M. We say that M is unipotent if M is a
successive extension of trivial V-modules over R ([Ked04, Definition 4.27]). Note that the category of
(unipotent) V-modules over R is an abelian ®-category ([Cre98, 6.2]). Moreover, any subquotient of a
unipotent V-module over R is unipotent again. Also note that for 0 - M’ — M — M" — 0 an exact
sequence of (¢, V)-modules over R, M is unipotent if and only if M’ and M" are unipotent.

Lemma 3.2. For M a V-module over R, the canonical map
V(M) @k Riog = M &% Riog
s injective.

Proof. By dévissage, we may assume that M is irreducible. We may also assume V(M) # 0.
Let z =Y 1" ym; @ (logt)* € V(M),m; € M,m,, # 0. Then N"z =nlm, ®1 € V(M)NM = M".
By the irreducibility of M, M = Rm,, = R, in which case the assertion is obvious. o

Corollary 3.3. For M a V-module over R,
dimg V(M) < rankg M,
and the monodromy operator N is nilpotent.

Proof. The first inequality follows from Lemma 3.2, and the nilpotency of N follows from the local
nilpotency of N. O

Lemma 3.4. Let M be a V-module over R. Then M is solvable in Riog if and only if M is unipotent.

Proof. The necessity is well-known: for example, see the proof of [Ked04, Theorem 6.13]. To prove the
sufficiency, we may assume that M is irreducible by dévissage. We have MY = V(M)N=0 =£ 0 by the
nilpotency of N. Hence the map MY ®@x R — M, which is injective by Lemma 3.2, is an isomorphism.
In particular, M is trivial. o
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4 Frobenius slope filtration

In this section, we recall the definition of Frobenius slope filtrations on ¢-modules over complete (discrete)
valuation fields following [Tsu98, CT09, CT11]: the formulation may be slightly different from a usual
one. Precisely speaking, our Frobenius slope filtration is indexed by R so that it will be invariant under an
arbitrary a-pushforward functor [a]. in §3.1. We also recall some basic properties by translating [Ked10,
§14] into our formulation. The results in this section will be used without referring unless otherwise is
specified.

Notation. In this section, let

e (F,|-]) a complete discrete valuation field of mixed characteristic (0, p): we do not need to normalize
-]
e ¢: FF— F an isometric ring endomorphism.

Recall that ¢ is a positive power of p. In this paper, unless otherwise is mentioned, we consider the case
that ¢ is a g-power Frobenius lift. In the following, a base change means tensoring F over F', where F is a

complete extension of F' to which ¢ extends isometrically (with the same ¢ unless otherwise is mentioned).

As FE, we typically consider the ¢-completion of F', i.e., the completion of hg (F LNy AN ), on which

¢ is bijective.

Definition 4.1 ([Ked10, Definitions 6.1.3, 14.4.6]). Let M be a non-zero ¢-module over F'. We choose
the supremum norm of M with respect to a basis of M ([Ked10, Definition 1.3.2]). We define the spectral
radius of ¢ : M — M as
|Glsp,ar = lim ( sup |¢"(v)|/]o))"/"
N=0 4HeV,v#£0

We say that M is pure of (Frobenius) slope \ if

|¢|sp,M = 1/|¢|sp7MV = |Q|>\'

For example, F(q) (see §3.1) is pure of slope 1.

The spectral radius (and hence, the slope) is independent of the choice of the basis, and hence, depends
only on the isomorphism class of M by [Ked10, Theorem 1.3.6 and Proposition 6.1.5]. It also commutes
with base change ([Ked10, Lemma 14.4.3 (c)]). Note that the slope does depend on the choice of q. To
formulate Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2, we need to make our slope filtration to be invariant under
the a-pushforward (see Lemma 4.8 (II)-(i)). Hence we choose ¢* as ¢ when we consider ¢*-modules over
F.

Note that M is pure of slope \ if and only if M is pure of norm |¢|* in the terminology in [Ked10, §14].
In the following, we translate the results on the difference modules in [Ked10, §14] into our language.

Lemma 4.2. If M is an irreducible ¢-module over F, then M is pure.
Proof. This is an immediate corollary of [Ked10, Theorem 14.4.15]. O

Definition 4.3. Let M be a non-zero ¢g-module over F. We define the (Frobenius) slope multiset of M

as
]_I{ Aiso N T

dimg M; times

where {M;} is the Jordan-Hélder constituents of M, and A; is the slope of M;, which makes sense by
Lemma 4.2.

Recall that the slope multiset is consisting of rational numbers ([Ked10, Corollary 14.4.5]), invariant
under base changes, and if 0 - M’ — M — M"” — 0 is an exact sequence of ¢-modules, then the slope
multiset of M is the disjoint union of those of M’ and M".

For simplicity, we define the slope multiset of M = 0 as the empty set.

Lemma 4.4 ([Kedl0, Proposition 14.4.8]). Let M be a non-zero ¢-module over F. Then M is pure of
slope A if and only if the slope multiset is {\, ..., A\}.

Lemma 4.5. Let M, N be non-zero ¢p-modules over F.
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(i) M is pure of slope \ if and only if MV is pure of slope —\.
(i1) The slope multiset of M is the negative of that of M.

(iii) The slope multiset of M ®@p N consists of A + u, where A\, u runs the slope multisets of M, N
respectively.

Proof. (i) It follows from the canonical isomorphism (M"Y)Y = M.
(ii) It follows from Lemma 4.2.

(iii) By Lemma 4.2, it reduces to the case where M, N are pure. Then the assertion follows from [Ked10,
Corollary 14.4.9] and Lemma 4.4.

O

Theorem 4.6. (i) ([Ked10, Theorem 14.4.13]) Assume that F is inversive. Let M be a ¢p-module over
F. Then there exists a unique direct sum decomposition

M = ®rerM)

of ¢-modules, in which each non-zero My is pure of slope .

Moreover, dimp M)y is equal to the multiplicity of X in the slope multiset of M .

(i1) (cf. [CTO09, Definition 2.3]) Let M be a ¢-module over F. Then there erists a unique increasing
filtration {S\(M); A € R} of ¢-modules satisfying:

(a) the exhaustiveness and separatedness;
(b) (right continuity)
SA(M) = ﬁu>ASu(M);
(¢) (rationality) if Sx(M)/ Uu<x Su(M) is non-zero, then it is pure of slope X and X € Q.
Moreover, dimp Sx(M)/ U< Su(M) is equal to the multiplicity of X in the slope multiset of M.
We call Se(M) (Frobenius) slope filtration of M.
(ii) If F is inversive, then
SA(M) = ®pu<aMy,
SA(M)/ Uu<>\ SM(M) = MA-
Lemma 4.7. Let M, N be ¢-modules over F. If the slope multisets of M and N are disjoint, then
Hom$,(M, N) = 0.

Proof. By base change, we may assume that F' is inversive. By identifying Hom}@ (M,N)as (MY®pN)?=!
then using Theorem 4.6 (i), it reduces to prove that if L is pure of slope A # 0, then L?=! = 0. We may
assume A > 0 by replacing ¢ by ¢! if necessary since ¢ —id;, = —¢(¢~* —idr). Then ¢ is contractive
since the operator norm of ¢ is less than or equal to |¢|sp.z < 1. Since F' is complete, 1 — ¢ is invertible
with the inverse 1 4+ ¢ 4+ ¢ + .. .. O
Proof of Theorem 4.6. (ii) e Existence

By [Ked10, Theorem 14.4.15], there exists a filtration
O=FoMCFMC---CFM=M

of ¢-modules such that F;M/F;_1 M is pure of slope A\; with A; < --- < \;. Moreover, the \;’s are
rational by [Ked10, Corollary 14.4.5]. We define
S\(M) = FiM if X € [Ai; Mig1),
where we put A\g = —00, A\j4+1 = +00.
e Uniqueness

Let S,(M) be another filtration satisfying the condition. Since Sx\(M) (resp. M/S{(M)) is a

successive extension of ¢-modules pure of slope < X (resp. > A), Hom?(S’,\(M), M/S\(M)) =0 by
Lemma 4.7. In particular, Sx(M) C S5 (M). Similarly, Sx(M) D S5 (M).

21



(iii) Since {&,>1M,} satisfies the conditions in (ii), we obtain the first equality by the uniqueness of

Frobenius slope filtration. The second assertion follows from the first one.
O

Lemma 4.8. (I) Assume that F is inversive.

(i) (base change) Let M be a ¢-module over F, and E a complete extension of F to which ¢
extends isometrically. Then there exists a caononical isomorphism

E®F M. = (E®F M).
Moreover, for a > 1, there exists a canonical isomorphism of ¢*-modules over F

[a]« (M) = ([a] M)e.

(i) (strictness) If 0 = M’ — M — M" — 0 is an exact sequence of ¢p-modules over F, then there
exists an exact sequence of filtrations

0— M, — M, — M/ — 0.
(i) (tensor compatibility) For M, N ¢-modules over F,
(M ®F N)s = Orypu=s M\ @F Ny.
(iv) (duality) For \ an arbitrary real number,
(MY)_3)" = BuzaMy,

where (-)* denotes the orthogonal part with respect to the canonical pairing M ®@p MV — F.

(v) (twist) Let « € K* and p € Q such that |o| = |q|*. Then, for M a ¢-module over F, there
erists a canonical isomorphism

M(a)x = My—, ®F (F(a)).
(I1) (i) (base change) Let M, E be as in (I)-(i). There exists a canonical isomorphism
E®p Se(M) =2 So(E®p M).
Moreover, for a > 1, there exists a canonical isomorphism of ¢*-modules over F
[a]«(Se(M)) = Se([a]. M).

(i) (strictness) If 0 — M’ — M — M" — 0 is an exact sequence of ¢-modules over F, then there
exists an exact sequence of filtrations

0— Se(M'") = Se(M) — Se(M") — 0.
(i) (tensor compatibility) For M, N ¢-modules over F,

Ss(M@p N)= Y Sy(M)@r Su(N).
Ap=6

(v) (duality) For \ an arbitrary real number,
(S_A(MY))* = UucaS,u(M),

where (-)* denotes the orthogonal part with respect to the canonical pairing M ®p MY — F.

(v) (twist) Let « € K* and p € Q such that |o| = |q|*. Then, for M a ¢-module over F, there
erists a canonical isomorphism

SA(M(e)) = Sx—p(M) @ (F()).
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Proof. (I) (i) It follows from the uniqueness in Theorem 4.6 (i).
(ii) It follows from Lemma 4.8.
(iii) The decomposition
M ®@p N = ®s(®rtp=sM\ ®r N,,)
satisfies the condition in Theorem 4.6 (i) by Lemma 4.5 (ii), which implies the assertion.

(iv) We identify M as @&yM, by Theorem 4.6 (i). By taking the dual of the A-th projection
OAMy — M), we identify (M) as a p-submodule of MY, which is pure of slope —\ by
Lemma 4.5 (i). Hence the decomposition MY = @y (M,)" satisfies the condition on Theorem
4.6 (i), in particular, (MY)_x = (M,)Y. We have ((My)V)+ = @,.1M, by construction,
which implies the assertion.

(v) It follows from Lemma 4.5 (iii).

(IT) By base change, we may assume that F is inversive. By Theorem 4.6 (iii), each of (i), (ii), and
(iii) reduces to the corresponding assertions in (I). We prove (iv). Since Frobenius slope filtration
is stable under base change ((II)-(i)), we may assume that F is inversive. By Theorem 4.6 (iii) and
I-(iv),

(S-AMY)F = (@uza(MY) =) = Nza((MY)= 1)) = Nuza(@s2uMs) = BscaMs = UparSu(M).
The assertion (v) follows from (IT)-(iii) and

F(a) ifd > pu,
0 if § < p.

Ss(F(a)) = {
The following will be necessary in the proof of Main Theorem.

Definition 4.9 (cf. [Ked05b, 4.2.1]). Let d be a positive integer. A (Frobenius) d-eigenvector of a
¢-module M over F is a non-zero element v of M such that

#(v) = co
for some ¢ € F*. We refer the quotient log |c|/ log |¢¢| as the (Frobenius) slope of v.

Lemma 4.10. Let M be a ¢-module over F. If v € M is a d-eigenvector of slope A, then v € S\(M)
and v ¢ Uy Su(M). In particular, if M is pure, then X is equal to the slope of M.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8 (II)-(i), we may assume d = 1 after replacing ¢ by ¢¢. Then Fv is a ¢-submodule
of M, and Sy\(Fv) = Fv,S,(Fv) =0 for p < A, which implies the assertion by Lemma 4.8 (II)-(ii). O

Lemma 4.11 (Dieudonné-Manin theorem, [Ked10, Theorem 14.6.3]). Assume that the residue field of F
is strongly difference-closed. Let M be a non-zero ¢p-module over F' of rank n. Then there exist a positive
integer d and a basis eq, ..., e, of M consisting of d-eigenvectors. Moreover, if we denote by u; the slope
of e;, then the multiset {u;;1 < i < n} coincides with the slope multiset of M, and

My = ®i:ui:)\Fei-

Definition 4.12. Assume that F is inversive. Let M be a ¢-module over F, and M = @, M, the
decomposition given by Theorem 4.6 (i). We define the reverse filtration {S*(M); A € R} of M by

SA(M) = @uZAMu-

Note that the filtration S®(M) is decreasing, exhaustive, separated, and consisting of ¢-submodules
of M. Moreover, the slope multiset of S®(M) coincides with that of M,.
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5 Logarithmic growth filtration for (¢, V)-modules

In this section, we recall the definition of the log-growth filtrations for (p, V)-modules over the rings
K[t]o, R4, and &€ following [CT09, Ohk17]. We show that the log-growth filtration is invariant under
the base changes via the morphisms in Example 3.3.4 (Lemma 5.2). We also recall basic properties on
the log-growth filtration, that can be found in the literature.

Convention. In the rest of this paper, we endow the rings K[t]o, R"?, and € with the structures of
quadruples defined in §3.3 unless otherwise is mentioned. In particular, when we consider a (¢, V)-module
over R4, we tacitly assume ¢(t) € R4 with [p(t) — t9]o < 1; when we further consider a (i, V)-module
over K[t]o, we impose the extra assumption ¢(t) € K[t]o.

5.1 Over R

Let M be a (¢, V)-module over RPd. We say that M is solvable in Riog if M ®@pba R is solvable in Rjog in
the sense of §3.4, or, equivalently, is unipotent by Lemma 3.4. Note that the category of (¢, V)-modules
over RP4 solvable in Riog is an abelian ®-category.

Let M be a (¢, V)-module of rank n over R4 solvable in Riog. As in [Ohk17] (where V,Sol are
denoted by U, Gol), we define the set of analytic horizontal sections of M (in Riog) as

V(M) = (M ®@goa Riog)Y
which is a p-module over K of dimension n. A solution of M (in Rieg) is a V-equivariant Rd-linear map
fiM — Rigg.
We define Sol(M) as the set of solutions of M, that is,
Sol(M) = Hompua (M, Riog),

which is a g-module over K of dimension n since Sol(M) is canonically isomorphic to V(MY). Moreover,
the natural perfect pairing M ®zna MY — RPd induces a perfect pairing

(,):V(M)®k Sol(M) = K.

We endow Sol(M) and V(M) with growth filtrations as follows. For A € R, a solution f of M is of
log-growth A if f(M) C FilyxRios. We define Soly (M) as the set of solutions of M of log-growth A, that is,

Solx(M) = {f € Sol(M); f(M) C Fil\Riog }-
We also define the A-th log-growth filtration of M as
V(M)* = (Soly(M)) " = {v € V(M); (v, f) = 0 ¥f € Sol\(M)},

where (-)* denotes the orthogonal part with respect to the above pairing.

We endow V' (M), Sol(M), which are ¢-modules over K, with Frobenius slope filtrations by applying
the results in §4 with (F,¢,q) = (K,¢k,q). Thus V(M) and Sol(M) are endowed with two filtra-
tions respectively, that is, the growth filtrations V' (M)® and Sols (M), and Frobenius slope filtrations
Se(V(M)) and Se(Sol(M)). Frobenius slope filtrations enjoy many good properties as we see in Lemma
4.8. Although the log-growth filtration will be compared to Frobenius slope filtration, some fundamental
properties on the log-growth filtration does not follow by definition. For example, the following proposi-
tion will follow from Proposition 7.5; we record here since it is not used in the interim.

Proposition 5.1. Let M be a (p,V)-module over R4 solvable in Riog. Then the filtration V (M)® is
decreasing, exhaustive, and separated. Similarly, the filtration Sole(M) is increasing, erhaustive, and
separated.

