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RELATIVE FONTAINE–MESSING THEORY OVER POWER
SERIES RINGS

TONG LIU, YONG SUK MOON, AND DEEPAM PATEL

Abstract. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 2, R := W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]]
be the power series ring over the Witt vectors, and X be a smooth proper scheme
over R. The main goal of this article is to extend classical Fontaine-Messing theory
([Fontaine and Messing(1987)]) to the setting where the base ring is R. In particu-
lar, we obtain comparison theorems between torsion crystalline cohomology of X/R
and torsion étale cohomology in this setting.

1. Introduction

Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p > 2, W (k) the Witt vectors over k,
R = W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]] the power series ring over W (k) in d-variables, and X a smooth
proper scheme over R. The aim of this paper is to extend classical Fontaine–Messing
theory as in [Fontaine and Messing(1987)] to the setting where the base is R.

1.1. Classical Fontaine–Messing theory. We begin by briefly recalling one of
the main results of classical Fontaine–Messing theory ([Fontaine and Messing(1987)]).
To simplify notation, we shall use ϕ to denote various Frobenii (on W (k)-algebras)
extending the arithmetic Frobenius on W (k), i.e., ϕ(x) = xp mod p for x ∈ W (k).
Let K := W (k)[1

p
], K be a fixed algebraic closure of K and GK := Gal(K/K).

A key object in classical Fontaine–Messing theory (and Fontaine–Laffaille theory in
[Fontaine and Laffaille(1982)]) is a Fontaine–Laffaille module

Definition 1.1. A Fontaine–Laffaille module over W (k) is a triple (M,Fi(M), ϕi)
where

(1) M is a finitely generated Wn(k)-module for some n ≥ 1.
(2) Fi(M) ⊂M is a Wn(k)-submodule satisfying:

(a) Fi+1(M) ⊂ Fi(M) for all i,
(b) F0(M) = M and Fr+1(M) = {0} for some r.

(3) ϕi : F
i(M)→M is a ϕW (k)-semilinear map such that

(a) ϕi|Fi+1(M) = pϕi+1,

(b)
r∑

i=0

ϕi(F
i(M)) = M as W (k)-modules.

We denote by MF(W (k)) the category whose objects are Fontaine–Laffaille mod-
ules over W (k) and morphisms are W (k)-module morphisms compatible with Fi and

ϕi. Let MF[0,r](W (k)) denote the full subcategory consisting of Fontaine–Laffaille
modules such that Fr+1(M) = {0}. These categories are known to satisfy many good
properties including:
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(1) By [Fontaine and Laffaille(1982), Prop. 1.8], MF[0,r](W (k)) is an abelian cat-
egory.

(2) A sequence 0 → M → M ′′ → M ′ → 0 in MF(W (k)) is exact if and only if
0→ Fi(M)→ Fi(M ′′)→ Fi(M ′)→ 0 is exact for all i.

Let Acris denote the integral crystalline period ring over W (k) equipped with
the usual Frobenius ϕ and filtration FiAcris ⊂ Acris (see §2.1 for details). For
i = 0, . . . , p − 1, we have ϕ(FiAcris) ⊂ piAcris. In particular, since Acris is Zp-

flat, we can define ϕi : F
iAcris → Acris by setting ϕi(x) = ϕ(x)

pi
. Given an object

(M,Fi(M), ϕi) ∈ MF[0,r](W (k)) with r ≤ p− 1, let

Fr(Acris ⊗W (k) M) :=
r∑

i=0

FiAcris ⊗W (k) F
r−iM

and define ϕr : F
r(Acris⊗W (k)M)→ Acris⊗W (k)M via ϕr :=

∑r
i=0 ϕi|FiAcris

⊗ϕr−i|Fr−iM .
Set

Tcris(M) := (Fr(Acris⊗W (k)M))ϕr=1(−r) = {x ∈ Fr(Acris⊗W (k)M) | ϕr(x) = x}(−r).

It can be shown that Tcris is independent of the choice of r and gives rise to a functor
from pn-torsion Fontaine–Laffaille modules to Z/pnZ[GK ]-modules. The main result
of Fontaine–Laffaille theory states that if r ≤ p− 2, then Tcris is a fully faithful exact
functor such that the essential image is stable under subquotients.
Given a smooth proper scheme X over W (k), let Xn := X ×Z Z/pnZ and consider

the crystalline cohomology group M i := Hi
cris(Xn/Wn(k),OXn/Wn(k)) with filtration

Fj(M i) := Hi
cris(Xn/Wn(k), J

[j]
Xn/Wn(k)

), where J
[j]
Xn/Wn(k)

denotes the usual the j-th di-

vided powers ideal on the crystalline site. In [Fontaine and Messing(1987)], Fontaine–

Messing show that there exist ϕW (k)-semi-linear maps ϕj : H
i
cris(Xn/Wn(k), J

[j]
Xn/Wn(k)

)→

Hi
cris(Xn/Wn(k),OXn/Wn(k)) for i ≤ p−1. The main result of [Fontaine and Messing(1987)]

can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.2. With notations as above,

(1) For i ≤ p−1,
(
Hi

cris(Xn/Wn(k),OX/Wn(k)), {H
i
cris(Xn/Wn(k), J

[j]
X/Wn(k)

)}, ϕj

)

is an object of MF[0,i](W (k)).

(2) For i ≤ p−2, letM i = (M i,Fj(M i), ϕj) denote the above object inMF[0,i](W (k)).
Then there exists a natural GK-isomorphism ι : Tcris(M

i) ≃ Hi
ét(XK ,Z/p

nZ).

Remark 1.3. Although Hp−1
cris (X/Wn(k),OX/Wn(k)) has the structure of a Fontaine-

Laffaille module, its relation with Hp−1
ét (XK ,Z/p

nZ) is unknown.

1.2. The main results. Our main goal is to extend Theorem 1.2 to the setting
where X is a smooth proper scheme over R = W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]]. We briefly explain
our main results.
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We define the Frobenius ϕ on R by ϕ(ti) = (1 + ti)
p − 1 1. Let Rn = R/pnR

and Ω̂R := lim
←−n

ΩRn/Wn(k) be the module of p-adically continuous Kähler differen-

tials (where ΩRn/Wn(k) denotes the module of Kähler differentials), which is a finite
free R-module of rank d since R/pR has a finite p-basis given by {t1, . . . , td} (cf.
[Berthelot and Messing(1990), Prop. 1.3.1]). Following [Faltings(1989)], we define a
Fontaine–Laffaille module over Rn:

Definition 1.4. A Fontaine–Laffaille module over Rn is a tuple (M,Fi(M), ϕi,∇)
where

(1) M and Fi(M) are finitely generated Rn-modules such that Fi(M) = M for
all i ≤ 0 and Fr+1(M) = 0 for some r.

(2) for each i, Fi+1(M) is a direct summand of Fi(M) as R-modules, and Fi(M) ≃⊕
j R/pajR for some integers aj ’s.

(3) ϕi : F
i(M)⊗R,ϕ R→M is an R-linear map such that

(a) ϕi|Fi+1(M)⊗R,ϕR = pϕi+1;

(b)
r∑

i=0

ϕi(F
i(M)⊗ϕ,R R) = M as R-modules;

(4) ∇ : M →M ⊗R Ω̂R is an integrable connection such that

(a) Griffiths-transversality holds: ∇(Fi(M)) ⊂ Fi−1(M)⊗R Ω̂R,
(b) ϕi’s are parallel: ∇ ◦ (ϕi|Fi(M)) = ((ϕi−1|Fi−1(M)) ⊗R dϕ1) ◦ ∇ as maps

from Fi(M) to M ⊗R Ω̂R, where dϕ1 := dϕ
p
: Ω̂R → Ω̂R (see the diagram

before Definition 2.14).