Proof. By duality, we have only to prove the assertion for Sole(M). The only non-trivial part is that
Sole(M) is exhaustive. By Proposition 7.5, we have Solx(M) D Sx_a,..(Sol(M)), where Apax de-
notes the maximum Frobenius slope of Mg. We put p the maximum Frobenius slope of Sol(M). Then
Solx, et u(M) = Sol(M). O

The growth filtrations V(M)® and Sole(M) share the same information via the duality as above.
Nevertheless, we will handle mainly Sols (M) in this paper. One reason is that an element of f € Sole (M)
is a homomorphism f : M — Rjog by definition, and the injectivity of f has a special meaning in the
proof of Theorem 7.6 (ii).
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5.2 Over K[t]o

Let M be a (¢, V)-module over K[t]o. Then the construction in §5.1 works for M after replacing
RPY Riog, and Fil\Riog by K [t]o, K {t}, and K [t], respectively: Dwork’s trick ([Ked10, Corollary 17.2.2])
assures that M is solvable in K {t} (in an obvious sense). We denote each resulting object by the same
symbol as in §5.1, that is, we obtain the following ¢-modules over K:
Sol(M) = Hompyp,y, (M, K{t}),
Solx(M) = {f € Sol(M); f(M) C K[t]x},
V(M) = (M @kpy, K{t})Y,
V(M)* = (Sol\(M))™ = {v € V(M); (v, f) = 0 Vf & Sol\(M)},

where (-)1 denotes the orthogonal part with respect to the perfect pairing V(M) ® Sol(M) — K. Our
notation is compatible with that in [CT09, p. 473].

The above construction also works for M log-(¢, V)-modules over K|t]o after replacing K{¢} and
Kt]x by K{t}og and FilyK{t}1o respectively: a nilpotent analogue of Dwork’s trick ([Ked10, Corollary

17.2.4]) assures that M is solvable in K{t}g (in an obvious sense). We denote each resulting object by
the same symbol as above, that is, we obtain the following ¢-modules over K:

Sol(M) = Hom g, (M, K{t}og),
Sole(M) = {f € Sol(M); f(M) C File K {t}10g},
V(M) = (M ®kp, K{thos) ",

V(M)* = (Sole(M))*,

where (-)* denotes the orthogonal part with respect to the perfect pairing V(M) ®x Sol(M) — K.

The following lemma asserts that the log-growth filtration is invariant under any base change given
in Example 3.3.4. Hence we are allowed to use the same symbols Sole(-) and V(-)® for abuse of notation.
Also, as a consequence, instead of studying the growth filtrations on V(M) and Sol(M) for (¢, V)-modules
over K[t]o as in [CT09], we may study those for (p, V)-modules over RP4. In particular, an analogue of
Proposition 5.1 for a (log-)(¢, V)-module over K [t]o holds.

Lemma 5.2 (cf. [Ohkl7, Lemma 4.15]). Let R — S denote any of the following three morphisms of
quadruples given in Examples 3.3.3 and 3.3.4
(K[[t]]07 ®; V, d‘/)) - (K[[t]]07 1) vloga d‘/)) - (Rbda 2 V? d@)
V

Under the base change via R — S, the @-modules V(-) and Sol(-) for (log-)(p, V)-modules over R are
invariant up to natural isomorphisms. Moreover, the growth filtration V (-)® and Sole(+) are also invariant
up to natural isomorphisms.

Proof. It suffices to prove the assertions in the cases of (K[t]o,¢,V,dy) — (K[t]o, ¢, Vieg, dp) and
(K[tlos ¢s Vieg, dp) — (RP4, 0, V, dp). We give a proof in the first case; a similar argument works in the
second case.

Note that Mpba is solvable in Riog (even in R) by Dwork’s trick. By Corollary 2.7, the inclusion
K{t} C Riog induces canonical injections

Sol(M) — Sol(Mgna), (5.2.1)
V(M) = V(Mgya), (5.2.2)
which commute with the canonical pairings
Sol(M) @k V(M) — K, Sol(Mgba) @k V(Mpba) = K.

By Corollary 3.3, the morphism (5.2.2) is an isomorphism, hence, the morphism (5.2.1) is also an iso-
morphism by duality. We identify Sol(Mzva) as Sol(M) via (5.2.1). Then

Soly(Mgya) = {f € Sol(M); f(M) - R* C Fil\Riog} = {f € Sol(M); f(M) C Fil\Riog}
= {f €Sol(M); f(M) C K[t]x} = Solx(M)

by Lemma 2.8 (i), (iii), and Corollary 2.7. By duality, we obtain an isomorphism V(M)® — V (Mzgva)®.
o
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5.3 Over &

Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £. Let 7 : £ — E£[X — t]o be the morphism of quadruples given by
Example 3.3.5. The pull-back 7*M of M via 7 is a (p, V)-module over £[X — t]o. By applying the
construction in §5.2 to 7*M, we denote each resulting object by the same symbol as in §5.2, that is, we
obtain the following ¢-modules over &:

Sol(M) = Sol(r* M) = Homg[x_, ("M, E{X —t}),
Sole(M) = Sole(1*M) = {f € Sol(M); f(1*M) C E[X —t]e},
V(M) =V(r*M) = (7" M @¢[x q, E{X = 1})Y,
V(M)* = V(r"M)* = (Sols(M))*,

where (-)1 denotes the orthogonal part with respect to the perfect pairing V(M) ®¢ Sol(M) — &.
The feature in the case of £ is that the log-growth filtration V' (M)® descends to M.

Definition 5.3. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over € of rank n. We say that M is solvable in E[X — t]y if
dimg Soly (M) = n. We say that M is bounded if M is solvable in E[X — t]o.

Note that if M is solvable in E[X — t]», then any subquotient of M as a (p, V)-module over £ is also
solvable in E[X — ¢]..

Theorem 5.4 ([Rob75b, 2.6, 3.5],[CT09, Theorem 3.2, Proposition 3.9],[CT11, Theorem 2.2]). Let M be
a (p,V)-module over £. For any real number \, there exists a unique (¢, V)-submodule M* of M such

that an equality
Soly (M) = Sol(M/M™)

holds in Sol(M), where Sol(M/M?) is canonically regarded as a subspace of Sol(M). Equivalently, M*
is characterized as the minimal (p, V)-submodule of M such that M/M? is solvable in E[X — t]x.

Definition 5.5 ([CT09, Definition 3.8]). Let M be a (p, V)-module over £. We call {M*; \ € R} the
log-growth filtration of M. The quotient M /M is called the bounded quotient of M. Note that we have
M?* = M for X\ < 0 by definition.

We gather some basic facts on the log-growth filtration.
Lemma 5.6. Let M be a (p, V)-module over E.
(i) ([CT09, Theorem 3.2 (2), Corollary 3.5]) The filtration M*® is decreasing, exhaustive, and separated.
(ii) ([CT09, Theorem 3.2 (4)]) If M # 0, then M* # M for A > 0. In particular, the minimum slope

of M*® is equal to zero.
Lemma 5.7 ([CT09, Proposition 3.6]). Let f: M — N be a morphism of (p, V)-modules over E.
(i) f(M*) C N*.
(ii) If [ is surjective, then f(M®) = N°*.

1%

Lemma 5.8. For (¢, V)-modules M, ..., M, over &, there exists a canonical isomorphism (&}, M;)*
T M.
=144

n

Proof. By applying Lemma 5.7 (i) to the canonical injection M; < @, M;, we obtain @ M} C
(@, M;)*. The converse follows by applying Lemma 5.7 (ii) to the canonical surjection &7 ,M; —
M;.

Proposition 5.9 ([CT09, Proposition 6.2, Corollary 6.5]). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over . If M is
pure as a p-module, then M is bounded, i.e., M° = M.

Finally, we recall some facts on Frobenius slope filtration for a (¢, V)-module M. Let So(M) denote
Frobenius slope filtration on M (Theorem 4.6). Then each S\(M) is a (¢, V)-submodule of M ([CT09,
Proposition 6.2]). We should remark that each graded piece of Se(M) is bounded by Proposition 5.9, in
particular, any (¢, V)-module over £ is a successive extension of bounded (p, V)-modules over £. This
fact distinguishes (p, V)-modules over & from those over RP4.

26



5.4 Pure of bounded quotient

Ultimately, we would like to compare log-growth filtrations and Frobenius slope filtrations. However there
exists a difference between Frobenius structures and differential structures, which cannot be ignored: the
twisting operation M — M(c) in §3.1 does change Frobenius structures while does not change differential
structures. Chiarellotto and Tsuzuki introduce the following notion for (p, V)-modules, which is necessary
to formulate Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2.

Definition 5.10 ([CT11, Definition 5.1]). (i) A (¢, V)-module M over £ is said to be pure of bounded
quotient (called PBQ for simplicity) if M/M? is pure as a ¢-module. By Theorem 5.4, this is
equivalent to say that Solg(M) is pure as a p-module over €.

(ii) A (log-)(¢, V)-module M over K[t]o or RP4 is said to be pure of bounded quotient (called PBQ for
simplicity) if the generic fiber Mg of M is PBQ as a (¢, V)-module over £.
For simplicity, we define that M = 0 is PBQ.

We give some first properties.
Lemma 5.11. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £. Then the following are equivalent.
(i) M is PBQ.

(1) If Q is a quotient of M as a (p, V)-module such that Q is bounded (Definition 5.3), then @ is pure
as a p-module over E.

Proof. (i)=(ii) By Theorem 5.4, there exists a surjection of (¢, V)-modules M/M°® — Q. Hence Q is
pure.
(ii)=-(i) Apply (ii) to Q = M/M?°. O

Corollary 5.12 ([CT11, Proposition 5.3]). Let M be a (p, V)-module over K[t]o,RP4, or €. Then any
quotient Q of M as a (¢, V)-module is PBQ.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the assertion in the case of £, where the assertion follows the previous lemma.
O

6 Examples of (¢, V)-modules

In this section, we give some examples of (¢, V)-modules. In §6.1, we calculate their log-growth filtrations
and Frobenius slope filtrations, and compare the two filtrations. In §6.2, we also explain whether some
examples in §6.1 are PBQ or not by calculating the bounded quotients. Some examples will be useful as
counterexamples to some questions. This section is an exposition of examples, hence, we do not hesitate
to use some results, which will be proved later in this paper.

6.1 Log-growth filtrations and Frobenius slope filtrations

Example 6.1 (the rank one case). Let M be a (¢, V)-module of rank one over R4 solvable in Rj,s. We
claim that M is trivial as a V-module over RP4, in particular, Solg(M) = Sol(M). Let {e} be a basis of
M. Since M ®@gua R is a trivial V-module over R by Lemma 3.4, there exists ¢ € (R)* = (R"%)* such
that {ce} is a basis of V(M), which implies the claim.

By the above claim, we may choose a horizontal basis e € M. Write p(e) = ae with a € K. Let Apax
denote the maximum Frobenius slope of Mg. Since the map e — 1 is a basis of Sol(M), the Frobenius
slope of Sol(M) is equal to —log |a|/log ||, which is also equal to —Apmax. Hence we have

SOlA (M) = Sx—xpay (SOI(M)) = {(S)OI(M) i ii E()_ioo:))

By a similar argument,

0 if A € (—00,0),

SOIABY) = Srranae (SOUMT)) = {Sol(MV) if A € [0, 4-00).
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Let M be a (log-)(¢, V)-module over K[t]o of rank one. Then M is trivial as a (log-)V-module over
K[t]o. In fact, since M ®@ gy, RP4 is a trivial V-module over RP4, the assertion follows from [Ked10,
Proposition 17.2.5]. We can calculate the log-growth filtration and Frobenius slope filtration similarly as
above.

Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £ of rank one. Then M is bounded since 7*M is a trivial V-module
over £[X — t]o. We can calculate the log-growth filtration and Frobenius slope filtration similarly as
above.

Example 6.2 (direct sum). Let M = K[t]o @ K[t]o(¢). Let e1 = (1,0),e2 = (0,1). Then Sol(M
admits the basis {f1, fo} defined by fi : (e1,e2) — (0,1), f2 : (e1,e2) — (1,0). We have ¢(f1, f2) =
(f1, f2) Diag(¢~1,1). Hence we have

TS 1 (Sol(M) =< Kfi  if Ae(0,1),

0 if A € (—o00,0
oy (1) - if A € (—o0,0) A€ (=00,0),
AT S0l(M) i A € [0, +00),

Sol(M) if X € [1,+00).

Example 6.3. Assume ¢(t) = t9. Let p € [0,1] N Q such that ¢* € (K*)?x=!. We define the rank two
(¢, V)-module M, over K[t]o with the basis {e1, e2}, whose matrix presentation is given by

(1 —g"t (0 g,
(o 3)e=(0 %)

where g, = 3°7° ¢ mitd' =1 € K[t]o. We put
T, = /g#dt = Zqﬂ“—tqi € K{t}.
=0
Then z,, is exactly of log-growth p. The solution space Sol(M,,) admits the basis {f1, fo} defined by
fl : (61762) = (07 1)7 f2 : (61762) = (1,5[;”).

We also have, by noting ¢(x,) = ¢"z, — ¢"t,

w(fla f2) = (fh f2) Diag(qiﬂa 1)

Hence we have
0 if A € (—00,0),
Solx (M) = Sx—p(Sol(M,)) =< K fy it A e [0, p),
Sol(M,,) if \ € [u, +00).

The matrix presentation of the dual M with respect to the dual basis {ey, e5 } of {e1, ea} is given by

by (10N 4 (0 0
(A,u)_<t q,tL)v GM_<_g# O)

Hence Sol(M,/) admits the basis {h1, hao} defined by
hy : (6\1/,65/) = (170)7 ha : (61/765/) = (—CL‘H, 1)7
which satisfies
@(h1, h2) = (h1, hg) Diag(1,¢").

Hence we have
0 if A € (—00,0),
Sola(M,)) = Sx(Sol(M,))) = § Khy it A e [0, p),
Sol(MY) if A € [, +00).
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Example 6.4 (pushout; a generalization of [CT11, Example 5.2 (3)]). Let notation and assumption be
as in Example 6.1.3. Let u, 6 € [0,1] N Q such that ¢*,¢° € (K*)?x=! and p < 6. We define the rank
three (p, V)-module M,, 5 over K[t]o with the basis {e1, e2, 3}, whose matrix presentation is given by

1 —q't —¢’t 0 gu s
Aps=1(0 ¢ 0 |.,Gus=1{(0 0 0
0 0 q° 0 0 0

Actually, M, ; satisfies a pushout diagram

K[[t]]o — M,

]

Ms —— M, 5.
Then Sol(M) admits the basis { f1, f2, f3} defined by

fl : (61,62,63) — (0,0, 1), f2 : (61,62,63) — (0, 1,0), f3 : (61,62,63) — (1,1'”,,@5),
which satisfies
o(f1, f2, f3) = (f1, fa, f3) Diag(q~°,q7#,1).
Therefore
0 if A € (—00,0),
Solx(Mus)=s Kfi® Kfy if Ae|0,4),
Sol(M,5) if X € [d,+00),

0 if A € (—o00,0),
Kfi if A e 0,6 — ),
Kfi®oKf, ifxeld—pu,d),
Sol(M,s5) if X €[4, +o0).

In particular, Sx_s(Sol(M,,s)) C Solx(M, s) with equality unless X € [0, — ).

The matrix presentation of the dual M,/ 5 with respect to the dual basis {ey,es, ey} of {e1, ez, €3} is
given by

S)\f(;(SOl(M‘uyg)) =

1 0 0 0 0 0
(A=t a* 0 ,—'Gus=|-gu 0 0
t 0 q —gs 0 0

As in Example 6.1.3, Sol(Ml\L/_’(;) admits the basis {h1, ho, hg} defined by
hy : (6\1/, 65/, eg) = (L 0, O)a ha (6\1/, 65/, eg) = (—ZE#, L 0)7 hs : (ei/v 65/, eg/) = (_:E(;a 0, 1)5

which satisfies
@(h1, ha, hs) = (h1, ha, h3) Diag(1,q", ¢°).

Therefore
0 if A € (—o0,0),
Khq it Ae[0,pn)
Solx (MY 5) = Sx(Sol(MVY)) = ’
0. )x( #16) )\( O( #16)) Khl @KhQ it e [,U,(S),
[

Sol(M,/ 5) if A € [0, +00).

Example 6.5 (tensor product). Let notation and assumption be as in Example 6.1.3. We consider
M = M, @k, M,] with the following basis

v v v v v v
e1=e1®ey, e2=e1Q€] —e2R€Ey, €3=€2Q¢€], €, =€1Qe] +exRey.

Then the matrix presentation is given by

g 2t —g"2 0\ [0 —2g, 0 0
0 1 —¢ 0| |0 0 g, 0
0 0 ¢ o0]'lo 0o 0 0
o 0 0 1 0O 0 0 0
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Thus M splits into the direct sum of two modules defined by {e1,e2,e3} and e4 respectively: the first
one is the kernel of the canonical pairing M ® g, M V' — K|[t]o, and the decomposition is nothing but
a splitting of the pairing. The solution space Sol(M) admits the basis {f1, fo, f3, f4} defined by

fl : (81782783784) — (0,0,0, 1), f2 : (81782783784) — (0,0, 1,0),

fz:(e1,e2,e3,e4) — (0,1,2,,0), fa:(e1,e2,e3,e4)— (1,—2z,, —xi,O),
We also have
©(f1, f2, f3: f1) = (f1, fos f5, f4) Diag(1,¢7",1,¢").
Note that 2, = >ijen g Mt e = disjeN g D+ 4 Y ien 2¢~ 21124 i3 exactly of log-growth

. . _ ; k3
2/ since 80 is >, 27 2*t%7". Hence we have

1€N
0 if A € (—00,0),
Soly (M) = Kfi®o Kfs ?f)\e[ )

KhoKf2©Kfs if A€ [p,2u),

Sol(M) if X € [2p, +00),
0 if \ € (—00,0),
K it Ae0,u),

S p(Sol(an)) = { K2 el
KfieoKfod Kfs if XA € [p,2u),
Sol(M) if A € [2u, +00).
We also note that
> Sole(M,) @k Sols(My) = > Se_,(Sol(My)) @k S5(Sol(M,)) = Sx—,.(Sol(M))
e+d=\ e+0=A\

by Example 6.1.3 and Lemma 4.8 (II)-(iii). In particular, )
with equality unless A € [0, u).

e+0= XSOI (M, )®K SO]J(MV) C Soly (M)

Example 6.6 (symmetric square). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over Kt]o of rank 2 such that (a) M is
not a trivial V-module over K[t]o, and, (b) there exists a rank one (¢, V)-submodule M’ of M. We will
calculate the growth filtrations and Frobenius slope filtrations of M®2 and Sym?M by assuming several
results including Theorem 7.2.

We start by calculating Sole(M) and Se(M), which can be seen as a generalization of Example
6.1.3. By Christol transfer theorem ([CT09, Proposition 4.3]), Mg is not bounded. Hence M is PBQ by
Example 6.2.2. By Example 6.1.1, M', M/M' are trivial V-modules over K[t]o. Let {e1,e2} be a basis
of M such that e; is a horizontal element of M’ and es is a lift of a horizontal element of M/M’. Then
Sol(M) admits a basis {f1, fa} such that fi(e1,e2) = (0,1) and fa(er, e2) = (1,z) for some z € K[t].
Let {0, A} be the slope multiset of M2, or, equivalently, of Sols(Mg). By the non-boundedness of Mg,
we have A > 0. We claim that the slope multiset of Soles(M) is equal to {0, A}. Since fi € Solg(M),
the slope multiset of Sols (M) is of the form {0, \'}. By the semicontinuity theorem on the log-growth
Newton polygons (Corollary 13.8), we have X' = A. By the claim, together with Lemma 13.2, we have
Sol, (M) = 0 if p € (—00,0), Sol, (M) = Kf if p € [0,)), and Sol, (M) = Sol(M) otherwise. By
Theorem 7.2 (i), fa is exactly of log-growth A, hence, z is exactly of log-growth A. Since M is PBQ),
we have Sole(M) = Se_x,,.. (Sol(M)) by Theorem 7.2 (ii), where Apax denotes the maximum Frobenius
slope of Mg. Moreover, ¢ acts on {f1, f2} as an upper triangular matrix (c;;)i<; with |ag1| = [g~ |
and |ags| = [¢* e,

For a given a,b,c,d € K, put f = a(fi® f1) +b(f1 @ f2 — f2® f1) + c(f1 @ f2) + d(f2 @ f2). Then,
we have

fle1®er,e1 @eg,ea@er, 62 ® es) = (d, —b+da,b+ c + dr,a + cx + dz?).

By Proposition 15.6, 2) is a slope of Sol, (M ®2), which implies that 22 is exactly of log-growth 2). Hence
we obtain

0 if u € (—00,0),
Sol, (M®?) = K(hi®f)®K(H©f2—f2® fi) if e 0,4),
" Kio i) oK(fi@fo— 2@ fi) ©K(fi® f2) ifpe[X2N),
Sol(M®2) if u € 2), +00).
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In particular, fo ® fo ¢ Sol,(M®?) for any u < 2X\. We also have S,,_ax,... (Sol(M®?)) = K(f1 ® f1) C
Sol, (M®2) if € [0,)), and S,,_ax,.... (Sol(M®?)) = Sol,,(M®?) otherwise.
Since f1 ® f1, /1 ® fo+ f2 ® f1, and fo @ fa € Sol(M®2) kill e; ® e3 — e3 ® €1, they can be regarded

as a basis of Sol(Sym?M). The above calculation of Sols(M®?) implies

0 if we (_007 0)7
9 - K(f1® f1) if ue[0,)),
SoLSYmM) =\ e o f) @ Ko fat 20 1) ifue M 2N),
Sol(Sym? M) if j1 € [2), +00).

We also have S, _ay,... (Sol(Sym?(M))) = Sol,(Sym?(M)) for an arbitrary u by using the strictness of
Frobenius slope filtration.

Example 6.7 (Bessel overconvergent F-isocrystal). In this example, we will study Bessel overconvergent
F-isocrystal MPBessel constructed by Dwork ([Dwo74]). We adopt the following treatment in [Tsu98,
Example 6.2.6]. Assume for simplicity that & is algebraically closed. Let X be a connected smooth curve
over k. Then one can define the (bounded, integral) Robba ring Rgbd’im) at an arbitrary closed point
s € X, which is non-canonically isomorphic to R(Pdint) ([Tsu98, 6.1]). Let U be a non-empty open
subscheme of X, and Z = X \ U. Let M be an overconvergent F-isocrystal on U/K around Z. Then
one can define a corresponding (¢, V)-module M, over R>? for any closed point s € X. In the case
that M is given by the first relative rigid cohomology associated to Legendre family of elliptic curves,
the log-growth filtration and the Frobenius slope filtration of M, are determined by Dwork (see [CT09,
§7.4]).

We briefly recall a few properties of MPBe¢l. Let p # 2. Assume that K contains Dwork’s , that is,
7Pl = —p, and ¢ is a p-power Frobenius lift on K such that ¢(7) = 7 (such a ¢ exists if K is obtained
by the fraction field of the ring of Witt vectors over k then adjoining 7). Put X =P}, Z = {0, 00}, and
U = X\ Z. Then MPBes¢l is an overconvergent F-isocrystal of rank 2 on U/K around Z. If s # 0, oo,
then M Bessel ®@rva R is unipotent since MEessel descends to K[t]o. We will study MBes¢! for s = 0, oo,
where some particular phenomena are observed.

e At s =0

We identify Rébd) as R("Y where ¢ on R is an absolute p-power Frobenius lift. Then the (p, V)-
module MEessel over RP4 descends to a log-(¢, V)-module My over K[t]o, whose matrix presentation
(A, G) satistying: A = (a;;) € Ma(Ok[t]);

1 G12|t—0>
Alyeo = : 6.7.1
o=y 2 6.7.)
A= <(1) 8) mod 7Ok [t]; (6.7.2)
det A = p; (6.7.3)

0 -1
G= (—ﬂ'zt 0 )

The slope multiset of Se(My/tMp) is equal to {0,1} by (6.7.1). Let {s1, s2} denote the slope multiset of
Se((Mp)e). By (6.7.3), s1 +s2 = 1. By (6.7.2), s1 or sz is equal to 0, which implies {s1,s2} = {0,1}. We
will compute Sol(Mp), which is canonically isomorphic to Sol(ME®*°!) (Lemma 5.2). Put

b= i(ﬁ)i/u?, c=-2 ia +1/24 -4 1/0)(x%t) Jil2.
i=0 i=0

Since |7?| < |i!] for i € N, we have b € K|[t]o, ¢ € K[t]1. Since we have, for i = p",
(1 4+1/24 -+ 1/))x%|/|i1?| = Z'p—%/(p—1)/p—2(i—1)/(17—1) = jp~ =1

¢ is exactly of log-growth 1. By a direct calculation (see [Dwo74, §5]), Sol(My) admits the K-basis {f1, fo}
defined by

f1:(e1,e2) — (—tdb/dt,b), fa: (e1,ea) — (—tdc/dt —b—tdb/dt -logt,c+b-logt).
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Hence we have
0 if A € (—00,0),
Soly (Mo) = Kfl if A e [O, 1),
Sol(My) if A € [1,400).

We have (b, tdb/dt)-*A = (b, tdb/dt) by [Dwo74, (5.6)] since *A is equal to 2(t) in [Dwo74]. By the above
equation and (6.7.3), we have ¢(f1) = p~! f1. Since the slope multiset of Se(Sol(Mp)) is equal to {—1,0},
we have

S._l (SOI(MQ)) = SO].. (Mo)

e At s =0
To avoid a complication, we will consider a quadratic extension RP9 of REd as the base ring (see
[Tsu98, Example 6.2.6]), whose quadruple structure satisfies:

e ¢ is a p-power Frobenius lift such that o(t) = 2P~ 1P,
o V:RPM - Qpua = RP. dt/t; f s tdf /dt - dt/t;

o w(dt/t) = p(dt]1).
Then the (¢, V)-module M., = RPde; @ RPdey corresponding to MEessel satisfies

0 2
Diog(er e2) = (eq e2) (7r2/2t2 0) ;

where Djog denotes the differential on M., with respect to dt/t. The (p, V)-module My, ®pbva R over
R is quasi-unipotent in the sense of [Tsu98, Definition 4.1.1 (2)], but not unipotent. Actually, one can
prove Sol(My) = 0 by using the fact {f € R; Dj,,(f) = (7/t)*f} = 0. Hence M is beyond the scope
of this paper, however, we can treat My, in the following ad-hoc manner.

We recall some results in [Ked05b, §2]. Since RI™ is a henselian discrete valuation ring, there exists

an equivalence of Galois categories
{finite étale extensions of k((t))} — {finite étale extensions of R™}; F s R(F)™.

We put R(F)P4 = R(F)" @pine RPY. Then, for any f € R(F)?, we can define a norm |f|, for all
sufficiently small r > 0 and r = 0 so that if f € R", then |f|, coincides with |f|, in Definition 1.1
(i). Via a completion, we obtain the ring R(F), which is non-canonically isomorphic to the Robba ring
with coefficients in K. We can endow R(F )(bd) with a quadruple structure extending that of R(°® in
particular, the log-differential Dios = td/dt on R(®D) uniquely extends to a differential Diog : R(F )(bd) —
R(F)®D . Moreover, one can endow R(F) with the log-growth filtration Fil, R(F) as in Definition 2.1,
which satisfies similar properties as in Lemma 2.8.

We will construct a finite étale extension of RP4, which kills the “ramification” of M... Let Fy, F» be
the finite Galois extensions of k((t)) defined by the equations 2% —t = 0,y? — y + 1/t = 0 respectively.
We put F' = Fy F». Then F/k((t)) is a cyclic extension of degree 2p. We will describe R(F)™"* as follows.
Obviously, we may identify R(F;)™ as R™[X]/(X? — t)R™[X]. Note that exp (pm/t) converges on
p~t < |t|, and

exp (pr/t) = S (pim [t = 1+ prr/t + pPa? [t + - € 1 4 prR™
=0

We consider the polynomial of the variable Y
p—1
(=Y + 17 = exp /)27 = v? = 3 (7)1 4 (exp /)~ 1)/ € RV
i=1

which is a lift of y? —y + 1/t € k((t))[y]. Hence we may identify R(F2)™ as R™[Y]/(((7Y + 1)P —
exp (pm/t))/7P)R™[Y]. We denote the images of X,1 + 7Y in R(F)™ by t!/2 exp (7/t) respectively,
and denote exp (—7/t) by (1 +7Y)~!. Then R(F)P4/RPd is a 2p-Kummer extension such that

Gal(R(F)bd/Rbd) & o (K) x pp(K); 0 — (J(t1/2)/t1/2,a(exp (w/t))/ exp (7/t)), (6.7.4)
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where p;(K) denotes the set of i-th roots of unity in K. By a formal calculation, we have
Diog(t'/?) = 1/2, Dioglexp (£7/t)) = F(m/t) exp (£7/t).

Instead of Sol(M), we consider the set of R(F')-valued solutions of My, (cf. [Chr83, 3.3.6.1]), that
is, the set of R(F)Pd-linear map f : Mo, — R(F) satisfying f o Diog = Diog © f. Then Sol(Muo, R(F)) is
a K-vector space of dimension 2 with the basis {f, f—} characterized by

fi(ea) = t'% exp (£ /t)us € R(F) with us = Y (£1)'{((2i — )!)?/(87)"i!}' € R

=0
where (2 — 1)!! = H;:1(2j —1) for i > 1 and (—1)!! = 1 (see [Tsu98, Example 6.2.6]). T. Nakagawa
([Nak13, Example 3.11 (ii)]) proves that w,, and hence u_, is exactly of log-growth 1/2 by a Newton
polygon argument. We give an alternative proof for the reader’s convenience. For z € R, denote |z | the
maximum integer less than or equal to . Then |2z] > 2|z| for x € R. Hence v,((29)!) > 2v,(i!), and,
20,((20)!) — 3u,(i!) > v,((20)!)/2, where v,(-) = —log, | - |. Put u; = ((2i — 1)!)?/(8n)"! € K. Then we
have

vp(ui) = vp(((20)1)?/(2"i1)*(87)"i!) = 20,((20)1) — By (il) — i/ (p — 1) = (vp((20)!) — 20/ (p — 1)) /2.

If 2i € [p"—1,p"), then

up((20)!) = 2i/(p—1) = i ([2i/p"] — (2i/p")) — Z 2i/p’ > i(—l) —2i/p" M p—1) > -

Hence v, (u;) > —(|log, 2i] + 1) for an arbitrary ¢ € N>, with equality when 2i = p” — 1 by a direct
calculation. Thus uy is exactly of log-growth 1/2. One can endow Sol(Ms, R(F)) with a natural
structure of a g-module over K. Thus we obtain the Frobenius slope filtration Se(Sol(Mu., R(F'))). We
also define the growth filtration

Soly (Moo, R(F)) = {f € Sol(Muo, R(F)); f(Ms) C FILWR(F)}, A €R.
We will prove

0 if A € (—00,1/2),
S0l (Moo, R(F)) = -1 Bol(Mo0, R(F))) = {Sol(Moo,R(F)) if A € [1/2,+00).
Since the slope multiset of the slope filtration Se (Mo @it R) in the sense of [Tsu98, Definition 5.1.1] is
equal to {1/2,1/2} due to Tsuzuki, that of Sol(My, R(F)) is equal to {—1/2,—1/2}, which implies the
assertion for the Frobenius slope filtration. By Nakagawa’s result, Sol; jo(Mso, R(F)) = Sol(Ms, R(F)).
It suffices to prove that Soly (Moo, R(F)) = 0 for any A € (=00, 1/2). Suppose the contrary, that is, there
exists a non-zero f € Soly(Ms, R(F)) for some A\ € (—o0,1/2). Write f = cy f+ + c—f— with cx € K.
We choose ¢ € u1,(K),( # 1, and let o € Gal(R(F)P/RP4) be the element corresponding to (1,¢) under
(6.7.4). The Galois group Gal(R(F)P4/RP9) acts on Soly (M., R(F)) via the conjugation, and we have

(f7 = ¢Ff)(e) = +(C = ¢ Hewt' exp (+7/t)us € FINR(F).
Hence either /2 exp (7/t)uy or t'/2 exp (=7 /t)u_ belongs to Fil\R(F). Since t'/2, exp (£n/t) € FilgR(F)
by t,exp (£pr/t) € RPd = FilgR, either u, or u_ belongs to Fil\R, which contradicts to us ¢ Fil\R(F).

6.2 The bounded quotient

Example 6.8 (the rank one case). An arbitrary rank one (p, V)-module over K[t]o, RP4, or £ is PBQ
by definition. In particular, M2 = 0.

Example 6.9 (the rank two case). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £ of rank two. Then the following
are equivalent:

(a) M is not PBQ;
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(b) M is bounded and not pure as a ¢-module over &.

In fact, since any rank one p-module over € is pure, (a) is equivalent to say that M/M?Y is of rank two,
i.e., MY =0, and is not pure, which implies (b). Conversely, if (b) holds, then M° = 0, hence, (a) holds.
Note that (a) is equivalent to

(a)> MV is not PBQ

by the dual-invariance of the condition (b).

Thus the following are equivalent:

(i) M is PBQ;
(i) MY is PBQ;
(iii) M is either non-bounded or pure as a @-module over £.