Let R denote the union of normal R-sub-algebras R′ of a fixed separable closure
of Frac(R[1

p
]) such that R′[1

p
] is finite étale over R[1

p
]. Set GR := Gal(R[1

p
]/R[1

p
]) =

πét
1 (SpecR[1

p
], η) where η is a fixed geometric point. In this setting, we can construct

the integral crystalline period ring Acris(R) over R, which is equipped with a filtration
FiAcris(R), maps ϕi : F

iAcris(R) → Acris(R) and a continuous GR-action. Unlike the
classical situation (where R = W (k)), there is no longer a canonical embedding of R
into Acris(R). However, we can choose an explicit embedding R → Acris(R) which is
compatible with Frobenius ϕ (see §2.1).
Given a Fontaine–Laffaille module (M,Fi(M), ϕi,∇) as above, we can define a

Zp[GR]-module

Tcris(M) := (Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M))ϕr=1 (−r)

as in the classical setting (for this definition to make sense, we need to have a structure
theorem (Theorem 2.9) for Fontaine–Laffaille modules over Rn). We note that the
connection ∇ is essential to construct the GR-action on Tcris(M). We refer the reader
to §2.3 for details.
If X is a smooth proper scheme over R with the standard divided power structure

(R, pR, γn(−) =
(−)n

n!
) and Xn := X ×Z Z/pnZ, then the torsion crystalline cohomol-

ogy Hi
cris(Xn/Rn) comes equipped with a natural filtration given by the cohomology

1Note that we do not use the more standard choice ϕ(ti) = tpi since our choice of ϕ ensures that
certain embeddings of R into various period rings such as Acris(R) are compatible with Frobenius.
See §2.1 for details.
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groups Hi
cris(Xn/Rn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

) and ϕR-semilinear maps ϕj : H
i
cris(Xn/Rn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

) →

Hi
cris(Xn/Rn). Furthermore, Hi

cris(Xn/Rn) comes equipped with a natural connection

(Gauss–Manin connection) ∇ : Hi
cris(Xn/Rn)→ Hi

cris(Xn/Rn)⊗RΩ̂R. Our main result
is

Theorem 1.5. With notations as above,

(1) For i ≤ p − 2, M i :=
(
Hi

cris(Xn/Rn), {H
i
cris(Xn/Rn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

)}, ϕj,∇
)

is a

Fontaine–Laffaille module over Rn.
(2) For i ≤ p−2, there exists a natural GR-isomorphism Tcris(M

i) ≃ Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Z/p

nZ).

1.3. Historical remarks and our strategy. Classical Fontaine–Messing theory
has been generalized in various directions by several authors. In [Breuil(2000)], Breuil
proves an analog of Theorem 1.2 in the setting of semi-stable schemes over W (k). In
[Caruso(2008)], Caruso generalized Breuil’s result to the setting of possibly ramified
base rings.
In [Faltings(1989)], Faltings generalized classical Fontaine–Messing theory to the

relative setting. More precisely, Faltings considers a smooth scheme Y over W (k),
and smooth proper schemes of relative dimension g over Y . In this setting, Faltings
develops a general theory of relative FL-modules on X over Y , and allows more gen-
eral coefficients (i.e. certain types of crystals E on X besides OX/Y as coefficients).
In [Faltings(1989), Thm. 6.2], Faltings establishes a Fontaine–Messing type isomor-
phism comparing the crystalline pushforward of E to Y with an etale analog, under
the assumption that i + g ≤ p − 2. If f is projective, then this assumption can be
weakened to i ≤ p − 2 (see Remark after Thm. 6.2 loc. cit.). Moreover, Faltings
proves analogous results in the semi-stable setting. The notion of a Fontaine–Laffaille
module in Falting’s relative setting was revisited by D. Xu ([Xu(2019)]), who obtained
a topos theoretic framework for such objects. It is likely that an analogous framework
also exists in our setting where the base is a power series ring, but we do not pursue
this here.

Remark 1.6. In Theorem 1.5, we obtain a period isomorphism without any restriction
coming from the relative dimension i.e. we obtain an isomorphism for all i ≤ p−2 in
the possibly non-projective but proper case (unlike in the relative setting of Faltings).

The main new idea for proving Theorem 1.5 is the observation that one can “de-
scend” to a setting where the results of the classical Fontaine–Messing theory are
applicable in order to obtain the results in our relative setting. More precisely, let
kg be the perfection of Frac(R/pR) and let Rg := W (kg). We have an embedding
bg : R→֒Rg compatible with ϕ, and set Xg := X ×R Rg. On the other hand, con-
sider the reduction modulo ti map b̄ : R → W (k) and let Xs := X ×R W (k). A key
observation is that classical Fontaine–Messing theory applied to Xg and Xs implies
the first part of Theorem 1.5: if Hi

cris(Xs,n/Wn(k)) and Hi
cris(XRg ,n/Rg,n) are both

Fontaine–Laffaille modules with the same type, then Hi
cris(Xn/Rn) is a Fontaine–

Laffaille module over Rn. We use a similar strategy to establish an isomorphism
between Tcris(M

i) and Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Z/p

nZ). Namely, we show that it suffices to es-

tablish a natural map ι : Tcris(M
i)→ Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/p

nZ) compatible with GR-actions
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such that the base change of ι to Rg is the classical Fontaine–Messing comparison
isomorphism ιg : Tcris(M

i
g) ≃ Hi

ét(XRg[
1
p
],Z/p

nZ).

To establish the comparison map ι, we extend the method of Fontaine–Messing
via syntomic cohomology to our base ring R. Classically, the key point is to show

Hi
syn(XOK

, S
[i]
n ) ≃ Hi

ét(XK ,Z/p
nZ(i)), where S

[i]
n are certain sheaves on the syntomic

site defined via the divided power Frobenii. This is achieved by first constructing
a morphism, and a computation of p-adic vanishing cycles yields an isomorphism.
Our relative setting, while philosophically similar, is complicated by the fact that the
ring Rn is not perfect. In particular, basic computations dealing with the relevant

crystalline cohomology groups are more involved, and the construction of S
[i]
n becomes

complicated. Our approach is to first descend to the intermediate ring R̃ := W (R̃1)

where R̃1 denotes the perfection of R1, and then compare the latter with R. This
allows us to construct a comparison map as in the classical case. On the other hand,
instead of having an analog of the classical computations of p-adic vanishing cycles,
we show that our comparison map is an isomorphism using the map bg.
We remark that passing to the classical case via bg can also be done over a more

general base ring: if S is a p-torsion free ring equipped with a lift of Frobenius such
that (p) is a prime ideal, then there is a ϕ-equivariant map bg : S →W (kg) lifting the
natural map S/pS → kg, where kg is the perfection of Frac(S/pS). In the context of
p-divisible groups, such reductions via bg are used in [Moon(2021)] for example. We
expect that our method can also be used to prove results analogous to Theorem 1.5
in the general relative setting (not necessarily over power-series rings).