Example 6.10. With notation and assumption as in Example 6.1.3, put M = M,. Since Mg is not
pure as a p-module, M and MV are PBQ by Example 6.2.2. More precisely, we have MSO = £e; and
(MV)% = EeY. We will verify the first equality. Since Mg/Eei = E(g*) implies M2 C ey by Theorem
5.4. Suppose M2 = 0. Then M is trivial as a V-module over K [t]o by Christol’s transfer theorem ([CT09,
Proposition 4.3]), which contradicts to dimg Solp(M) = 1 < 2. By a similar argument, we obtain the
second equality.

Example 6.11. With notation and assumption as in Example 6.1.4, we have (ng)g = Ee;. Moreover,
M, s is not PBQ. Put M = M, s for simplicity. Recall that there exists an exact sequence of (¢, V)-
modules over K[t]o

0— K[t]lo - M, & Ms — M — 0. (6.11.1)

By applying Lemma 11.6 to (6.11.1) with A = 0, we obtain an exact sequence of (¢, V)-modules over £
E = (My)e/(My)g © (Ms)e /(Ms)g — Me /Mg — 0,

where the first arrow is the zero map by Example 6.2.3. Hence dimg M2 = 1. Since Mg/Eei =2 E(¢") @
£(q%) is trivial, in particular, bounded, we have M@ C Eeq. Thus M2 = Ee;. By the above isomorphism
and the assumption p < §, M is not PBQ.

We also prove (MVY)% = Eey @ E€eY, in particular, M" is PBQ. Since (MY)%/(Eey dEeY) = € is trivial,
and hence, bounded, we have (MY)% C ey & Eey. By applying Lemma 11.6 to the dual of (6.11.1),
there exists an exact sequence of (¢, V)-modules over €

0= (MY)e/(MY)g = (M))e /(Mg & (M )e/(My)g — &€ — 0.

Hence dimg (MY)2 = 2, which implies the assertion.

Finally, note that M¢ is indecomposable in the category of (¢, V)-modules over &; if not, there exists
a non-trivial decomposition My = Ny & No. Hence MY /(MY)? =2 N1 /NY & Ny /N3 (Lemma 5.8) is of
dimension greater than or equal to 2 by Lemma 5.6 (ii), which is a contradiction.

Example 6.12. With notation and assumption as in Example 6.1.5, put N = K[t]pe1 ¢ K [t]pez. Then
N is a (g, V)-submodule of M, and the quotient Q@ = M/N = K[t]o(¢")® K[t]o is trivial as a V-module.
We will prove M2 = Ng; as a corollary, M is not PBQ. Since Q¢ is bounded (even trivial), M2 C Ng.
We have N2 = £e; by a similar argument as in Example 6.1.3. Hence e; € N2 C M2 by Lemma 5.7
(i). Suppose M2 # Ng. Then M2 = Ee;, hence, the bounded quotient P := Mg /Mg contains a copy
of (M,)e (generated by the images of e, e3). Since (M,)2 # 0 by Example 6.2.3, we have P° = 0 by
Lemma 5.7 (i), which contradicts to the boundedness of P.

Example 6.13 (direct sum). Put M = K[t]o ® K[t]o(¢) as in Example 6.1.2. Then Mg is bounded and
not PBQ. More generally, we have the following criterion:

Lemma 6.14. Let R be either K[[t]]O,Rbd, or €. Let M, ..., M, be non-zero (y,V)-modules over R.
The following are equivalent.

(i) The direct sum ®7_,M; is PBQ.
(i) Ma,..., M, are PBQ, and Anax(M1 Q@R E) = -+ = Anax (M, ®r E).
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Proof. By definition, we may assume R = £.

(i)=(ii) By regarding M, as a quotient of ®!" ,M;, M; is PBQ by Corollary 5.12, and Apax(M;) =
Amax (BF_ M;) = max;=1,.. n Amax(M;) by Slope criterion (Proposition 8.1).

(ii)=-(i) Since M;/MY? is pure of slope Amax(M;) by Corollary 8.4, (&7, M;)/ (@ M;)° = @m_, (M, /M?)
(Lemma 5.8 (i)) is also pure by assumption. O

Example 6.15 (a non-PBQ submodule of a PBQ module). Let M be a PBQ (g, V)-module over K[t]o,
and N a (¢, V)-submodule of M. If M is of rank one or two, then N is always PBQ (obvious). This
does not hold for M of a higher rank in general: for example, let M = M :L/ s With notation as in Example

6.1.4. Then N = K[t]oey @ K[tJoey = K[t]o(¢~*) ® K[t]o(g~*) is not PBQ.

Example 6.16 (symmetric square). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £ of dimension two, which is not
bounded. We will prove that Sym?M is PBQ, and M®? is not PBQ. By assumption and Lemma 5.6
(ii), we have dimg M° = 1. Hence we may apply Example 6.1.6 to 7* M. Thus dimg Soly(Sym?*M) = 1,
which implies the first assertion. Similarly, we have Solg(M®2) 2 S_oy.... (Sol(M®?)) # 0, where Apax
denote the maximum Frobenius slope of M¢. Hence Soly(M ®2) is not pure as a p-module over £, which
implies the second assertion.

7 Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture and Main Theorem

In this section, we recall the statement of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture over K[t]o (Conjecture 7.2),
and an analogous statement over £ (Theorem 7.4). We also state the main theorem in this paper (Theorem
7.6), which is an analogue of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture over RP4. In §7.4, we also prove that the
log-growth filtration is compatible with the base change of the coefficient K.

7.1 Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture over K[t],

Without any assumption on M, we have the following relation between the log-growth filtration and
Frobenius slope filtration.

Proposition 7.1 ([CT11, Theorem 2.3 (2)]). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over K[t]o. Let Amax be the
mazimum Frobenius slope of Mg. Then

V(M) € (Sx-rpa (V(MY)),

max

or, equivalently,

SO])\(M) DS SO](M))

max (

for an arbitrary real number A.

Proof. Since the first relation is verified in the reference, it suffices to prove the equivalence between the
two relations. The two canonical perfect pairings

V(M) ®k Sol(M) = K, V(M) &k V(MY) > K

induce a canonical isomorphism V(MY) = Sol(M). Hence the two relations are equivalent by taking the
orthogonal parts. O

The following conjecture due to Chiarellotto and Tsuzuki, first stated in [CT09, Conjecture 6.9] as a
slightly different (though equivalent) form, is denoted by LGF k[, as in [CT11].

Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2 ([CT11, Conjecture 2.5]). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over K[t]o.

(i) ([Ohk17, Theorem 3.7 (i)]) All slopes of the log-growth filtration V (M)® are rational, and V (M)» =
Upsa V(M) for any .

(ii) Let Amax be the maximum Frobenius slope of Mg. If M is PBQ, then

V(M)* = (Sxoxe (VM)

max

or, equivalently,
SO])\ (M) = S)\,)\max (SOl(M))
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One may formulate an analogue of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2 (even Proposition 7.1) for a
log-(¢, V)-module over K[t]o.

We recall some known results on Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2 in order of time; in the rank one
case, the conjecture is trivial since M is trivial as V-module over K[t]o (a very special case of [Dwo73a,
Theorem 1], or, Example 6.1.1). In [Dwo82], the case of Picard-Fuchs module associated to Legendre
family of elliptic curves is discussed (see [CT09, §7.4] for details). Both parts (i) and (ii) are verified
when M is of rank two ([CT09, Theorem 7.1 (2)]), or, when the bounded quotient of Mg is trivial as
a V-module over £ ([CT11, Theorem 6.5]). As a consequence of the second case, Theorem 7.4 below is
proved. It is also proved that part (ii) implies part (i) ([CT11, Proposition 7.3], or, Proposition 12.14
below). Recently, part (i) is proved unconditionally by the author in [Ohk17]. Part (ii) is also proved
when the number of Frobenius slopes of Mg is equal to 2 ([Ohk17, Theorem 3.7 (ii)]).

7.2 Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture over &

Chiarellotto and Tsuzuki establish an analogous theory over £, which is technically easier thanks to
Theorem 5.4.

Proposition 7.3 ([CT11, Theorem 2.3 (1)]). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over €. Let Ayax be the mazimum
Frobenius slope of M. Then
M)\C (SA_)\ (Mv))l,

max

or, equivalently,

SO])\(M) DSy (SO](M))

for an arbitrary real number .
The following theorem is previously referred to as the conjecture LGF¢ in [CT11].
Theorem 7.4 ([CT11, Theorem 7.1]). Let M be a (v, V)-module over £.
(i) All slopes of the log-growth filtration M*® are rational, and M = UusaM* for any A.

(1) Let Amax be the mazimum Frobenius slope of M. If M is PBQ, then

M = (Sxonu (M)
or, equivalently,
SO])\ (M) = S)\,)\max (SO](M))
for an arbitrary real number .
7.3 Main Theorem — a generalization of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture

over RPd

In [Ohk17], the author gives an attempt to generalize Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki theory to R”%. One of the
advantage to work with RP9 is that one can find a nice cyclic vector (“generic cyclic vector”) for a
Frobenius structure possibly after a finite étale extension ([Ohk17, Theorem 5.2]).

Proposition 7.5 ([Ohk17, Prospoition 4.18 (i)]). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over RP? solvable in Riog.
Let Amax be the maximum Frobenius slope of Me. Then

V(M) C (Srorpae (VM)

max (

or, equivalently,

SO])\(M) DS SO](M))

max (

for an arbitrary real number .

The following theorem is the main result in this paper; we state in a form compatible with Chiarellotto-
Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2 while part (i) is already proved in [Ohk17].

Theorem 7.6. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over RP4 solvable in Riog.
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(i) ([ORhk17, Theorem 4.19 (i)]) All slopes of the log-growth filtration V(M)® are rational, and V (M)* =
UpsaV (M) for any A.

(ii) (Main Theorem) Let Amax be the mazimum Frobenius slope of Mg. If M is PBQ, then

V(M) = (Sx-rmae V(M)

max

or, equivalently,

SO])\ (M) = S)\,)\max (SOl(M))

Proposition 7.7. If Theorem 7.6 (i) holds, then Chiarellotto- Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2 (ii) holds. More-
over, a log-analogue of Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture 7.2 (even Proposition 7.1) also holds.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 5.2. O

In the rest of part I, we will prove Theorem 7.6 (ii): in the proof, we do not use Theorem 7.6 (i)
though we use Proposition 7.5. We will deduce part (i) from part (ii) in Theorem 7.6 (Proposition 12.14).

Remark 7.8. As Example 6.7 suggests, it is natural to generalize Theorem 7.6 to an arbitrary (¢, V)-
module M over R4, By the p-adic local monodromy theorem ([Ked10, Theorem 20.1.4]), M is quasi-
unipotent, i.e., unipotent after tensoring a suitable extension R’ over R. To trivialize the differential
structure, we need a suitable log version of R’. Then, to apply our method of the proof of Theorem 7.6
(ii), we also need analogues of the results in §§1, 2, for example, Lemma 1.8. Since the author does not
have concise answers to these problems, we work under the solvability assumption on M in this paper.

7.4 Base change of coefficient

The log-growth filtration is compatible with a naive base change of the coeflicient field K as follows.
This allows us to assume that k is algebraically closed (by replacing K by the completion of the maximal
unramified extension), hence, we can apply Dieudonné-Manin theorem to Sole (M). The reader may skip
here by tacitly assuming that k is algebraically closed in the proof of Theorem 7.6 (ii).

Lemma 7.9 (base change of coefficient for K[t]o, [CT09, Proposition 1.10]). Let L/K be an extension
of complete discrete valuation fields, on which vy extends isometrically. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over
K[t]o.

(i) There exist canonical isomorphisms of p-modules over L
Leog V(M) — V(M @k, Lltlo),
L ®k Sol(M) — Sol(M @k, Llt]o)-
Moreover, the isomorphisms are compatible with the canonical pairings.
(i) The above isomorphisms respect the growth filtrations, i.e.,
Lok V(M)* =2 V(M gy, Lt]o)®,
L @ Solg(M) == Sole (M ® e, Lt]o)-
Proof. The assertion for Sol is proved in the reference, and the assertion for V' follows by duality. O

Lemma 7.10 (base change of coefficient for £). Let L/K be an extension of complete discrete valuation
fields, on which g extends isometrically. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over E. Let &5, denote the Amice
ring over L. Then there exists a canonical isomorphism of filtrations of (¢, V)-modules over Er,

M*® ®¢ & = (M ®¢ Er)°.
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Proof. Let ¢ : &€ — £, denote the canonical map. Let 71, : & — EL[X — t]o denote a transfer morphism
defined similarly to 7. Then we have a commutative digram

5L L>5L[[X —t]]o

.
£ —T 5 E[X — 1o,

where (>, a;(X —t)") = >, 1(a;)(X — t)* for an arbitrary bounded sequence {a;} of €. For a (¢, V)-
module N over &£, we have a canonical isomorphism

Sol(t*N) =2 *Sol(N),

which also induces an isomorphism of the growth filtrations Sole(¢*N) 2 1*Sole (IV), by applying Lemma
7.9 to &1, /€ and using the above diagram. By using these isomorphisms, we have

Sol(¢*M/u*(M*)) = Sol(¢* (M/M®)) =2 1t*Sol(M/M*®) 2 1*Sole (M) 2 Sole (" M).
By the uniqueness of the log-growth filtration of ¢* M (Theorem 5.4), we have *(M*®) = (¢*M)®. O

Lemma 7.11 (cf. [CT11, Prospoition 2.1]). Let L/K be an extension of complete discrete valuation

fields, on which ok extends isometrically. Let R(Lbd) be the (bounded) Robba ring over L. Also, let Rr, 10g

denote Rpllogt]. We can define the log-growth filtrations FileRy and FileRr10g on Rr and R 1og
respectively as in §2. Let x denote either (empty) or log.

(i) There exists a canonical injective ring homomorphism

L ®K R* — RL)*.

(i) Under the above homomorphism,

L ®K FilgR. C File R -

(iii) Let c1,...,cn € L be K-linearly independent elements and r1,...,1y € Ry. If

> ciri € FRL,. for A€ R,
i=1

then we have r; € Fil, R,.
Proof. We have only to prove the case x = (empty).

(i) The existence of a morpshim is obvious. It suffices to prove the injectivity. Assume Z;;l cj ®@ry,
¢j € L, 7; € R is in the kernel of the map, that ig, > .
{¢;} is K-linearly independent. Write r; = 35, ; ajt'. By 30 cjrj = 3,0, (300 ¢ja))t" = 0, we

have >0, ¢jal = 0, which implies a! = 0 for all 7, j.

cjr; = 0 in Rr. We may assume that

(ii) Tt follows by definition.

(iii) With notation as in (i),

icj‘ ®r; = Z (iqaf)ti e FilaRy.
=1

i€Z  j=1

Therefore,

by Lemma 2.6. By [Ked10, Theorem 1.3.6], there exists a constant C' such that

n
sup{laa,..., lom|} < C1Y cjoy| Yau,...,an € K.
j=1
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Therefore,

n
sup supi *al| =sup sup i *a!| < supi O chaﬂ < 00,
J=1,.m i>1 i>1 j=1,...,n i>1

j=1
ie., 7; € Fil\R for all j.
O

Lemma 7.12 (base change of coefficient for RP%). Let notation be as in Lemma 7.11. Let M be a
(¢, V)-module over R solvable in Riog. Let M' = M ®zuva R2Y be the (¢, V)-module over RY.

(i) M’ is solvable in R jog-
(i1) There exist canonical isomorphisms
Lok V(M) — VM),
L ®k Sol(M) — Sol(M').
Moreover, the isomorphisms are compatible with the canonical pairings.

(iii) The above isomorphisms respect the growth filtrations, i.e.,
Log V(M)* =2V (M),
L @k Sole(M) = Sole (M').
Proof. (i) Tt follows from Lemma 3.4.

(i) The injection L ® g Riog — Rrog (Lemma 7.11 (i)) induces an injection L @ V(M) — V(M'),
which is an isomorphism by comparing dimensions. We define a K-linear map Sol(M) — Sol(M’)
by sending f : M — Riog to the composition

bd f®id bd
M Rpba RL — Rlog QRbd RL — RL,loga
where the last map is the multiplication map. Since the canonical map Sol(M) ®x V(M) —

Sol(M")®r, V(M') commutes with the canonical pairings, we obtain an isomorphism L® g Sol(M)
Sol(M").