1.4. Applications. We explain some applications of Theorem 1.5. A key benefit of
the relative theory (in the current setting) is that it allows us to understand the full
GR-action on torsion étale cohomology. For example, we prove that Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Qp) is

crystalline as a GR-representation for i < p− 1 (cf. Theorem 5.1). We remark that
Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Qp) is expected to be crystalline for any i, but this needs to be studied via

a different method.
Secondly, we prove a type of local invariant cycle theorem. Suppose k = k̄, and let

Xk := X ×R k. When i < p − 1, we show that the étale cohomology of the special
fiber and that of the generic fiber are associated in the following way (cf. Proposition
5.2):

Hi
ét(Xk,Z/p

nZ) ≃ Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Z/p

nZ)GR.

For the last application, consider a finite totally ramified extension K over W (k)[1
p
]

with ramification index e, and let OK denote the ring of integers of K. Let X be
a proper smooth scheme over OK , and Xk := X ×OK

k. When e(i + 1) < p − 1,
Caruso proved that Hi

ét(XK ,Z/p
nZ) ⊗Zp W (k) is isomorphic to Hi

cris(Xk/Wn(k)) as
W (k)-modules ([Caruso(2008)]), and recently Li-Liu improved the bound to ei <
p − 1 ([Li and Liu(2023)]). On the other hand, [Bhatt, Morrow, and Scholze(2018)]
gives some examples illustrating that Hi

ét(XK ,Z/p
nZ) ⊗Zp W (k) is not isomorphic

to Hi
cris(Xk/Wn(k)) in general when ei ≥ p − 1. It is natural to ask the following

question.
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Question 1.7. When the ramification index e is large and i < p − 1, under which
conditions is Hi

ét(XK ,Z/p
nZ)⊗Zp W (k) isomorphic to Hi

cris(Xk/Wn(k))?

Faltings showed that an isomorphism holds for any e under the assumptions that
i+ dimXk < p− 1 and the Hodge cohomology has no torsion ([Faltings(1999)]). As
a consequence of Theorem 1.5, we prove:

Theorem 1.8. (cf. Proposition 5.4) Suppose X admits a lifting to a smooth proper
scheme over W (k)[[t]]. Then for any i < p − 1, we have an isomorphism of W (k)-
modules

Hi
ét(XK ,Z/p

nZ)⊗Zp W (k) ∼= Hi
cris(Xk/Wn(k)).

1.5. Outline. In §2, we discuss (relative) period rings, Fontaine–Laffaille modules
over R, and the functor Tcris to Galois representations. In §2.1, we recall the definition
and some basic results on the period rings Acris(R) and OAcris(R). The latter ring
is equipped with the natural structure of a relative Fonataine–Laffaile module over
R, and allows one to construct the functor Tcris naturally. In §2.2, following Faltings’
approach in the relative case, we prove some basic structural results about relative
FL-modules over R. One key result (Proposition 2.12) shows thatM is an FL-module
over R if and only if M ⊗R W (k) and M ⊗R Rg are FL-modules in the classical sense
with the same type. In §2.3, we discuss the functor Tcris and explain how to pass to
torsion Galois representations.
In §3, we show that the data arising from crystalline cohomology of a smooth

proper scheme over R gives rise to an FL-module. More precisely, we prove Theorem
1.5 (1) in §3, by assuming the existence of ϕi and ∇ satisfying the required properties.
In §4, we construct a morphism ι : Tcris(M

i) → Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Z/p

nZ) via syntomic

cohomology following the strategy of Fontaine–Messing. Let X := X ×R R and
consider the presheaves on (Xn)syn

On(U) = H0
cris(Un/Rn,OXn/Rn

) and J [j]
n (U) := H0

cris(Un/Rn, J
[j]

Xn/Rn
).

As in the classical setting, On and J
[i]
n are in fact sheaves and their (syntomic)

cohomology computes Hi
cris(Xn/Rn) and Hi

cris(Xn/Rn, J
[j]

X/Rn
) respectively. We note

that, since R is not perfect, the computation of these cohomology groups is not as

direct as in the classical setting. We consider analogous objects over R̃ = W (R̃1)
and then deduce the desired results over Rn. These computations are carried out in
§4.1− 4.4. In particular, we complete the proof that our objects are FL-modules by
showing the existence of ϕi and ∇ satisfying the required properties.
The cohomology groups Hi

cris(Xn/Rn) have the natural Gauss–Manin connection
∇ over R. To relate étale cohomology via syntomic cohomology, we consider the

‘nearby cycle’ sheaves S
[i]
n := (J

[i]
n )ϕi=1,∇=0. This is another point of departure from

the classical case, which makes it difficult to connect these sheaves directly to the

classically defined sheaves S
[i]
n when the base is Rg, where the latter sheaves are

defined as (J
[i]
n )ϕi=1. Once again, to relate these two sheaves, we pass to the inter-

mediate ring R̃ and analogous sheaves defined in that setting; the latter sheaves can
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then be related directly to those over R and those over Rg. In §4.5, using the afore-
mentioned ideas and constructions, we construct a natural morphism Tcris(M

i) →

Hi
syn(Xn, S

[i]
n ). In §4.6, following the idea of Fontaine-Messing, we construct a nat-

ural map Hi
syn(Xn, S

[i]
n ) → Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/pZ). This completes the construction of a

required map ι and proves Theorem 1.5.
Finally, in §5 we discuss the applications of our relative Fontaine–Messing theory.

1.6. Notations. We reserve ϕ to denote various Frobenii compatible with the arith-
metic Frobenius on W (k). If necessary, we add a subscript to ϕ to indicate the cor-
responding ring or module. For example, we sometimes write ϕM : M →M in order
to avoid confusion. For any module M and integer n ≥ 1, we set Mn := M ⊗ZZ/pnZ
and denote by M̂ the p-adic completion of M . For any scheme X , denote Xn :=
X×SpecZSpec(Z/pnZ). Given a ring A and x ∈ A, let [x] denote its Teichmüller lift in
W (A). Let Cris(X/S) be the (small) crystalline site of X over S and OX/S denote the
usual crystalline structure sheaf. We denote by Hi

cris(X/S) := Hi
cris((X/S)cris,OX/S)

the usual crystalline cohomology of the structure sheaf. Let J
[j]
X/S denote the j-th PD

ideal sheaf over Cris(X/S). We reserve γm(x) to denote the m-th divided power of
x. Since most of our base schemes are affine schemes Spec(A) with a Zp-algebra A,
we sometimes use A to denote Spec(A) to simplify notation.

2. Relative Fontaine–Laffaille modules and associated Galois

representations

In this section, we extend the theory of Fontaine–Laffaille modules and their asso-
ciated Galois representations to the base ring R = W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]]. The exposition
follows closely the relative case studied in [Faltings(1989)], but we also give several
new proofs/results using a dévissage to the “generic fiber.”

2.1. Relative Period Rings. In this subsection, following [Brinon(2008)], we briefly
recall the construction of crystalline period rings in our relative setting. We refer to
loc. cit. for details. As in the introduction, let k be a perfect field of characteristic
p > 2, R = W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]], and define the Frobenius endomorphism ϕ : R → R
extending the natural Frobenius on W (k) by setting ϕ(ti) = (1 + ti)

p − 1. We
remark that this is not the usual lift obtained by setting ϕ(ti) = tpi , but we will
see later that our choice is convenient for constructing a Frobenius equivariant em-
bedding of R into the crystalline period ring. Denote by ΩRn/Wn(k) the module of

Kähler differentials, and let Ω̂R := lim
←−n

ΩRn/Wn(k). We have Ω̂R
∼=

⊕d
i=1R · dti by

[Berthelot and Messing(1990), Prop. 1.3.1].

Remark 2.1. LetW (k)〈T±1
1 , . . . , T±1

d 〉 be the p-adic completion ofW (k)[T±1
1 , . . . , T±1

d ],
and consider the maximal ideal m = (p, T1 − 1, . . . , Td − 1) ⊂ W (k)〈T±1

1 , . . . , T±1
d 〉.

The m-adic completion of the localization W (k)〈T±1
1 , . . . , T±1

d 〉m is isomorphic to
R = W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]], where the isomorphism is given by Ti 7→ ti +1 for i = 1, . . . , d.
So R is indeed an example of base rings studied in [Brinon(2008)] (see [Brinon(2008),
Sec. 2] for the general conditions on base rings).
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Let R denote the union of normal R-sub-algebras R′ of a fixed separable closure
of Frac(R[1

p
]) such that R′[1

p
] is finite étale over R[1

p
]. It follows that Spec(R[1

p
]) is

a universal étale covering of Spec(R[1
p
]), and R is the integral closure of R in R[1

p
].

Let GR := πét
1 (Spec(R[1

p
]), η) where η is a fixed geometric point. We may identify

the latter with the group Gal(R/R) of R-linear automorphisms. Note that there is a
natural embedding OK →֒ R compatible with W (k)→ R.

Given a p-adically separated Zp-algebraA, set A
♭ = lim
←−
x 7→xp

A/pA. By [Bhatt, Morrow, and Scholze(2018)

Lem. 3.2], the canonical map lim
←−
x 7→xp

Â → A♭ is an isomorphism of multiplicative

monoids. By functoriality of the construction, we have a natural embedding O♭
K
→֒

R
♭
.

We have a natural surjective map θ : W (R
♭
) → R̂ which lifts the projection onto

the first factor (and similarly for OK). For integers n ≥ 0, we choose pn ∈ R such

that p0 = p and ppn+1 = pn. Let p̃ := (pn)n≥0 ∈ R
♭
, and [p̃] ∈ W (R

♭
) be its Teichmüller

lift. Then ker(θ) is generated by ξ := [p̃]−p. Similarly, choose 1̃ + ti = (zi,n)n≥0 ∈ R
♭

where zi,0 = 1 + ti and zpi,n+1 = zi,n. Let W (R
♭
)DP (resp. W (O♭

K
)DP) be the divided

power envelope of W (R
♭
) (resp. W (O♭

K
)) with respect to ker(θ), and let Acris(R)

(resp. Acris) be its p-adic completion. ϕ extends naturally to Acris and Acris(R)
compatibly with the embedding Acris →֒ Acris(R).

Let λ1 : R →֒ W (R
♭
) be the W (k)-linear embedding given by ti 7→ [1̃ + ti] − 1

(for all i). To see that this indeed defines a ring morphism, it suffices to check by
the universal property of p-adic Witt vectors that λ̄1 := λ1 mod p defines a ring

morphism R/pR→ R
♭
, since the assignment ti 7→ [1̃ + ti]− 1 is compatible with the

Frobenii (recall ϕR(ti) = (1 + ti)
p − 1). Let f(t1, . . . , td) ∈ R/pR = k[[t1, . . . , td]]. We

need to show that λ̄1(f) = f(1̃ + t1 − 1, . . . , 1̃ + ti − 1) is a well-defined element in

R
♭
= lim
←−
x 7→xp

R/pR. Note (zi,n − 1)p
n
= zi,0 − 1 = ti. So f(z1,n − 1, . . . , zd,n − 1) is an

element in R/pR for each n ≥ 0. Thus, λ̄1(f) = (f(z1,n − 1, . . . , zd,n − 1))n≥0 ∈ R
♭
,

and λ1 indeed gives a ring map which is ϕ-equivariant. Using λ1, we regard Acris(R)
as an R-algebra compatible with the corresponding Frobenii.
Given i ≥ 0, let FiAcris(R) ⊂ Acris(R) be the i-th divided power ideal. By the

description of ker(θ) above, this is given by p-adic completion of the ideal generated
by the divided powers γj(ξ) for j ≥ i. This gives a filtration on Acris(R). Note
that Acris(R) is p-torsion free by [Brinon(2008), Prop. 6.1.3]. For each i ≤ p − 1,
since ϕ(FiAcris(R)) ⊂ piAcris(R), we can define ϕi :=

ϕ
pi
: FiAcris(R) → Acris(R). The

constructions of Fi and ϕi on Acris(R) are compatible with those on Acris.
In the following, several of our arguments will involve dévissage to the perfect case

via a base change map. We fix some notations and recall relevant results to facilitate
this dévissage. Let R(p) denote the localization of R at (p) and denote by Rg the
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p-adic completion of lim
−→ϕ

R(p). Let

bg : R→ Rg

denote the natural morphism, which by construction is compatible with Frobenius.
By [Brinon(2008), Lem. 7.1.7], the Frobenius endomorphism ϕ : R → R is flat, and
thus bg : R→ Rg is flat by [Stacks Project(2023), Tag 0912]. Let kg := lim

−→ϕ
Frac(R/pR).

Then, by the universal property of p-adic Witt vectors, we have a Frobenius equivari-
ant isomorphism Rg

∼= W (kg). Let Rg be the ring of integers of an algebraic closure
of Rg[

1
p
] ∼= W (kg)[

1
p
].

We now fix an embedding bg : R→ Rg. Then bg induces a map R
♭
→ Rg

♭
and hence

gives a map W (R
♭
) → W (Rg

♭
). By construction, this induces a map Acris(R) →

Acris(Rg) compatible with the filtration and ϕ. Consider the R-linear extension

θR : R ⊗W (k) W (R
♭
)→ R̂ of θ, and let OAcris(R) be the p-adic completion of the di-

vided power envelope of R⊗W (k) W (R
♭
) with respect to ker(θR). The ring OAcris(R)

is equipped with a natural GR-action, and the Frobenius ϕR ⊗ ϕ
W (R

♭
)
extends to

OAcris(R). We equip OAcris(R) with a filtration by setting Fi(OAcris(R)) ⊂ OAcris(R)
for i ≥ 1 to be the p-adic completion of the ideal generated by elements of the form
γj1(a1) · · ·γjl(al) with a1, . . . , al ∈ ker(θR) and j1 + · · · jl ≥ i. Note that Acris(R) and
OAcris(R) have natural GR-actions. The natural embedding Acris(R) →֒ OAcris(R) is
compatible with the GR-action, Frobenius, and filtration.

Remark 2.2. Our notation for the period rings appearing above are different from
[Brinon(2008)]: Acris(R) and OAcris(R) defined above correspond respectively to A∇

cris

in [Brinon(2008), Def. 6.1.1] and Acris in [Brinon(2008), Def. 6.1.3].

Note that λ1 induces an R-algebra structure on OAcris(R). On the other hand,
setting λ2 : R → OAcris(R) to be the map given by λ2(r) = r ⊗ 1 also gives an R-
algebra structure, which is different from the morphism induced by λ1 above. In the
following, we will make use of both R-algebra structures in studying various Galois
actions.
We end this section by recalling two results on the structure of the rings Acris(R)

and OAcris(R) proved in [Brinon(2008)]. Denote by Acris(R)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 the p-adic
completion of the divided power polynomial ring with variables Xi having coefficients
in Acris(R). Consider the Acris(R)-linear map f : Acris(R)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 → OAcris(R)

given by Xi 7→ (1 + ti) ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ [1̃ + ti]. The following lemmas are proved in
[Brinon(2008)] (See Remark 2.1 and 2.2. For Lemma 2.4, a more general statement
will be proved in Lemma 4.11.):

Lemma 2.3. (cf. [Brinon(2008), Cor. 6.1.2]) For each integer n ≥ 1, we have an
isomorphism

Wn(R
♭
)[δ0, δ1, . . .]/(pδ0 − ξp, pδm+1 − δpm)m≥0

∼=
−→ Acris(R)/pnAcris(R)

where δm maps to γm+1(ξ) (here, γ : x 7→ xp

p
).
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Note that the isomorphism of the lemma is Wn(R
♭
)-linear. In particular, we may

define a GR-action, filtration and divided power Frobenii ϕi on the left hand side by
transporting the corresponding structures on the right hand side via the isomorphism.