(iii) By duality, we have only to prove the second isomorphism. By Lemma 2.8 (i), we have Rlzd .
FilzRiog C RbEd . FilaRr1og C FilARL 10g. Hence L ®x Solx(M) C Solx(M') under the second
isomorphism in (ii). Let ¢i,...,¢, be a K-basis of L. Let f € Solx(M'). Write f = >, ¢; f; with
fi € Sol(M). Since f(m) € FilAR [ 10¢ for all m € M, we have f;(m) € Fil\Riog for all i and m € M
by Lemma 7.11 (iii). Hence f; € Solx(M) for all ¢, which implies f € L ®x Solx(M).

O

8 Slope criterion

This section is the most important part in this paper though it is quite elementary. We prove Slope
criterion (Proposition 8.1), which is a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 7.6 (ii), that converts the
PBQ hypothesis into a suitable form to prove the conjecture: note that we need only the “easier” part

(1)=(ii).
Notation. For a g-module M over £, denote the maximum (resp. minimum) Frobenius slope by Apmax (M)
(resp. Amin(M)).

Proposition 8.1 (Slope criterion). For M a (¢, V)-module over £, we consider the following conditions.
(i) M is PBQ.

(ii) For any non-zero quotient Q of M as a (v, V)-module over £, we have Amax(M) = Amax(Q)-

39



Then (i) implies (ii). Moreover, if k is perfect, then (ii) implies (i).
Lemma 8.2 ([CT11, Proposition 4.3] when k is perfect). Let

0O-M -M-—-M'—-0

be an exact sequence of (¢, V)-modules over E. If Ayin(M') > Amax (M), then the above exact sequence
splits as (v, V)-modules over £.

Proof. By using a canonical isomorphism Ext*(M"”, M') = Ext (£, M’ ® (M")V) of Yoneda extension
groups in the category of (¢, V)-modules (see [Ked10, Lemma 5.3.3]: though the construction is done
in the category of V-modules, it also works in the category of (¢, V)-modules), we may assume that
M" = £. Since all Frobenius slopes of M’ are strictly greater than 0 by assumption, the operator norm
of ¢ on M" is strictly greater than 1. In particular, the map 1 — ¢ : M’ — M’ is bijective with inverse
1+¢+¢®+.... Hence HL(M') = coker{l — ¢ : M" — M'} = 0, which implies the splitting of the given
exact sequence as p-modules. We also have H)(M') = ker{l —¢: M' — M'} = 0.
Let eq,...,e, be a basis of M’, and e,11 € M alift of 1 € £. Let

Ain 0 G G2
0 1/°L 0 0

denote the (n,1)-block matrix presentation of M with respect to {e1,...,ent+1}. The (1,2)-component
of the compatibility condition in §3.2 implies wG12 = A119(wG12). Therefore v = (ey, ..., e,)wG12 € M’
satisfies v € H)(M') = 0. Hence G2 = 0, which implies the assertion. O

The following theorem, which plays an important role in [CT11], is only used to prove (ii)=-(i) in
Proposition 8.1 when k is perfect.

Theorem 8.3 (Splitting theorem, [CT11, Theorem 4.1]). A (@, V)-module M over £ is bounded if and

only if M is a direct sum of pure (¢, V)-modules, that is, there exists an isomorphism
M= @i:17~~~,d(sm (M)/ Up<pi SH(M))
as (@, V)-modules, where py < -+ < pgq denote the Frobenius slopes of M without multiplicity.

Proof of Proposition 8.1. Denote by (i)’ and (ii)” the negations of (i) and (ii) respectively.
(ii)’=(i)’ It suffices to find a non-zero quotient of M, which is bounded and not pure since it is a
quotient of M/MP° by Theorem 5.4. Assume that there exists a non-zero quotient @ of M such that
Amax(Q) # Amax(M). After replacing Q by Q/ U,cx,.. (@) Su(Q), we may assume that @Q is pure as a
p-module over €. Since Apax(Q) < Amax(M), we have Apax(Q) < Amax(M). Write @ as M/M'. Then
we have Apax (M) = Apax (M), hence, Apax(M') > Anax(Q). Therefore the exact sequence

0— M// U,LL<>\max(M’) SM(M/) — M/ U,LL<>\max(M’) SM(M/) — Q —0

splits as (¢, V)-modules over £ by Lemma 8.2. Since both M’/ U, x, . (v Su(M') and Q are pure as
@-modules over £, they are bounded by Proposition 5.9. Thus, the quotient M/ U, vy Su(M') of
M is bounded and not pure.
(iy’=(ii)’ (when k is perfect) By Splitting theorem (Theorem 8.3), there exists an isomorphism of (¢, V)-
modules over &£

M/MO = @i=1,...d(S (M/MO)/ Up<pi SH(M/MO)),

where 17 < .-+ < pg are the Frobenius slopes of M/M°. By assumption, we have d > 2, hence,

1 < pa < Amax(M/M?) < Amax (M). Hence, Q = Sy, (M/M®)/ Upcppy Su(M/M®)(= S, (M/M?)) is a

non-zero quotient of M with Apax(Q) = p1 < Amax(M). O

Corollary 8.4 ([Ohk17, Lemma 7.3]). Let M be a non-zero PBQ (¢, V)-module over £. Then,
)\max(M) = )\max(M/MO).

Proof. By M # M° (Lemma 5.6 (ii)), we apply Proposition 8.1 (i)=-(ii) to M/MP. O
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9 Reverse filtration

The reverse filtration is first introduced by de Jong in [deJ98] to prove a positive characteristic analogue
of Tate’s fully faithful theorem on p-divisible groups. Then it is generalized by Kedlaya in a proof of the
slope filtration theorem ([Ked05b]). In this section, we recall the construction of the reverse filtration
in the framework of [Ked08], precisely speaking, over RP? due to Liu ([Liul3]). As a corollary of the
construction, we obtain Proposition 9.4, which is another ingredient in the proof of Theorem 7.6 (ii).

Assumption 9.1. In this section, we work with notation as in §1, in particular, we allow a relative
Frobenius as a Frobenius lift on R. We also keep Assumption 1.3.

Proposition-Definition 9.2 ([Liul3, Proposition 1.6.9]). Let M be a p-module over R4, Then the
reverse filtration on M ®gzvwa € (Definition 4.12) descends to RPd. We call the resulting filtration the
reverse filtration of M, and denote it by S®*(M) (our notation is different from Liu’s).

We quickly recall the proof as it is needed in the following. Let A\ denote the maximum Frobenius
slope of M ®ua &. Tt suffices to show that S*(M ®fba &) descends to M. By Dieudonné-Manin theorem
over £ (Lemma 4.11), there exists a basis {v;} of SM(M ®z,4 €) such that ¢?(v;) = cv; with ¢; € K
such that log|c;|/log|¢?| = A. By the descending lemma of (d-)eigenvectors of slope A ([Liul3, Lemma
1.6.8]), v; € M.

Definition 9.3 (cf. Definition 4.9). Let d be a positive integer. A (Frobenius) d-eigenvector of a ¢-
module M over (the non-complete field) R is a non-zero element v of M such that

p?(v) = cv
for some ¢ € RP4. We refer to the quotient log |c|o/log |¢%| as the (Frobenius) slope of v.

Proposition 9.4. Let M be a p-module over RP. Then there exists a Frobenius d-etgenvector v € M
of slope Amax(M ®@zna £) for some positive integer d.

Proof. With notation as in the proof of Proposition-Definition 9.2, put v = v;. O

10 Proof of Theorem 7.6 (ii

In this section, we will prove:

Proposition 10.1. Assume that k is algebraically closed. Let M be a PBQ (p,V)-module over RP4
solvable in Riog. Let f € Solx(M) be a Frobenius d-eigenvector of slope pr. Then p < X — Amax(Meg).

Proof of Theorem 7.6 (ii) assuming Proposition 10.1. We may assume that k is algebraically closed after
extending the coefficient field K (Lemmas 4.8 (II)-(i) and 7.12). By Proposition 7.5, we have only to
prove Soly(M) C Sa—a..(Sol(M)) for an arbitrary A. By Dieudonné-Manin theorem (Lemma 4.11),
there exists a K-basis {f;} of Soly(M) consisting of Frobenius d-eigenvectors. Let u; denote the slope of
fi. By Proposition 10.1, y; < XA — Amax. By Lemma 4.10, f; € S, (Sol(M)) C Sx—x... (Sol(M)) for all i,
hence, Soly (M) C Sx_x,... (Sol(M)). O

Proof of Proposition 10.1. e The case o(f) = f

In this case, u = 0, and we have only to prove Apax(Mg) < A. Since f : M — Riog is ¢, V-
equivariant by assumption, ker f is a (¢, V)-submodule of M. Denote by M" the quotient M/ ker f,
and by f” : M" — Riog the induced map by f. Then f” € Solx(M") and ¢(f") = f” by definition,
and Amax(Me) = Amax(MZ) by Proposition 8.1 (i)=-(ii). Therefore we may also assume that f is
injective after replacing (M, f) by (M”, f").
We fix a p-equivariant embedding ¢ : Riog — ﬁlog in Definition 1.14. We consider the composition
f of

M R@pba ﬁbd& Riog @pba RbdC_o ﬁlog,
where the second injection is the multiplication map given in Lemma 1.15. Then we have

F(M @gva RPY) € p(f(M)) - R € Y(Fil\Riog) - RP? C Fily\Riog - FilgRiog C FilzRiog, (10.1.1)
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where each inclusion follows by definition, by f € Soly(M), by Lemmas 2.10, 2.11 (iii), and by
Lemma 2.11 (i) respectively. By Proposition 9.4, there exists a Frobenius d-eigenvector v € M ®gva
RP of slope Amax(Me). Then f(7) € Riog is also a d-eigenvector of slope Amax(Me) in the sense

of Definition 2.12 by the g-equivariantness of f. By Lemma 2.14, f (D) is exactly of log-growth
Amax(Me). By (10.1.1), the case Apmax(Me) > X never occurs, hence, Apax(Me) < A

e The general case

We will reduce to the previous case. Write ¢?(f) = cf for some ¢ € K* with p = log|c|/log |¢¢|.

With notation as in §3, put N = ([d].M)(c), which is a (¢, V)-module over R4. Since the map
T:M — N:m+— m® e, is an isomorphism of V-modules over R4, N is also solvable in Riog-
We define f' : N — Rjog as the composition f o T~!. Then we have ¢¢(f') = f’ and f’ € Sol(N)
by definition, and f € Soly(M) by f/(N) = f(M). By applying the previous case to f’, we obtain
)\max(NE) = )\max(ME) +up < A

O

Part 11
Applications

In part I, we give applications of Theorems 7.2 (not a conjecture anymore), 7.4, and 7.6 to the log-growth
Newton polygons of (¢, V)-modules over K[t]o,&, and RP. In particular, we prove Dwork’s conjecture
on the semicontinuity (Corollary 13.8), a weak tensor compatibility (Proposition 15.6), the dual invariance
of the maximum generic slope (Theorem 17.5), and an analogue of Drinfeld-Kedlaya theorem (Theorem
17.9). We also gather some remarks, probably known for experts, such as some interactions between
Theorems 7.2 and 7.4 (Propositions 11.1, 12.14), for the reader’s convenience.

11 Chiarellotto-Tsuzuki conjecture in the generic case

In this section, we give an alternative proof of Theorem 7.4 using Theorem 7.2.
Proposition 11.1. The conjecture LGFgx_y, implies the conjecture LGFe¢.
Actually this is known for experts. For the reader’s convenience, we record here.

Lemma 11.2. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £. Then there exists a functorial isomorphism of -
modules over €
M>2V(M).

Proof. We consider the evaluation map ev : E{X —t} — &; f(X —t) — f(0). Then ev is p-equivariant

and satisfies ev o7 = idg. By Dwork’s trick, there exists a functorial isomorphism of (¢, V)-modules over
E{X -t}
V(M) ®¢er E{X —t} 217" M ®¢epx—q, E{X — t}.

By pulling back via ev, we obtain the desired isomorphism. O

In the generic case, Frobenius slope filtration and the log-growth filtration commute with the functor
V.

Lemma 11.3. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £.

(i) There exists a canonical isomorphism
V(Se(M)) = Se(V(M)).
In particular, the slope multiset of Se(M) coincides with that of Se(V (M)).
(i1) There exists a canonical isomorphism
V(M®)2V(M)*.

In particular, the slope multiset of M*® coincides with that of V (M)®.
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Proof. (i) Both V(Se(M)) and Se(V(M)) are canonically isomorphic to Frobenius slope filtration
Se(M) of M by Lemma 11.2.

(ii) We consider the canonical perfect pairing V(M) ®¢ Sol(M) — €. Then we have
V(M?) = (Sol(M/M™)* = (Soly(M))* = V(M)?,

where the second equality follows from Theorem 5.4. By taking the orthogonal parts, we obtain

the assertion.
O

Lemma 11.4. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £. Then M is PBQ if and only if 7™M is PBQ.

Proof. Let € denote the completion of the fraction field of £[X — t]o with respect to Gauss norm defined
by | >, ai(X —t)'lo = sup, |a;| for any bounded sequence {a;} of £. Let i : E[X — t]o — € be the
inclusion, and put ¢t =io 7. Let 7¢ : € = E[Y — (X —t)]o denote the map 7 for (€, Y — (X —t)) instead
of (£,X —t) (Example 3.3.5). Then we have the commutative diagram

z E[X —t]o

"

—> €Y — (X =)o,

where 3(3°, a;(X — ¢)") = >, t(a;)(Y — (X —t))* for any bounded sequence {a;} of £.
By definition,

M is PBQ < Solp(7*M) is pure,
and,
7™M is PBQ < i*7*M is PBQ < *M is PBQ < Solg(¢* M) is pure.

There exist isomorphisms of ¢p-modules over &
Solp(¢* M) = Solp(Tgt* M) = Solo(3*7* M) = Solg(7* M) ®¢, €,

where the last isomorphism follows from Lemma 7.9. In particular, Soly(¢* M) is pure if and only if so is
Solo(7* M), which implies the assertion. O

Proof of Proposition 11.1. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £. Note that LGF¢ (i) for M is true if and
only if the function A +— dimg M? is right continuous, and locally constant at an arbitrary A ¢ Q. We
also note that the equality in LGF¢ (ii) holds for M if and only if the equation

dime M — dime M* = dime Sy, (v)-r (M) (11.4.1)

holds by Proposition 7.1. Similar equivalences hold for LGF¢[x_¢, (i) and (ii).

° LGFS[[Xft]]O (1) = LGF¢ (1)

By Lemmas 11.2 and 11.3 (i), dimg M* = dimg V(7*M)*. Therefore, if LGF¢g[x_y, (i) for 7*M is
true, then so is LGF¢ (i) for M.

° LGFE[[X—t]]O (11) = LGF¢ (11)

We assume that M is PBQ. By Lemma 11.4, 7% M is also PBQ. We also note that

)\max(M) - )\max(M ®E,L e) — )\max((T*M) ®$[[X7tﬂo @),

where €, are as in the proof of Lemma 11.4. Hence, if LGF¢[x_¢, (ii) for 7°M is true, then we obtain
the equality
dimg V(7*M) — dimg V(7*M)* = dime Sy, vy (V((T*M)Y)). (11.4.2)

By Lemmas 11.2 and 11.3, (11.4.2) is nothing but (11.4.1). 0
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Remark 11.5. By “generalizing” the proof of Proposition 11.1, we obtain the following general principle.
Let P(RP) (resp. P(K[t]o), P(E)) be some property on the log-growth filtration for an arbitrary (p, V)-
module M over RP4 (resp. over K[t]o, &) solvable in Riog: P is the right continuity, or, the rationality
of the slopes in the case of Theorem 7.6 (i). Assume that P(R"9) is true. Then, by Lemma 5.2, the
truth of P(RPY) implies the truth of P(K[t]o). Similarly, the truth of P(R??X_t) implies the truth of
P(E[X —t]o), where RRY, _, denotes the bounded Robba ring over € with the variable X —¢. By Lemma
11.3, the truth of P(E[X — t]o) implies the truth of P(£). We may also use this principle to study
log-(¢, V)-modules over K [t]o. In the following, for simplicity of exposition, we give a proof of P(R"?),
and omit proofs of P(K[t]o) and P(E) as long as this principle works.

The following dévissage lemma will be useful.

Lemma 11.6 ([CT11, Proposition 2.6] in the case of £). Let 0 - M’ — M — M" — 0 be an ezact
sequence of (¢, V)-modules over RPY such that M is solvable in Riog-

(i) There exists canonical exact sequences
0 — Solx(M") — Soly (M) — Solx(M"),
V(M) /V(M) = V(M)/V(M)» = V(M) V(M) =0
for an arbitrary real number .

(it) If SOln(M') = Sx_x,...(Me) (SOL(M")), or, equivalently, V(M')* = (Sx_x,...cve) (V(M)Y)E for A,

then the exact sequences in (i) for A extend to short exact sequences.
A similar assertion for (log-)(p, V)-modules over K[t]o or E.