Lemma 2.4. (cf. [Brinon(2008), Prop. 6.1.5]) The map f : Acris(R)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 →
OAcris(R) defined above is an Acris(R)-linear isomorphism. In particular, it is an
R-algebra morphism where the algebra structures are given via λ1.

By the above lemma, we have a natural Acris(R)-linear connection ∇ : OAcris(R)→

OAcris(R)⊗R Ω̂R given by ∇(ti ⊗ 1) = dti.

Remark 2.5. Once again we may define a filtration, GR-action, and ϕi on the left
hand side by pulling back the corresponding structures on the right hand side. We
can give an explicit description as follows:

(1) Given g ∈ GR, we have g(Xi) = Xi − g([1̃ + ti]) + [1̃ + ti].
(2) The filtration on the left hand side is given by

FrAcris(R)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 = the p-adic completion of
⊕

∑
ij≥r

Fi0Acris(R)γi1(X1) · · ·γid(Xd).

(3) ϕ(Xi) = (Xi + [1̃ + ti])
p − [(1̃ + ti)

p].
(4) Let π : OAcris(R)→ Acris(R) denote the composition of f−1 and q : Acris(R)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 →

Acris(R) given by Xi 7→ 0. This is an R-linear map with either R-algebra
structure (the one induced by λ1 or λ2) on OAcris(R).

(5) Under the isomorphism f , ∇( ∂
∂ti

)(Xj) is 1 if i = j and 0 if i 6= j.

Lemma 2.6. Fr(OAcris(R))/Fr+1(OAcris(R)) is p-torsion free for each r ≥ 0.

Proof. By Lemma 2.4 and Remark 2.5 (2), it suffices to show that FrAcris(R)/Fr+1Acris(R)

is p-torsion free. We have F0Acris(R)/F1Acris(R) ∼= R̂, which is p-torsion free. We
claim that the map

h : F0Acris(R)/F1Acris(R)→ FrAcris(R)/Fr+1Acris(R)

given by multiplication by ξr

r!
is an isomorphism. Note that any element in FrAcris(R)

can be written in the form
∑∞

i=r ai
ξi

i!
for some ai ∈ W (R

♭
) with ai → 0 p-adically as

i→∞. So h is surjective.
Let x ∈ F0Acris(R) = Acris(R) such that ξr

r!
· x ∈ Fr+1Acris(R). Then

ξr

r!
· x =

∞∑

i=r+1

ai
ξi

i!

for some ai ∈ W (R
♭
) with ai → 0 p-adically. Let B∇+

dR (R) be the de Rham period ring
constructed in [Brinon(2008), Def. 5.1.1], which is ξ-torsion free by [Brinon(2008),
Prop. 5.1.4 Pf.]. We have a natural map Acris(R) → B∇+

dR (R) which is compatible
with the map θ and is injective by [Brinon(2008), Prop. 6.2.1] (see Remark 2.2).
Thus,

x =

∞∑

i=r+1

ai
r!

i!
ξi−r
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as an element in B∇+
dR (R), and θ(x) = 0. So x ∈ F1Acris(R), and h is injective. This

proves that FrAcris(R)/Fr+1Acris(R) is p-torsion free. �

Note that any element in Zp(1) is given by ǫ̃ := (ǫn)n≥0 with ǫ0 = 1 and ǫpn+1 = ǫn.

Considering ǫ̃ as an element in R
♭
, we have a canonical map β : Zp(1) → F1Acris(R)

given by β(ǫ̃) = log([ǫ̃]), which is GR-equivariant.

2.2. Relative Fontaine–Laffaille Modules. Following [Faltings(1989)], we define
the categories of Fontaine–Laffaille modules over R and study their basic proper-
ties. The arguments below are similar to those of [Faltings(1989)], with some minor
modifications for our setting of power series base ring.
Denote by MFbig(R) the category whose objects consist of a p-power torsion R-

moduleM , a sequence of p-power torsionR-modules Fi(M), and sequences ofR-linear
maps ιi : F

i(M)→ Fi−1(M), πi : F
i(M)→M , and ϕi : F

i(M)⊗R,ϕR→M , satisfying
the following conditions:

(1) The composition Fi(M)
ιi−→ Fi−1(M)

πi−1
−→ M is the map πi : F

i(M)→M ;
(2) The map πi : F

i(M)→M is an isomorphism for i≪ 0;
(3) The composition of ϕi−1 with ιi : F

i(M)→ Fi−1(M) is pϕi.

Morphisms between such objects are compatible collections of R-linear maps between
M ’s and Fi(M)’s. Note that MFbig(R) is an abelian category.

Remark 2.7. An R-linear map ϕi : F
i(M)⊗R,ϕR→M is equivalent to a ϕR-semilinear

map ϕi : F
i(M) → M . In the following, we will use these two notions of ϕi inter-

changeably.

Remark 2.8. Let M̃ be the colimit of the following diagram:

· · ·
ιi+2
−−→ Fi+1(M)

×p
←− Fi+1(M)

ιi+1
−−→ Fi(M)

×p
←− Fi(M)

ιi−→ Fi−1(M)
×p
←− · · · .

Then condition (3) above is equivalent to requiring that ϕi’s induce an R-linear map

ϕM : M̃ ⊗R,ϕ R→ M .

Let MF(R) be the full subcategory of MFbig(R) whose objects consist of tuples
(M,Fi(M), ϕi) such that M and Fi(M) are finitely generated R-modules, Fi(M) =

{0} for i ≫ 0, and ϕi’s induce an isomorphism ϕM : M̃ ⊗R,ϕ R ≃ M . We further

denote by MF[a,b](R) the full subcategory of MF(R) consisting of objects such that
Fi(M) = {0} for i ≥ b+1 and πi for i ≤ a is an isomorphism. We refer to objects in
MF(R) as Fontaine–Laffaille modules over R without connection ∇. We often drop
“without connection ∇” or “over R” if no confusion arises.
Let MFfin

big(R) denote the full sub-category of MFbig(R) consisting of objects such

that there exist integers a ≤ b so that Fi(M) = {0} for i ≥ b + 1 and πi for i ≤ a

is an isomorphism. For any such object M , M̃ can be defined explicitly by the right
exact sequence

(1)
⊕b

i=a+1 F
i(M)

θM //
⊕b

i=a F
i(M) // M̃ // 0,

where θM((xa+1, . . . , xb)) = (ιa+1(xa+1),−pxa+1+ιa+2(xa+2), . . . ,−pxb−1+ιb(xb),−pxb).