Remark 11.7. The assumption in (ii) holds if M’ is PBQ and Amax (M) = Amax(Mg) by Theorem 7.6
(ii).

Proof. By Remark 11.5, we have only to prove in the case of RP4. By duality, we have only to prove the
assertion for Sole(+). By Lemma 3.2 and duality, there exists a short exact sequence

0 — Sol(M") — Sol(M) — Sol(M") — 0,

which induces the desired left exact sequence in (i). If Soly(M') = Sx_,..(m¢)(Sol(M")), then there
exists a commutative diagram

Sol (M) Solx (M)

! |

S XA (Mg ) (SOL(M)) ——= S\ ... (ae) (Sol(M")),

where the left vertical arrow is given by Proposition 7.5. Since the bottom horizontal arrow is surjective by
the strictness of the Frobenius slope filtration, Soly (M) — Soly (M) is surjective, which implies (ii). O

12 The maximally PBQ submodule and PBQ filtration

To study the log-growth filtration for an arbitrary (¢, V)-module M, we need to describe M using
PBQ (¢, V)-modules. In this section, we recall a filtering technique established in [CT11], then give a
generalization to RP4. As a first application, we prove that in Theorem 7.6, part (ii) implies part (i)
(Proposition 12.14)

We first give some technical results on the extended Robba ring R. Therefore we work with notation
as in §1 for a while. The reader may start from Proposition 12.4 admitting these results.

Notation. For the time being, let ¢ : K — K be an arbitrary isometric ring endomorphism. As in the
proof of Lemma 1.8, let L/K be an extension of complete discrete valuation fields, on which ¢ extends

isometrically, such that any ¢-module over the residue field of L is trivial. Let 7~3(Lbd) denote the extended
(bounded) Robba rings over L.
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Lemma 12.1 (cf. [deJ98, Proposition 8.1]). The multiplication map
ﬁ}id Rpva € — 5~L;y Xz — yw(z)

is injective, where ¢ : £ — 62 is the composition of £ — & induced by : RP — Rbd given in Proposition
1.6, and the inclusion € — &y,

Proof. (cf. the proof of [Ked08, Proposition 3.5.2]) Recall that there exists a continuous map f : R — R
satisfying:

(a) f(Y(a)w) = af(w),a € R,w € Ry;
(b) |w|, = SUPqe[0,1),ae L% {la|"te=|f(au%w)|,} for w € 7@2, r € (0,r9),

where 7 is the constant given in Proposition 1.6 ([Ked08, Definition 3.5.1]). Fix w € Rb. By putting
a =0 and a =1 on the RHS of the equality in (b), we obtain

|f(w)] < |wl, ¥r € (0,7).

Since sup,.¢ (o,r0) [f (W)l < 8UP,.¢(0,ry) W] = [w|o < 00, we obtain f(w) € RPd by Lemma 1.11. Moreover,
we obtain the inequality |f(w)|o = lim,— o4 |f(w)]r < lim,_ 04 |w|, = |w|o, which implies that the
restriction of f to ﬁ%d extends to fi, : &L — & satisfying a similar property to (a).

Suppose the contrary: choose x # 0 in the kernel of the multiplication map, and choose a presentation
=Y., y;®z with n minimal. Then z1,..., 2, are linearly independent over R by [Ked08, Corollary
3.4.3]. We will construct a non-trivial dependence relation between the z;’s. As a corollary of (b), we
may choose a € (0,1] and a € L™ such that f(au“y1) # 0. By applying f, to 0 = >, au™%y; - ¢¥(z;),
we obtain the non-trivial dependence relation 0 = ", f(au™“y;) - z;, which is a contradiction. (]

Lemma 12.2 (cf. [CT11, Lemma 5.7]). We consider an RP4-linear map
fM—=Q,

where M is a o-module over R, and Q is a pure p-module over £ of slope \. If f is p-equivariant and
injective, then X = Amax(Me).

Proof. We extend f to the p-equivariant ﬁzd—linear injective map

f : ﬁ,]zd Rpbva M M) ﬁ,kid Qpba @ = ﬁ,]zd Rrvd € Ve Q — (c:'L ®e Q,
where the last injection is induced by the multiplication map in Lemma 12.1. The maximum Frobenius
slope of £ @rva M as a p-module over £ is equal to Amax(Me). By Proposition 9.4, there exists a
Frobenius d-eigenvector o € R @gua M of slope Amax(Me). Then f(v) € £ ®¢ Q is also a Frobenius
d-eigenvector of slope Amax(Mg). Since &L ®e Q@ is a pure p-module over & of slope A, we have A =
Amax(Mg) by Lemma 4.10. O

We will recall the construction of the PBQ filtration due to Chiarellotto and Tsuzuki: it is first done
over &, then over K [t]o by descent. We also give an analogous construction over RP¢ by generalizing the
descending argument in [CT11].

Assumption 12.3. In the rest of this section except Proposition 12.14, assume that k is perfect and ¢ x
is a g-power Frobenius lift.

Proposition 12.4 ([CT11, Proposition 5.4]). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £. Then there exists a
unique (¢, V)-submodule N of M such that the composition

N/N® = M/M° — M/ Upcx, e (ar) Su(M)

is an isomorphism, where the first and second maps are induced by Lemma 5.7 (i) and Proposition 7.3
(plus Lemma 4.8 (II)-(ii)) respectively. Note that if this is the case, then N/N° is pure of slope Amax(M),
in particular, N is PBQ.
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Definition 12.5 ([CT11, Corollary 5.5]). With notation as above, we call N the mazimally PBQ sub-
module of M, and we denote N by P;(M). Note that P;(M) # 0 unless M = 0, and P, (M) = M if and
only if M is PBQ. We put Py(M) = 0, and P;(M) as the inverse image of P,(M/P;—1(M)) under the
projection M — M/P;_1(M). Thus we obtain an increasing filtration

0=FPM)cPA(M)C---CP.(M)C...

of (¢, V)-modules over &£, which is called the PBQ filtration of M.
Note that:

e the PBQ filtration is separated and exhaustive. Each graded piece P11 (M)/P;(M) is PBQ;

e let 7 be the minimum natural number such that P.(M) = M. Then P,(M) # Pi41(M) for
i=0,....r—1;

e if M is not PBQ, then we have
Amax(]\4/})l(]\4)) < Amax(j\4) = AInaX(jjl(]\4))'

In fact, the inclusion U, (a)Su(M/Pi(M)) C M/Pi(M) is an equality by the surjectivity of
the canonical map Pi(M) — M/ U,cx,... ) Spu(M). This implies Apax(M/P1(M)) < Amax(M),
and Apax(M) = max{Amax(M/P1(M)), Amax(P1(M))} = Amax(P1(M)).

Remark 12.6. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £ and X (M) the set of PBQ (¢, V)-submodules of
M. In general, maximal objects in X (M) are not uniquely determined. In fact, when M = & ® £(q),
X (M) ={£,E(q)}. Note that P;(M) is characterized as the unique maximal element in X (M), whose
maximum Frobenius slope is equal to that of M.

Theorem 12.7 (cf. [CT11, Theorem 5.6]). Let R denote K[t]o or RPd. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over
R. Then Py(Mg) descends to M. In particular, Po(Mg) descends to a filtration on M.

Proof. Recall that for a given (p, V)-module over K [t]o, there exists a naturally bijective correspondence
between (¢, V)-submodules of M and those of Myzua by [deJ98, Proposition 6.4]. Hence we may assume
R = RP4. Note that when M is PBQ, we have P, (Mg) = Mg, hence, the assertion is trivial. We proceed
by induction on the dimension of M. We may assume that M is not PBQ. By the induction hypothesis,
it suffices to find a (¢, V)-submodule N of M such that N # M and P;(Ng) = P;(Mg). By Splitting
theorem (Theorem 8.3), there exists a quotient @ of Mg /M2 as a (¢, V)-module over £, which is pure of
slope A with A < Apax(Me). We consider the composition

fiM S v P g,

Let N denote the kernel of f. Note that N is a (¢, V)-submodule of M, and N # M since f is ¢, V-
equivariant, and ) is generated by the image of f. By applying Lemma 12.2 to the map M/N — @
induced by f, we have Apax((M/N)g) = A < Apax(Me), which implies Apax(Ng) = Amax(Me) and
(M/N)e = Upcrnun(me)Su((M/N)e). Therefore the canonical map

Ne [ Upcrman(Me) Su(Ne) = Me [ Uy (ve) Su(Me) (12.7.1)

is an isomorphism by the strictness of Frobenius slope filtration. By the uniqueness of P;(Mg), the
isomorphism (12.7.1) implies P (Ng) = Py (Mg). O

Definition 12.8 (cf. [CT11, Corollary 5.10]). With notation as above, the resulting filtration on M
is denoted by P,(M), and called the PBQ filtration of M. We also call P,(M) the mazimally PBQ
submodule of M.

By definition, similar properties as in Definition 12.5 hold. It is worth noting that if M is irreducible
as a (p, V)-module over R, then M is PBQ. In fact, we have M = Py(M) since P,(M) # 0.

The PBQ filtration is compatible with the log-growth filtration as follows.
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Lemma 12.9. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over R4 solvable in Riog. Then, for an arbitrary real number
A, there exist canonical exact sequences

0 — Soly(M/Py(M)) — Solx (M) — Soly(Py(M)) — 0,

0 = V(P(M))/V(P(M)* = V(M)/V(M)* = V(M/P(M))/V(M/Py(M))* — 0.

In particular, dimg V (M)* = dimg V(P (M)) +dimg V(M/Py(M))*, and the slope multiset of V (M)®
is equal to the disjoint union of those of V(P (M))® and V(M/Py(M))®.
A similar assertion holds for a (p, V)-module over K[t]o or &.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 11.6 and Remark 11.7. O

In the rest of this section, we gather several properties on the PBQ filtrations. The reader may consult
here when it is needed.

Proposition 12.10 (a refinement of Slope criterion). Let R denote K[t]o or RP. For a (¢, V)-module
M over R, the following are equivalent.

(i) M is PBQ.
(ii) For any non-zero quotient Q of M as a (¢, V)-module over R, Apax(Me) = Amax(Qsg)-

Proof. By Slope criterion, (i) implies (ii). The negation of (i) implies that of (ii) by considering @ =
M/Py(M). O

Lemma 12.11. Let M be a (p, V)-module over £, and M' a (p,V)-submodule of M. Assume that M’
is PBQ and Amax(M') = Anax(M). Then the composition

M'/(M")° = M/M® = M/ Uy (v Su(M)
s injective.
Proof. The above map coincides with the composition of canonical maps
M'J(M")° = M/ Upexpue(ary Sp(M') = M/ Upcrary Su(M).

The first map is isomorphism since M’ is PBQ, and the second map is injective by the strictness of
Frobenius slope filtration and Apax(M') = Amax (M), which implies the assertion. O

The PBQ filtration has the following quotient stability (cf. Corollary 5.12).
Proposition 12.12. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over K[t]o, R4, or &.
(i) We have the equality as (p, V)-submodules of M/P;(M)
Py(M/P;(M)) = Piy;(M)/P;(M)
foralli,j € N.

(ii) Let M’ be a (@, V)-submodule of M with M’ # M. Let i > 1 be the minimum natural number such
that P;_y (M) + M’ # P,(M) + M'. Then we have the equality as (v, V)-submodules of M /M’

P (M/M") = (Pi(M)+ M")/M'.

(1) Let M’ be a (p, V)-submodule of M with M’ # M. Leti(1) <--- < i(j) be the sequence of natural
numbers > 1 defined by

{is Pioa (M) + M' # Pi(M) + M'} = {i(1),...,i(j)}-
Set i(0) = 0. Then we have the equality as (p, V)-submodules of M /M’
Pe(M/M') = (Pygy (M) + M") /M’

forall0 <k <j.
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Proof. Since the PBQ filtration over K [t]o and R"? is defined by descent from &, we have only to prove
the assertion for £.

(i)

(iii)

We proceed by induction on . When ¢ = 0, there is nothing to prove. By the induction hypothesis,
Py (M/P;(M)) = Piyj 1 (M)/P;(M). (1212.1)
By (12.12.1), it suffices to prove
Pi(M/P;(M))/Pi—1(M/P;(M)) = (Piy;(M)/P;(M))/(Pitj—1(M)/P;(M))

By definition,
Py(M/Pisj1(M)) = Pryy (M) Prsj1(M). (12.12.2)

By identifying M /P ;_1(M) as (M/P;(M))/(Pit;—1(M)/P;(M)), (12.12.2) implies

Py (M P;(M))/(Pry52 (M) P (M))) = (P (M)/ Py (M))/ (-1 (M) P;(M)).
Then the assertion follows from
Py ((M/P;(M))/(Pr152(M)/P;(M))) = Py ((M/P;(M))/ P2 (M/ P (M) )
= Pi(M/P;(M))/Pi1(M/P;(M)),
where the first and second equalities follow from (12.12.1) and by definition respectively.

e The case i =1

Put M" = M/M’, and P = (P, (M) + M')/M’, which is a non-zero (¢, V)-submodule of M" by
assumption. By the uniqueness of the maximally PBQ submodule (Proposition 12.4), it suffices to
prove that the composition

(673 P/PO — M”/(M”)O — M”/ U#<>\max(M”) SM(MH)

is an isomorphism. Since P is a quotient of Py (M), P is PBQ by Corollary 5.12. Hence Apax(P) =
Amax (P1(M)) = Amax(M) by Slope criterion and Definition 12.5. Since P C M”, we also have
Amax(M") = Amax(P). By applying Lemma 12.11 to (M’, M) = (P,M"), « is injective. The
surjectivity of a follows from a commutative diagram

B
Py(M)/Py(M)° ——= M/ Uycrpue(ar) Su(M)

| )
73/7)0 - * o M/ U< Amax (M) S#(M”),

where § is an isomorphism by the definition of P;(M), and ~ is the canonical surjection.
e The general case

By (i) and assumption, Py(M/Pi1(M)) = Px(M)/Pry(M) # (M + Pr_y(M))/Pir(M). By
applying the case i = 1 to (M’ + P,_1(M))/Pi—1(M) C M/P;_1(M), we obtain the assertion.

We proceed by induction on k. When k = 0, the assertion is trivial. By the induction hypothesis,
Pyt (M/M") = (Pye—1y(M) + M") /M. (12.12.3)
By (12.12.3), it suffices to prove
Po(M/M')/ Pt (M/M') = (P (M) + M) /M) /((Pygery (M) + M) /M),
By (ii),

Py (M (Pig1) (M) + M)} = (P (M) + M')/ (P (M) + M), (12.12.4)
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By identifying (M/M')/((Pig—1y(M) + M')/M") as M/(Pyg_1y(M) + M’), (12.12.4) implies

Py ((M/M')/((Pigs—1 (M) + M')/M")) = ((Pigy (M) + M')/M')/((Pigs—1) (M) + M')/M").
Then the assertion follows from
Py ((M/M')/((Pigs1y (M) + M")/M")) = Py (M/M)/ Piea(M/M")) = Pu(M/M")/ Per (M/M),

where the first and second equalities follow from (12.12.3) and by definition respectively.

The generic PBQ filtration is compatible with the base change via 7.

Lemma 12.13. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over €, and 7 : & — E[X — t]o as in §3.3. Then there exists
a canonical isomorphism of (v, V)-modules over E[X — t]o

T*(Pe(M)) = Py (7" M).

Proof. We have only to prove 7* (P (M)) =& Py (7*M). By the definition of P;(7*M), it reduces to prove
that ¢*7* (P (M)) = *(P1(M)) is the maximally PBQ submodule of i*7*M = *M with notation as
in Lemma 11.4. By definition, there exists a canonical isomorphism P(M)/P1(M)° = M/ U,cx,.. (M)
S,(M). Since Frobenius slope filtration and the log-growth filtration for a (¢, V)-module over £ are
compatible with the base change via ¢ (see the proof of Lemma 11.4), we obtain an isomorphism

C(PL(M)) /(¢ (PLM))) = M Uy S8 M),
which implies the assertion. o
By using the PBQ filtration, we can prove:

Proposition 12.14 (cf. [CT11, Proposition 7.3]). In Theorem 7.6, part (ii) implies part (i). A similar
assertion holds in Theorems 7.2 and 7.4.

Proof. We prove only the first assertion: a similar proof works in the other cases.

It suffices to prove that the function A — dimg V (M)* is right continuous, and locally constant at any
A ¢ Q. By Lemma 7.12, we may assume that k is algebraically closed. By dévissage using Lemma 12.9, we
may assume that M is PBQ. Since we have dim V(M)* = dimg V(M) — dimg Sy_»,.. (ve)(V(MV))
by Theorem 7.6 (ii), we obtain the assertion by Theorem 4.6 (ii). O

13 Dwork’s conjecture on semicontinuity of log-growth Newton
polygons

In this section, we define the log-growth Newton polygon of (yp, V)-modules over RP4, and prove a
semicontinuity property under specialization (Theorem 13.6). As a consequence, we obtain Dwork’s
conjecture LGFpy, formulated in [CT11] (Corollary 13.8).

Definition 13.1. Let M be a (p, V)-module of rank n over R solvable in Rjog. We define the log-
growth Newton polygon NP(M) of M as the Newton polygon NP(V(M)*) of V(M)®. Let \;(M) denote
XNi(V(M)®), ie., A (M) < -+ < N\, (M) is the slope multiset of NP(M). We put b (M) = X, (M), which
is the maximum slope of NP(M).

We give a similar definition for a (log-)(p, V)-module over Kt]o or £.

In the literature, for a (¢, V)-module M over K[t]o, NP(M) and NP(M¢) are called the special and
generic log-growth Newton polygons of M respectively.

We gather some basic properties on the log-growth filtrations.
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Lemma 13.2. Let M be a (o,
slopes (without multiplicity) of

module of rank n over RP? solvable in Riog. Let Ay < --- < Ay, be the
)®, or, equivalently, of Sole(M). Then

V)-
V(M
V(M)  if A€ (—o0, A1),
V(M) if A€ [N, Nixy) fori=1,....,n—1,
0 if A€ [An, +00),

0 lf)‘ € (_Oou)‘l)a
Solx(M) = ¢ Soly, (M) if A€ [M\i, Aig1) fori=1,...,n—1,
Sol(M) if A € [A\n, +00),

dimg V(M) — dimg V(M)> ifi=1,
m(\;) = ¢ dimg V(M)*—1 —dimg V(MM ifi=2,...,n—1,
dimg V (M)An-1 if i = n.

A similar assertion holds for M a (log-)(y, V)-module over K[t]o or &.
Proof. Tt is an immediate consequence of the right continuity of the log-growth filtration. O
Corollary 13.3. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over R*? solvable in Riog. Then
bY (M) = min{\; V(M)* = 0} = min{\; Soly(M) = Sol(M)}.
A similar assertion holds for M a (log-)(¢, V)-module over K[t]o or E.

By using the PBQ filtration, we can calculate the slope multisets of log-growth filtrations.

Proposition 13.4. Assume that k is perfect. Let M be a (p, V)-module over R*? solvable in Riog- Let
Py(M) denote the PBQ filtration on M, and r the minimum natural number such that P.(M) = M.
Then the slope multiset of V(M)® coincides with the multiset

r—1
LT+ A (Pia (M) / Pi(M))e); 1 € Ai},
=0

where A; denotes the slope multiset of Se(V (Piy1(M)/P;(M))).
A similar assertion holds for a (log-)(p, V)-module over K[t]o or E.

Proof. e The case of RP4

We proceed by induction on 7. When r = 1, i.e., M is PBQ), the assertion follows from Theorem 7.6
(ii). In the general case, the slope multiset of V(M)® is the disjoint union of those of V(P (M))*® and
V(M/Py(M))* by Lemma 12.9. Since P;(M/Py(M)) = Piy1(M)/PL(M) for i > 1 by Proposition 12.12
(i), the slope multisets of V(P (M))® and V(M /P;(M))* are, by the induction hypothesis,

r—2

{1+ Amax(PL(M)e); i € Ao}, [T{# + Amax((Pisa(M)/Piga(M))e); i € Aiya},
i=0

respectively, which implies the assertion.

e The cases of K[t]o or £

By using the principle explained in Remark 11.5, the assertion over K [t]o reduces to that over RP4. By
the principle, together with Lemmas 11.2 and 12.13, the assertion over £ reduces to that over E[X — t]o.
Alternatively, a similar proof in the case of R4 works. o

Lemma 13.5. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over RP4 solvable in Riog. Let Se(Mg) denote the slope
filtration for Frobenius structures of Mg in the sense of [Tsu98, Definition 5.1.1]: the definition of the
slopes ([Tsu98, Definition 3.1.5]) is compatible that in §4. Then there exists a canonical isomorphism

V(Se(Mr)) = Se(V(M)).

In particular, the slope multiset of Se(V(M)) coincides with that of Se(Mr).
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Proof. Tt follows from the uniqueness of Frobenius slope filtration on V(Mg) = V(M). O

The following is an analogue of Grothendieck-Katz specialization theorem for Frobenius Newton
polygons.

Theorem 13.6. Let M be a (o, V)-module over RPY solvable in Riog. Then the log-growth Newton
polygon of M lies on or above the log-growth Newton polygon of Mg with the same endpoints.
A similar assertion holds for a (log-)(¢, V)-module over K[t]o or £.

Proof. By Remark 11.5, we have only to prove the assertion in the case of RP4. By Lemmas 7.10 and
7.12, we may assume that k is algebraically closed. Let notation be as in Theorem 13.4. We define
N = 69::—01611((](11), where we put Gl = PZ+1(M)/P1(M), a; = Amax((Perl(M)/Pz(M))g) Then N is a
(¢, V)-module over RP4 solvable in Rjog. The slope multiset of V/(M)® coincides with that of Se(V(N))
by Proposition 13.4, which also coincides with that of Se(Ng) by Lemma 13.5. The slope multiset of Mg
coincides with that of Se(Ng) by Proposition 13.4. Therefore the assertion follows from the semicontinuity
theorem for Frobenius Newton polygons of N ([Ked10, Theorem 16.4.6]). (]

By comparing the maximum slopes of Newton polygons, we obtain an analogue of Christol’s transfer
theorem ([CT09, Proposition 4.3]).

Corollary 13.7. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over R4 solvable in Riog. Then
bV (M) < bV (M @pva E).
A similar assertion holds for a (log-)(p, V)-module over K[t]o.

Recall that Dwork’s conjecture LGFp,, ([CT11, Conjecture 2.7]) asserts that for M a (p, V)-module
over K[t]o, the log-growth Newton polygon of M lies on or above that of Mg with the same endpoints.

Corollary 13.8. Dwork’s conjecture LGFpy, is true.

Remark 13.9 (cf. [CT11, Remark 2.8]). We discuss differences between the conjecture LGFp,, and
[And08, Conjecture 1.1.1], which are “different forms” of Dwork’s conjecture below. Let M be a V-
module of rank n over K[t]o solvable in K{¢}. Dwork originally defines the log-growth Newton polygon
of M as the lower convex polygon, where the multiplicity of the slope A is equal to dimg Soly;.(M) —
dimg Soly_. (M) with sufficiently small € > 0 ([Dwo73a, (4) in p. 368]). He also defines the log-growth
Newton polygon of Mg as that of 7* M. Then Dwork conjectures ([Dwo73b, Conjecture 2]) that “the log-
growth Newton polygon of M is lies on or above that of M¢”: precisely speaking, the conjecture makes
sense only after fixing the left or right endpoints of the log-growth Newton polygons of M and Mg,
however, the author cannot find an information how to define the endpoints in Dwork’s articles. André
defines his log-growth Newton polygons NP(M) and N'P(Mg) by fixing the right endpoints at (n,0)
([And08, 3.3]), then proves Dwork’s conjecture without the coincidence of the left endpoints ([And08,
Theorem 4.1.1]). In [Ohk15], the author constructs M of rank two such that the left endpoints of NP (M)
and N'P(M¢) do not coincide.

Note that if M admits a Frobenius structure, then our log-growth Newton polygon of M (resp. Mg)
coincides with André’s log-growth Newton polygon of M (resp. M¢) after moving —h (resp. —hg) in the
y-direction, where h (resp. hg) denotes the y-coordinate of the left endpoint of NP(M) (resp. NP(Mp)).
Since we have h = hg by Corollary 13.8, the left endpoints of N'P(M) and N'P(M¢) also coincides, hence,
the conjecture LGFp,, can be seen as a refinement of André’s theorem under the existence of Frobenius
structures. However it is not clear that one can deduce (even “lies above” part of ) the conjecture LGFpy,
from André’s theorem, and vice versa. Thus the author thinks that André’s theorem and Corollary 13.8,
both are regarded as Dwork’s conjectures, are of different natures.

14 Converse theorem

It is natural to ask the necessity of the PBQ hypothesis in parts (ii) of Theorems 7.2, 7.4, or 7.6. In this
section, we prove that the PBQ hypothesis is necessary in all the cases.
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Lemma 14.1 (Converse theorem over £). Let M be a (p,V)-module over €. Then, M is PBQ if and
only if M® = (S_,,...omy(MV)*. In particular, if

M = (Sx- Aty (M) 1 VA,
then M is PBQ.

Proof. Assume M° = (S_, . ()(MY))*. By Lemma 4.8 (II)-(iv), M° = U,cx,...(anSu(M). Hence
M /M? is pure of slope Anax(M) as a p-module over £, in particular, M is PBQ.

Assume that M is PBQ. Then M/M? is pure of slope Amax(M) by Corollary 8.4. Hence the image
of Upycrpae(a)Su(M) under the projection M — M/MO is zero, i.e., Upcx,..m)ySu(M) C M°. By
Proposition 7.3, we conclude U, <, .. (an)Su(M) = M°. O

Remark 14.2. By the equivalence above, we can rephrase Theorem 7.4 (ii) as the following form: if the
equality M* = (Sx_,...v)(M))* holds for A =0, then it holds for an arbitrary .

Lemma 14.3 (Converse theorem over R*%). Let M be a (¢, V)-module over R*d solvable in Riog. If
SOl)\(M) = S)\—kmax(Mg)(SOI(M)) V)\,
then M is PBQ.

Note that an analogue of Converse theorem for a (log-)(p, V)-module over K[t]o follows from Lemma
14.3 thanks to Lemma 5.2.

Proof. We may assume M # 0. Suppose that M is not PBQ. Put M’ = P (M), M" = M/P;(M). Recall
that Amax(M¢) < Amax(Me) = Amax(M¢), and M’ is PBQ. Hence we have, by Theorem 7.6 (ii) and
Proposition 7.5 respectively,

SOl)\(M/) = S)\,)\max(Mg)(SOl(M/)) V)\,

S)\,)\max(Mg)(SOI(MN)) C S)\,)\max(M‘/g/)(SOI(MN)) C SOl)\(MN) V. (1431)

Therefore we obtain a canonical commutative diagram with exact rows by Lemmas 11.6 and 4.8 (IT)-(ii),

0 = Sx A (M) (SOUM”)) ——= Sx_x,pc (M) (SOUM ) —— Sx_ (M) (SO (M) —— 0

|

Soly (M") Soly (M) Soly(M").

0

By the snake lemma, the left vertical arrow is an equality. Hence, by (14.3.1),
SA Amax (Me) (SOUM")) = Sx_x,...(arz) (SOl (M) VA,

which contradicts to the uniqueness of Frobenius slope filtration. O

15 Tensor compatibility

As pointed out by André ([And08, 1.3]), the log-growth filtrations for V-modules (even assuming Frobe-
nius structures) are not strongly compatible with the tensor product; see Remark 15.7 for details. In
this section, we prove a weak tensor compatibility of the log-growth filtration (Proposition 15.6). As a
corollary, we obtain the additivity of b¥ (Corollary 15.8).

We start by noting that in the category of (¢, V)-modules over &, the subcategory of PBQ objects is
not closed under the tensor product: an explicit example is given by Example 6.2.5, which is generalized
as follows.

Lemma 15.1. Let M be a non-zero (¢, V)-module over . If M is not pure as a p-module over £, then
M ®¢ MV is not PBQ.

Proof. We have Apax(M Qg MY) = Apax(M) + Amax(MY) = Apax(M) — Apin(M) > 0. We regard € as
a quotient of M ®¢ MY via the canonical pairing M ®¢ MY — €. Since Apax(E) =0, M ®¢ MY is not
PBQ by Proposition 8.1. o
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We will refine the proof of Theorem 7.6 (ii) in §10 to prove Proposition 15.6.

Definition 15.2. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over RP4 solvable in Rjog. Recall that a solution f € Sol(M)
is of log-growth X for A € Rif f € Sol\ (M), i.e., f(M) C Fily\Riog. We say that f is exactly of log-growth
Aif f is of log-growth A, and not of log-growth p for any p < A.

Note that if f is exactly of log-growth A, then X is a slope of the filtration Sols(M), and hence, a
slope of V(M)®.

Construction 15.3. We fix a g-equivariant embedding Riog — 7~310g in Definition 1.14. Let M be a
¢-module over RP4, and f: M — Rjog an RPd-linear map. Let M denote the p-module M ®zva RP4
over R4, and f: M — 7~310g denote the composition of

~ 'd ~ ~
M QRpd Rbd & Rlog @Rbd Rbd — Rloga

where the second map is the multiplication map given in Lemma 1.15. Note that the following.
o If f is injective (resp. p-equivariant), then so is f.

o If f is of log-growth A, then

F(M) C FilyRiog
by a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 10.1.
The following proposition can be seen as a generalization of Proposition 10.1.

Proposition 15.4. Assume that k is algebraically closed. Let M be a (p, V)-module over Rb‘i solvable
in Riog, and X a slope of Sole(M). Then there exist f € Solx(M) and m € M such that f(m) is a
d-eigenvector of slope X (for some d > 1). Moreover, any such f is exactly of log-growth .

Proof. We first prove the last assertion. Suppose the contrary, i.e., there exists 4 < A such that f is of
log-growth z. By Construction 15.3, we have f(M) C Fil, Riog. By assumption and Lemma 2.14, f(m)
is exactly of log-growth A, which is a contradiction.

We will prove the first assertion. Since k is algebraically closed, there exists a solution f € Sol(M)
such that:

(a) f is exactly of log-growth A;
(b) f is a Frobenius d-eigenvector.

In fact, there exists a (non-canonical) splitting of ¢-modules Soly (M) == (U,<rSol, (M))®(Solx(M)/(Uu<arSol,(M))).
Then we choose a d-eigenvector in the second summand as f. We will prove that f satisfies the desired
condition by repeating the proof of Proposition 10.1.

e The case ¢(f) = f

Since f: M — Riog is ¢, V-equivariant by assumption, ker f is a (p, V)-submodule of M. Denote by
M" the quotient M/ ker f, which is a (¢, V)-module over RP? solvable in Riog, and by f” : M" < Riog
the induced map by f. Then f” € Sol(M) is exactly of log-growth A by (a) and f"(M") = f(M). We
also have p(f”) = f” by definition. Therefore, after replacing (M, f) by (M", f), we may also assume
that f is injective. In this case, f is p-equivariant and injective.

We choose a Frobenius d-eigenvector 1 € M of slope Amax(Mg) (Proposition 9.4). Then f(n) is also
a Frobenius d-eigenvector of slope Apax(Mg). By Lemma 2.14, f(rh) is exactly of log-growth Apax(Me).
It suffices to prove Amax(Meg) = A. Since f € Sp(Sol(M)) C Soly,,.. (me) (M) by Proposition 7.5, f is of
log-growth Amax(Mg). Hence A < Amax(Me) by (a). We also have f(M) C FilyRiog by (a), in particular,
f(m) is of log-growth A. Hence Apax(Mg) < A. Thus Apax(Me) = A

e The general case

Write ¢?(f) = cf for some ¢ € K*. Put N = ([d].M)(c), which is a (%, V)-module over RP9.
Since T : M — N;m — m ® e, is an isomorphism of V-modules over R4, N is also solvable in Riog-
Moreover, T induces an isomorphism T™* : Sol(N) = Sol(M); f + foT, which also induces isomorphisms
of filtrations Sole(N) =2 Sole(M). Put f' := (T*)"'f € Sol(N). Then ¢(f') = f’, and f’ is exactly
of log-growth A. By applying the previous case to f’, we obtain # € N such that f’ (n) is exactly of
log-growth A. Since T naturally extends to an RPd-linear isomorphism T:M—N satisfying f = f "o,
the element i = T—(72) satisfies the desired condition. O
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Lemma-Definition 15.5. Let M, N be (p, V)-modules over RPY solvable in Riog. Then there exists a
canonical isomorphism of p-modules over K

U : Sol(M) ®k Sol(N) — Sol(M ®@gva N); g @ h — (m®n+— g(m)h(n)).

Moreover,
U(Solx(M) @k Sol,(N)) C Solatpu(M @rva N) VA, € R.

Proof. The map ¥ is identified with the canonical map ¢ : V(MY) @k V(NVY) = V(MY Qgoa NV).
Since ¥ is injective, 1 is an isomorphism by a dimension count. The second assertion is a consequence of
Lemma 2.11 (i). O

The log-growth filtration satisfies a weak tensor compatibility as follows.