It follows that the functor M 7→ M̃ is a right exact functor on MFfin
big(R). Moreover, if
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A is a W (k)-algebra equipped with a Frobenius endomorphism compatible with that
on W (k) and b : R → A is a W (k)-algebra morphism compatible with Frobenius,

then ˜M ⊗R,b A ≃ M̃ ⊗R,b A (with Fi(M ⊗R,b A) := Fi(M)⊗R,b A). Hence if M is an
object in MF(R), so is M/pjM , and we have M0 := M ⊗R,b̄ W (k) ∈ MF(W (k)) for

b̄ : R → W (k) given by ti 7→ 0 and Mg := M ⊗R,bg Rg ∈ MF(Rg) for bg : R → Rg as
in previous section.
We have the following structural result for Fontaine-Laffaille modules over R. As

in the classical case, one consequence is that MF(R) is an abelian category.

Theorem 2.9. (cf. [Faltings(1989), Thm. 2.1]) Let (M,Fi(M), ϕi) ∈ MF(R). Then

(1) All maps Fi+1(M) → Fi(M) → M are injections onto direct summands as
R-modules. In particular, we can consider Fi(M)’s as submodules of M giving
a finite filtration.

(2) Fi(M) and Fi(M)/Fi+1(M) are isomorphic to a direct sum of R-modules of
the form R/peR.

(3) For M,N ∈ MF(R), any map f : M → N in MF(R) is strict with respect to
the filtration. Namely, f(Fi(M)) = f(M) ∩ Fi(N).

Proof. The proof of [Faltings(1989), Thm. 2.1] applies almost verbatim for our base
R = W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]]. For the convenience of readers, we sketch the proof below.
Note first that the corresponding statements for objects in MF(Rg) = MF(W (kg))

hold by the classical Fontaine-Laffaille theory as follows. In that case, (2) and (3)
follow directly from [Fontaine and Laffaille(1982), Sec. 1]. For (1), the length of

M̃ ≥ the length of M for any M ∈ MF(Rg), with equality if and only if all maps
Fi+1(M) → Fi(M) are injective. This proves the first part of (1). The assertion
about direct summands in (1) follows by applying this fact to M/pjM ’s (which are
objects in MF(Rg)).
For our base R, assume first that pFj(M) = 0 for all j. For any finite R/pR-module

L, denote by Fitti(L) the i-th Fitting ideal of L over R/pR. Note M ∈ MF[a,b](R)

for some integers a ≤ b by the definition. So M̃ is the cokernel of the map
⊕

a+1≤i≤b

Fi(M)
θM−→

⊕

a≤i≤b

Fi(M).

Let ri be the rank of Fi(M) at the generic point of R/pR. Then ri is the smallest

subscript s for which Fitts(F
i(M)) 6= {0}. If we let r = ra be the rank of M and M̃

at the generic point, then
∏

a≤i≤b

Fittri(F
i(M)) ⊃ Fittr(M̃) ·

∏

a+1≤i≤b

Fittri(F
i(M)).

On the other hand, since ϕM is an isomorphism, we have

Fittra(F
a(M)) = Fittr(M) = ϕ∗(Fittr(M̃)) = the ideal generated by ϕ(Fittr(M̃)).

Since grmR has no zero divisors where m ⊂ R denotes the maximal ideal, this implies

that Fittr(M) = R/pR, and therefore M and M̃ are free over R/pR. Since pFj(M) =

0 for all j, M̃ is the direct sum of the cokernels of the maps Fi+1(M)→ Fi(M) from
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the definition of θM . So these cokernels are free over R/pR, and the images are direct
summands. Furthermore, from the case of MF(Rg) above, the maps Fi+1(M)⊗RRg →
Fi(M) ⊗R Rg are injective. Since R(p) → Rg is faithfully flat, we deduce (1) and (2)
by decreasing induction on i in this case when p annihilates all modules.
For the general case, we induct on the smallest integer e such that pe annihilates

all modules involved. Let M ∈ MF(R). Since M̃ defines a right exact functor of
M , the assertions (1) and (2) hold for M/pM . Thus, each map Fi(M)/pFi(M) →
Fi−1(M)/pFi−1(M) is injective. Let N ⊂ M be the object pM given by Fi(N) =
pFi(M) ⊂ Fi(M) with the induced maps ιi, πi, ϕi. Since F

i(M)/pFi(M)→ Fi−1(M)/pFi−1(M)

is injective, the induced map Ñ → M̃ is injective by the snake lemma, identifying Ñ

with pM̃ ⊂ M̃ . Since ϕ : R → R is flat, we deduce that ϕN is an isomorphism and
N ∈ MF(R).
By the inductive hypothesis, (1) and (2) hold for N . So Fi−1(N) ∼= Fi(N) ⊕

Fi−1(N)/Fi(N) and both Fi−1(N) and Fi(N) are direct sums of the form R/paR.
That is, Fi−1(N) ∼=

⊕n
j=1R/pajR for some integers aj ≥ 1 and Fi(N) ∼=

⊕m
j=1R/pajR

for m ≤ n. Set Q =
⊕n

j=1R/paj+1R · ej and L =
⊕m

j=1R/paj+1R · ej with ej being

basis elements. We have an isomorphism h′ : Fi−1(N)
∼=
−→ pQ which induces an iso-

morphism Fi(N) ∼= pL. Since Fi(M)/pFi(M) → Fi−1(M)/pFi−1(M) is an injection
of free R/pR-modules, we can lift h′ to an R-module morphism h : Fi−1(M) → Q
such that h ◦ ιi(F

i(M)) ⊂ L. For the same reason, h′−1 : pQ → Fi−1(N) and
h′−1 : pL → Fi(N) lift to R-module maps f : Q → Fi−1(M) and f : L → Fi(M)
compatibly with ιi : F

i(M) → Fi−1(M). The composite h ◦ f : Q → Q is a lift of
h′ ◦h′−1 = Id: pQ→ pQ, so (h ◦ f)(ej) = ej +xj for some p-torsion elements xj ∈ Q.
Since Q ∼=

⊕n
j=1R/paj+1R · ej , we deduce that h ◦ f is an isomorphism. This im-

plies that Q injects onto a direct summand of Fi−1(M), which we identify with Q.
Similarly, L is a direct summand of Fi(M). Since pFi−1(M) = Fi−1(N) = pQ, we
have Fi−1(M)/pFi−1(M) ∼= Q/pQ ⊕ Fi−1(M)/Q, and similarly Fi(M)/pFi(M) ∼=
L/pL ⊕ Fi(M)/L. Since the map Fi(M)/pFi(M) → Fi−1(M)/pFi−1(M) identi-
fies Fi(M)/pFi(M) as a direct summand of Fi−1(M)/pFi−1(M), the induced map
Fi(M)/L → Fi−1(M)/Q identifies Fi(M)/L as a direct summand of Fi−1(M)/Q.
Thus, Fi(M) ∼= L⊕Fi(M)/L is a direct summand of Fi−1(M) ∼= Q⊕Fi−1(M)/Q. We
conclude that Fi−1(M) ∼= Fi(M)⊕Fi−1(M)/Fi(M), and both Fi(M) and Fi−1(M)/Fi(M)
are direct sums of the form R/paR.
Finally, we prove assertion (3). We first show that L := N/f(M) (as an object in

MFbig(R)) lies in MF(R). Note that L ∈ MFfin
big(R). Since the functor (−) 7→ (̃−) is

right exact on MFfin
big(R), M̃ → Ñ → L̃ → 0 is exact. Since ϕM : M̃ ⊗R,ϕ R → M

and ϕN : Ñ ⊗R,ϕ R → N are isomorphisms, the induced map ϕL : L̃ ⊗R,ϕ R → L is
an isomorphism. So L = N/f(M) is an object in MF(R). In particular, Fi(L) =
Fi(N)/f(Fi(M)) is a submodule of L = N/f(M). This forces f(M) ∩ Fi(N) =
f(Fi(M)). �

Remark 2.10. Any M ∈ MF(R) admits an adapted basis : by above theorem (1) and
(2), we can inductively choose (by decreasing induction on i for Fi(M)) elements ej ∈
M with positive integers aj and decreasing positive integers · · · ≥ mi ≥ mi+1 ≥ · · ·
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so that if Fi(M) 6= 0, then

Fi(M) =

mi⊕

j=1

R/pajR · ej .

Corollary 2.11. MF(R) is an abelian subcategory of MFbig(R).

Proof. Let f : M → N be a morphism of objects in MF(R), and let P = ker(f) and
L = coker(f) as objects in MFbig(R). We showed L ∈ MF(R) in above proof of
Theorem 2.9, so it suffices to show P ∈ MF(R). We first claim that f(M) ∈ MF(R).
Note that f(M), P ∈ MFfin

big(R). The exact sequence

0→ f(M)→ N → L→ 0

induces an exact sequence

f̃(M)→ Ñ → L̃→ 0.

By the above theorem, the maps ιi : F
i(N)→ Fi−1(N) are injective and Fi(f(M)) =

Fi(N)∩f(M). So from the presentation (1) of M̃ using θM , we deduce that f̃(M)→

Ñ is injective. Thus, the above sequence is also left exact, which implies ϕf(M) : f̃(M)⊗R,ϕ

R→ f(M) is an isomorphism and f(M) ∈ MF(R).
Now, applying a similar argument for the exact sequence 0→ P →M → f(M)→

0, we deduce P ∈ MF(R). �

In the following, we give another criterion for an object of MFbig(R) to be in
MF(R). We say a W (k)-module M and an Rg-module M ′ have the same type if
M ′ ≃ M ⊗W (k) Rg as Rg-modules. Note that the projection b̄ : R → W (k) given by
ti 7→ 0 is compatible with Frobenius.

Proposition 2.12. Suppose M ∈ MFbig(R) such that each Fi(M) is finite as an
R-module. Then M is in MF(R) if and only if

(1) Both M0 := M ⊗R,b̄ W (k) and Mg := M ⊗R Rg are objects in MF(W (k)) and
MF(Rg) respectively;

(2) M0 and Mg have the same type.

Proof. If M is an object in MF(R) then we have M0 ∈ MF(W (k)), Mg ∈ MF(Rg),
and by Theorem 2.9 (2), M0 and Mg have the same type. For the converse statement,
we first reduce to the case where pM = {0}. Consider the exact sequence

0→ pM →M → M/pM → 0.

Since M/pM ⊗R W (k) ≃ M0/pM0 and M/pM ⊗R Rg ≃ Mg/pMg, M/pM satisfies
the conditions in the proposition. Suppose M/pM is in MF(R). Then all Fi(M/pM)
are finite R/pR-free, so the sequence

0→ pFi(M)⊗R W (k)→ Fi(M0)→ Fi(M/pM)⊗R W (k)→ 0

is exact. Since MF(W (k)) is an abelian category, pM ⊗R W (k) is an object in
MF(W (k)). Similarly, pM ⊗RRg lies in MF(Rg). Using the above exact sequence for
i≪ 0, we deduce that pM⊗RW (k) and pM⊗RRg have the same type. By induction
on the length of M ⊗R W (k) as a W (k)-module, we may assume pM is an object in
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MF(R). Note that if N is a finite R-module such that N ⊗R W (k) = 0, then N = 0
by Nakayama’s Lemma. So M, pM ∈ MFfin

big(R). By the commutative diagram

(2) p̃M ⊗R,ϕ R

≀

��

// M̃ ⊗R,ϕ R

��

// M̃/pM ⊗R,ϕ R //

≀

��

0

0 // pM // M // M/pM // 0

whose rows are exact, we conclude that ϕM : M̃ ⊗R,ϕ R→ M is an isomorphism and
M ∈ MF(R).
Now it suffices to prove the proposition whenM is killed by p. SinceM0⊗kkg ≃Mg,

M is finite free over R/pR by Nakayama’s Lemma. Pick an adapted basis ē1, . . . , ēn of
M0 so that ē1, . . . , ēmi

(withmi ≤ n) is a basis of Fi(M0). Let e1, . . . , emi
∈ Fi(M) be a

choice of lifts of ē1, . . . , ēmi
and emi+1, . . . , en ∈M be a choice of lifts of ēmi+1, . . . , ēn.

For the structure map ιi : F
i(M) → M , we deduce from Nakayama’s Lemma that

e1, . . . , emi
generate Fi(M) and ιi(e1), . . . ιi(emi

), emi+1, . . . , en form a basis ofM . This
forces ιi to be injective and e1, . . . , emi

to be linearly independent. Thus, Fi(M) is a

finite free R/pR-module and Fi(M) is a direct summand ofM via ιi. Moreover, M̃ is a

finite freeR/pR-module with the same rank as that ofM . Hence, ϕM : M̃⊗R,ϕR→ M
is an isomorphism since ϕM ⊗R W (k) is an isomorphism. �

Remark 2.13. If M ∈ MF(R), then M ∈ MF[a,b](R) if and only if M0 ∈ MF[a,b](W (k))
if and only if Mg ∈ MF[a,b](Rg).

Let MF∇,big(R) be the category whose objects are tuples (M,Fi(M), ϕi) in MFbig(R)

equipped with an integrable connection ∇i : F
iM → Fi−1M ⊗R Ω̂R such that

• Griffiths-transversality holds: the following diagram commutes

FiM
ιi //

∇i
��

Fi−1M

∇i−1
��

Fi−1M ⊗R Ω̂R

ιi−1⊗RΩ̂R // Fi−2M ⊗R Ω̂R.

• the semi-linear maps ϕi : F
i(M)→ M are parallel: ∇◦ϕi = (ϕi−1⊗Rdϕ1)◦∇i

as maps from Fi(M) to M ⊗R Ω̂R, where dϕ1 := dϕ
p
: Ω̂R → Ω̂R is the ϕR-

semilinear map given by dti 7→
dϕ(ti)

p
, ∇ : M → M ⊗R Ω̂R is given by ∇j for

j ≪ 0 via πj : F
j(M)

∼=
→M , and we use the diagram

Fi(M)

∇i
��

ϕi // M

∇

��

Fi−1(M)⊗R Ω̂R

ϕi−1⊗dϕ1 // M ⊗R Ω̂R.

In the situation that each ιi is injective (for example, when M ∈ MF(R)), note that
∇i = ∇|Fi(M) and above Griffiths-transversality is the usual definition: ∇(Fi(M)) ⊂
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Fi−1(M) ⊗R Ω̂R. A morphism between two objects in MF∇,big is an R-linear map
compatible with all structures Fi, ϕi and ∇i.
Define MF∇(R) to be the full subcategory of MF∇,big whose (M,Fi(M), ϕi) is in

MF(R). Denote by MF
[0,r]
∇ (R) the full subcategory of MF∇(R) with M ∈ MF[0,r](R).

In most cases in this paper, r ≤ p− 2.

Definition 2.14. A Fontaine–Laffaille module over R is an object (M,Fi(M), ϕi,∇) ∈

MF
[0,r]
∇ (R) for some r ≥ 0.

Remark 2.15. This definition is different from Definition 1.4, where we use a weaker

condition
∑

i ϕi(F
i(M)) = M instead of ϕM : M̃ ⊗R,ϕR ≃M . But the weaker condi-

tion still implies that M0 and Mg are objects in MF(W (k)) and MF(Rg) respectively,
so it follows from Proposition 2.12 that the two definitions are equivalent.