Proposition 15.6. Let M, N be (¢, V)-modules over R solvable in Riog- Then the sum of a slope of
V(M)* and a slope of V(N)® is a slope of V(M ®Qrva N)® (without multiplicity).
A similar assertion holds for a (log-)(y, V)-module over K[t]o or £.

Proof. By Remark 11.5, we have only to prove the assertion in the case of RP4. By duality, we may
replace V(-)® by Sols(-). By Lemma 7.12, we may assume that k is algebraically closed. Let A, u be
slopes of Sole (M), Sole(N) respectively. By Proposition 15.4, we choose g € Soly(M) and 7 € M (resp.
h € Sol,(N) and 7 € N) such that §(m) (resp. h(n)) is a d-eigenvector of slope A (resp. p). Put
f=U(g®h). Then f € Soly;, (M ®gva N) by Proposition 15.4, and f(in @ 1) = §(m) - h(n) is a
d-eigenvector of slope A + p. By Proposition 15.4 again, f is exactly of log-growth A + u. In particular,
A+ u is a slope of Sole(M R@zba N). O

Remark 15.7. An analogous assertion with multiplicity fails: in Example 6.1.5, the slope multisets of
V(M,)*,V(M})* are both {0, u}, while that of V/(M, ®@gpq, M,/)® is {0,0, u, 2}

As a consequence, bV is additive under tensor products.

Corollary 15.8. Let M, N be (¢, V)-modules over R solvable in Riog. Then
bV (M @gva N) =bY (M) 4+ bV (N).
A similar assertion holds for M, N (log-)(p, V)-modules over K[t]o or E.

Proof. By Remark 11.5, we have only to prove the assertion in the case of R4, By duality, we may use
Sole(+) instead of V(-)*. By Lemma 15.5 and Corollary 13.3,

Sol(M®pbaN) = ¥(Sol(M)®kSol(N)) = \I/(Sole(M) (M)®KSolyv (N) (N)) C Sole(M)+bv (N) (M®pbvaN).

Hence bY (M ®@zba N) < bV (M)+bY(N). By Proposition 15.6, bY (M) +bY (N) is a slope of Sole (M @pua
N), in particular, bY (M) + bV (N) < bV (M ®@gba N). O

The following supplementary results are not used in the rest of this paper. The reader may skip here
for the first time of reading.

As an application of Proposition 15.6, we can give a sufficient condition that the tensor product of
two (g, V)-modules is PBQ.

Proposition 15.9. Let M, N be (¢, V)-modules over R4 solvable in Riog. Assume that
(a) M,N are PBQ,
(b) each Frobenius slope of V(M ®pva N) has multiplicity one.

Then M ®@xzva N is PBQ.
A similar assertion holds for M, N (log-)(¢,V)-modules over K[t]o or &.

Lemma 15.10. Let V be a finite dimensional vector space over a field. Let Vi.,V2.4 be increasing
filtrations on V' by subspaces, which is separated, exhaustive, and right continuous. Assume Vi e C V.
If the slope multiset of V1.e, Va6 coincide, then Vi o = Vo ,.
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Proof. Obvious. O

Proof of Proposition 15.9. By Remark 11.5, we have only to prove the assertion in the case of RP4. By
duality, each Frobenius slope of Sol(M ®xba N) has multiplicity one. Let py (M) < -+ < i (M) (resp.
w1 (N) < -+ < pn(N)) denote the slope multiset of Se(Sol(M)) (resp. Se(Sol(N))) with increasing order.
By Theorem 7.6 (ii),

/\Z(M) = ,Uz(M) + )\max(MS) Vi,

)‘J(N) = /Lj(N) + /\max(N5) vj.

Hence A\;(M) 4+ A;(N) for all ¢, j are distinct by assumption. Therefore the multiset
A={NM)+XNj(N);1<i<m,1<j<n}
coincides with the slope multiset of Sole (M ®pva N) by Proposition 15.6. Since
A = {pi(M) + 1 (N) + Amax(Me) + Amax(Ne); 1 < i <m, 1< j <n},

A also coincides with the slope multiset of Se_(x,....(Me)+Amax (Ne)) (SOU(M @zba N)). By Proposition 7.5
and Lemma 15.10, Sole(M ®@gba N) = Se_(xnun(Me)+Amax (Ne)) (SOL(M @zba N)). By Converse theorem
over RP4 (Lemma 14.3), M ®pva N is PBQ. O

If the tensor product of two (¢, V)-modules is PBQ as in Proposition 15.9, then the log-growth
filtration on the tensor product is easily computed as in the case of Frobenius slope filtration (Lemma
4.8 (IT)-(iii)).

Lemma 15.11. Let M, N be (p, V)-modules over R*d solvable in Riog. Assume that M @gva N is PBQ.
Then M, N are PBQ. Moreover, there exist canonical isomorphisms

Mg u=s V(M) @ V(N) + V(M) @ V(N)*) 2 V(M @gva N)°,

> Sola(M) @k Sol,(N) = Sols(M @gua N)
Atp=4

for all 6 € R.
A similar assertion holds for M, N (log-)(¢,V)-modules over K[t]o or &.

Proof. To prove the first assertion, we may consider only in the case of £. By Lemma 15.5, there exists
an injection Soly(M) ®¢ Solg(N) < Solg(M ®¢ N) of g-modules over €. Since Solg(M ®¢ N) is pure by
assumption, so are Soly(M) and Soly(N), which implies the assertion.

We prove the second assertion: by Remark 11.5, it suffices to prove the second isomorphism in the
case of RP4. We obtain the assertion by

Sols (M @roa N) =85 (Apux (M) FAmax (V) (SOUM @pra N))

2 > S () (SO (M) @k Sy, () (SOL(N))
Ap=6

= > Solx(M) @k Sol,(N),
Atpu=5

where the equalities follow from Theorem 7.6 (ii). O

16 Generating theorem

As we have seen, particularly in §13, the PBQ filtration is a useful tool to handle an arbitrary (p, V)-
modules. In this section, we prove Generating theorem, which is another tool to describe M using PBQ
(¢, V)-modules in a very naive way.

Theorem 16.1 (Generating theorem). Assume that k is perfect. Let M be a (v, V)-module over E.
Then there exist PBQ (p, V)-submodules My, ..., M, of M such that Y., M; = M.
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Proof. We consider the following condition on M.

(Car): There exist (¢, V)-submodules My, ..., M, of M such that My,..., M, # M and My + --- +
M, =M.
Note that if (Cq) is true for a quotient @ of M, then (Cys) is true. In particular, if M is not PBQ, then
(Cur) is true since (Cpz/ar0) is true by Splitting theorem (Theorem 8.3).

We prove the assertion by induction on dimg M. When M is PBQ, we set n = 1 and M; = M. When
M is not PBQ, we obtain the assertion by applying the induction hypothesis to the M;’s in (Cys). O

Note that in the above proof, we use Splitting theorem in an essential way, as is the case of the PBQ
filtration (see the proof of [CT11, Proposition 5.4]).

Example 16.2. Let M = M, s be as in Example 6.1.4. Then M is not PBQ (Example 6.2.4). By the
pushout diagram in Example 6.1.4, M contains copies of M,,, M, which are PBQ by Example 6.2.3 and
generate M.

17 The slopes of log-growth Newton polygon

In this section, we study the slopes of the log-growth Newton polygons of (¢, V)-modules M over £.
Particularly, we prove the dual invariance of the maximum slope bV (Theorem 17.5) by using Generating
theorem (Theorem 16.1), and an analogue of Drinfeld-Kedlaya theorem for indecomposable convergent
F-isocrystals (Theorem 17.9).

We first study the “generic bound” bV for a (¢, V)-module over £. The following two lemmas are
consequences of Lemmas 5.7, 5.8, and Corollary 13.3.

Lemma 17.1. Let f : M — N be a morphism of (¢, V)-modules over E.
(i) If f is injective, then bY (M) < bV(N).
(ii) If f is surjective, then b¥ (M) > bV (N).
Lemma 17.2. For (¢, V)-modules M, ..., M, over &, we have b¥ (®F_; M;) = maxi<i<, b¥ (M;).

Lemma 17.3. Let M be a (p,V)-module over €. If My,..., M, are (¢, V)-submodules of M such that
S M; =M, then
bV(M) = max bY (M;),

1<i<n

bY(MY) = max bV (M)

Proof. By Lemma 17.1 (i), bY (M;) < b (M). By applying Lemmas 17.1 (ii) and 17.2 to the canonical
surjection @7, M; — M, we have bY (M) < bY (@I M;) = maxj<;<n b¥ (M;), which implies the first
equality.

Similarly, regarding M)’ as a quotient of M"Y, bY (M,") < bY(M") by Lemma 17.1 (ii). By applying
Lemmas 17.1 (i) and 17.2 to the canonical injection MY < @ | MY, we have b¥ (MV) < bV (@7 M) =
maxi<;<n bY (M,;”), which implies the second equality. O

Lemma 17.4. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £.

(i) If M is PBQ, then b¥ (M) = Amax(M) — Amin(M).

(ii) If M and MV are PBQ, then bY (M) = bY (MY).
Proof. (i) By Theorem 7.4 (ii) and Corollary 13.3,

bY (M) =min{X\; M* = 0} = min{X\; Sy _»,...any(MY) = M}
=Amax(M) + Amax(M) = Amax (M) = Amin (M).
(ii) It follows from (i) and Amax(M) — Amin(M) = Apax(MY) — Amin(MY).
o

The following theorem is highly non-trivial, and we make an essential use of a Frobenius structure in
the proof.
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Theo

Proof.

rem 17.5 (the dual invariance of bV). For any (v, V)-module M over &,
bV (M) =bYV(MY).

Note that the assertion follows from Lemma 17.4 (ii) when both M and M"Y are PBQ (including

the case dimg M = 1). We prove the assertion by induction on dimg M. Assume that the assertion holds
for all M of dimension < m. We may assume that either M or MV is not PBQ. By symmetry, we may
assume that M is not PBQ. By Generating theorem (Theorem 16.1), there exist PBQ (p, V)-submodules

Mi,..

., M, of M such that E?:l M; = M. Note that M; # M for all i since M is not PBQ. Since

bV (M;) = bV (M) for all i by the induction hypothesis, we obtain the assertion by Lemma 17.3. O

Remark 17.6. As for an analogue over K[t]o, only a naive inequality is known: for an arbitrary V-
module over K[t]o of rank n, we have b¥ (M) < (n — 1)bY (M) ([CT09, Proposition 1.4]).

We estimate bY under a certain extension.

Lemma 17.7. Let

be an

Proof.

a basi

0—-M —-M-—M'"—0
exact sequence of (¢, V)-modules over E. If either M’ or M" is bounded, then
bY (M) < bY(M')+bY(M") + 1.

By taking dual and using Theorem 17.5, we may assume that M" is bounded. Let {e1,...,e,15} be
s of 7* M such that {ey,...,e,} is a basis of 7* M’ and {e, 1, ..., er4s} modulo 7* M’ is a horizontal

basis of 7*M". We have only to prove that for any f € Sol(M), we have f(e;) € E[X —t]yv (ar)41 for all

1. Since f

Then,

rom € Sol(M') is of log-growth b¥ (M), we have f(e1),..., f(er) € E[X — t]yv(arry. Write

D(ert1,..yerps) = (€1,...,er)A, A€ Mys(E[X — t]o).

D(f(eTJrl)v ) f(erJrS)) :f(D(eTJrla e ,eTJrS)) = f((ela ) eT)A)
=(f(e1),..., fler))A € (E[X = tlpv ()"

by Lemma 2.8 (i). By Lemma 2.8 (iv),

flers1), .-, flerss) € E[X = tlpw (arry41,

which implies the assertion. o

Remark 17.8. (i) The above proof in the case that M" is bounded is based on the proof of [Dwo73a,

(i)

Theorem 2].

Without the boundedness assumptions on M’ or M", we have a similar inequality with an extra
factor

bV (M) <bYV(M') 4+ b (M") + min{b¥ (M"),bY (M")} + 1.
In fact, we may assume b™ (M’) < bV (M") by taking dual and using Theorem 17.5. We consider
the short exact sequence 0 — M’ ®¢ (M) — @ — £ — 0 associated to the original short exact

sequence under the canonical isomorphism Ext!'(M”, M') = Ext'(E, M’ @¢ (M")V) of Yoneda
extension groups in the category of (p, V)-modules over £ ([Ked10, Lemma 5.3.3]). Then we have

bYV(Q) < bV (M @g (M")Y) +1=bY(M")+ bV (M")) +1=0bY(M")+ b (M") +1,

where the inequality follows from Lemma 17.7, and the first and second equalities follow from
Corollary 15.8, Theorem 17.5 respectively. Since M is isomorphic to a quotient of Q ®¢ M", we

have
bV (M) < bV (Q @ M) =bV(Q) + bV (M") < 20 (M') + bV (M") +1,

where the first inequality follows from Lemma 17.1 (ii), and the equality follows from Corollary
15.8.
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(iii) We have the following analogous assertion with a similar proof as above: if0 - M’ - M — M" — 0
is an exact sequence of (¢, V)-modules over RP4 solvable in Rj,g such that M” is a trivial V-module
over RP4, then bY (M) < bV (M') + 1.

The statement of the following theorem is inspired by that of Drinfeld-Kedlaya theorem on Frobenius
Newton polygons for indecomposable convergent F-isocrystals ([DK16, Theorem 1.1.5]). However we do
not know that (some special case of) Drinfeld-Kedlaya theorem implies our theorem, or vice versa.

Theorem 17.9. Let M be a (p, V)-module over € of rank n. Then the slope multiset {\;(M);1 <1i<n}
of the log-growth Newton polygon of M satisfies

Aig1t(M) = (M) <1 fori=1,...,n—1.

Proof. Let \; denote A;(M) for simplicity. We may assume \; < Aj41. Consider an exact sequence of
(¢, V)-modules over &£

0 — (M /M i) /(M MA+)0 — (MM /(M JMA+1)0 — M/M™ — 0. (17.9.1)
Write the middle term as M/M’. Then we have
bV (M/M') < bV (M/MY) +1 =X\ +1,

where the inequality is obtained by applying Lemma 17.7 to (17.9.1), and the equality is obtained by
Corollary 13.3 and (M/M*)* = (M* + M*)/M*: (Lemma 5.7 (ii)).

Since M?i /M*i+1 £ 0, we also have (M*i /M i+1)/(M* /M*+1)0 # 0 by Lemma 5.6 (ii). Hence
M’ C M by the definition of M. Since (M/M’)b" (M/M') — (Nfb% (M/M') 4 M) /M’ = 0 by Lemma 5.7
(ii) and Corollary 13.3, we have MY M/M) = A Hence MPT (M/M') ¢ A By Lemma 13.2, we have
Aiy1 = min{\; M* € M*} < bV (M/M') as desired. O

Remark 17.10. Dwork proves the following result (see [Dwo73a, p. 368]): let M be a V-module over
€ of rank n such that 7*M is solvable in £{X —t¢}. Let P(n) denote the lower convex polygon with left
endpoint fixed at (0,0), whose slope multiset is {0,1,...,n — 1} with multiplicity. Then the log-growth
Newton polygon of M (with left endpoint fixed at (0,0)) is bounded from above by P(n). Theorem 17.9
is a refinement of Dwork’s result under the existence of Frobenius structures.

With notation as in the remark above, one may ask when NP(M) coincides with P(n). An answer is
given as follows.

Corollary 17.11. Let M be a (¢, V)-module over £ of rank n > 1. If b¥ (M) =n — 1, then

M(M)=i—-1fori=1,...,n.

18 Appendix: List of notation

The following is a list of notation in order defined.
Part 1

§1.1 R, R,| |, R RPI &

§1.2 k((tQ)),R", R, RPI, RN £ )

§1.3 Riog, Riog

§2.1 Fil,R

§2.2 Fil,R, K[t]e

§2.3 FilaRiog, FileRiog, K {t}, K {t g, File K {t }10g
§3.1 e, R(c), M(c)

§3.3 Vieg, T
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§3.4 V()
§4 | - [sps Se ()
§5.1 V(-),Sol(-), Sola(-), V(-)*
§5.3 ()°
§7.1 Amaxs LGF 1,
§7.2 LGF¢
§8 Amax("); Amin(")
Part I
§11 ev
§12 Pu()
§13 NP(-), Ai(+),bY(-),m(), LGFpw, N'P(:)
§15 W

For 0 < A\; < A2, we have the following diagram of spaces of functions: all the morphisms other than
those denoted by i are the natural inclusions.

K[t]lo —— K[t]y, ——— K[t]r, —— K{t} —— K]t]

. N

£ Rbd Fily, R (10g) — Fily, R (1og) —> R(io)

ol Pk

& Rbd Fily, R(10g) — Fil\; R(1og) — R(log)
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