2.3. Torsion Representations associated to Fontaine–Laffaille Modules. In
this section, we study Galois representations associated to Fontaine–Laffaille modules

M ∈ MF
[0,r]
∇ (R) with r ≤ p−2. Recall that we defined embeddings λ1 : R→ Acris(R)

and λ2 : R → OAcris(R) in §2.1. Let MR := OAcris(R) ⊗λ2,R M . We claim that the
natural map FiOAcris(R) ⊗λ2,R Fr−i(M) → MR is injective so that one can define

FrMR :=
r∑

i=0

FiOAcris(R)⊗λ2,R Fr−i(M) ⊂ MR. In order to see this, first recall that

Fr−i(M) is a direct summand of M , so that OAcris(R)⊗λ2,RF
r−i(M) injects into MR.

Since Fr−i(M) is a direct sum of modules of the form R/pnR and FiOAcris(R)/pn →
OAcris(R)/pn is injective by Lemma 2.6, the claim follows.
Consider the map

ϕr :=
r∑

i=0

ϕi|FiOAcris(R) ⊗λ2,R ϕr−i|Fr−i(M) : F
rMR → MR.

To see this is well-defined, we check that ϕr agrees on the intersection of FiOAcris(R)⊗λ2,R

Fr−i(M) and FjOAcris(R)⊗λ2,R Fr−j(M) for 0 ≤ i < j ≤ r. Since M has an adapted
basis by Remark 2.10, we may assume an element in such an intersection has the
form a ⊗ x with x ∈ Fr−i(M) and a ∈ FjOAcris(R). We have ϕi(a) ⊗ ϕr−i(x) =
pj−iϕj(a)⊗ ϕr−i(x) = ϕj(a)⊗ ϕr−j(x), and so ϕr is well-defined.
MR has a natural GR-action defined by the diagonal action where GR acts on
OAcris(R) as before and trivially on M . We have an induced connection defined by
∇(a⊗m) = ∇OAcris(R)(a)⊗m+ a⊗∇M(m). Let

Tcris(M) := (FrMR)
ϕr=1,∇=0(−r) = {x ∈ FrMR | ϕr(x) = x,∇(x) = 0}(−r).

Note that Tcris(M) is a Zp[GR]-module.

Remark 2.16. The Tate twist (−r) above assures that Tcris is independent of the
choice of r ≤ p− 2 (see Remark 2.24).

We now give an alternate construction of Tcris(M), which will be more convenient
for comparison under base change via the map bg. Let M := Acris(R) ⊗λ1,R M and

FrM :=
∑r

i=0 F
iAcris(R)⊗λ1,RF

r−iM ⊂M . Define ϕr : F
rM → M similarly as above.
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Remark 2.17. For any M ∈ MF
[0,r]
∇ (R), we have Tor1R(F

iAcris(R),Fj(M)) = 0 for each
i and j since Acris(R) is p-torsion free by [Brinon(2008), Prop. 6.1.3] and Fj(M) is a
direct sum of modules of the form R/paR.

Remark 2.18. For M ∈ MF
[0,r]
∇ (R) and each i ≥ 0, we define Fi(Acris(R) ⊗R M) =

Fi(M) in a similar manner. Choose an adapted basis as in Remark 2.10. Then for
each i ≥ 0,

Fi(M) =
m0⊕

j=1

FrjAcris(R)/pajFrjAcris(R) · ej

where rj = max{0, i−hj} for hj := max{ℓ | ej ∈ Fℓ(M)}. So gri(M) =
⊕

j+ℓ=i

grj Acris(R)⊗R

grℓ M .

Lemma 2.19. Given an exact sequence 0 → M1 → M2 → M3 → 0 in MF
[0,r]
∇ (R),

the induced sequence

0→ Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M1)→ Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M2)→ Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M3)→ 0

is exact.

Proof. First, note that the sequence 0 → Acris(R) ⊗R M1 → Acris(R) ⊗R M2 →
Acris(R) ⊗R M3 → 0 is exact by Remark 2.17. It follows that the sequence 0 →
Fr(M1) → Fr(M2) → Fr(M3) → 0 is exact on the left and right by construction.
It remains to show the exactness in the middle, i.e. M1 ∩ Fr(M2) = Fr(M1) as
submodules of M 2.
By Theorem 2.9 (3), the sequence 0→ gri(M1)→ gri(M2)→ gri(M3)→ 0 is exact

for each i ≥ 0. Since gri(Mℓ) for ℓ = 1, 2, 3 is a direct sum of modules of the form
R/paR and grjAcris(R) for each j ≥ 0 is p-torsion free by the proof of Lemma 2.6, we
deduce from Remark 2.18 that the sequence

0→ grs(M1)→ grs(M2)→ grs(M3)→ 0

for each s ≥ 0 is exact. In particular, the map grs(M1) → grs(M2) is injective for
s = 0, . . . , r − 1. Thus, M1 ∩ Fr(M2) = Fr(M1). �

The projection π : OAcris(R) ։ Acris(R) given by Xi 7→ 0 (see Remark 2.5) induces
a map πM : MR ։ M , which is compatible with ϕr and maps FrMR to FrM .

Lemma 2.20. The morphism πM induces an isomorphism Tcris(M) ≃ (FrM)ϕr=1 of
Zp-modules.

Proof. Consider M
∇=0

R := {x ∈ MR | ∇(x) = 0}, which is an Acris(R)-module.

Define FrM
∇=0

R := FrMR

⋂
M

∇=0

R . Note that ϕr maps FrM
∇=0

R to M
∇=0

R since ϕi’s

are parallel. It suffices to prove M
∇=0

R ⊂ MR is a section of πM so that πM : M
∇=0

R →
M is an Acris(R)-linear isomorphism which induces an isomorphism on Fr(−) and
compatible with ϕr. To show this, for any x ∈M ⊂MR, set

(3) x̂ :=
∑

I

γI(−X)∇(∂)I(x).
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Here I = (i1, . . . , id) with ik ≥ 0 is a multi-index, and γI(−X) = (−1)i1+···+id
X i1

1

i1!
· · ·

X id
d

id!
with Xi as in Lemma 2.4, and ∇(∂)I = Θi1

1 · · ·Θ
id
d with Θi = ∇(

∂
∂ti

) : M → M (note

that Θi and Θj commute as ∇ is integrable). Using Θj(γI(−X)) = −γI′(−X) where

I ′ = (i1, . . . , ij − 1, . . . , id), we see x̂ ∈ M
∇=0

R . Let M∇ := {x̂ | x ∈ M} ⊂ M
∇=0

R .
Clearly πM(M∇) = M ⊂ M . For each a ∈ R ⊂ OAcris(R) (here we use the embed-
ding via λ2), we have â = λ1(a) ∈ Acris(R) by considering the corresponding Taylor
expansion. So for any a ∈ R and x ∈ M ⊂ MR, we have âx = âx̂ = π(a)x̂ ∈ MR

where π(a) = λ1(a) ∈ Acris(R). Therefore, M∇ is an R-module via λ1 : R→ Acris(R),
and πM : M∇ → M is an isomorphism of R-modules. So the composite of the maps

Acris(R) ⊗λ1,R M∇ → M
∇=0

R ⊂ MR
πM−→ M = Acris(R) ⊗R M is an isomorphism of

Acris(R)-modules.
Now we claim that the natural map ι : OAcris(R) ⊗λ1,R M∇ → MR is an isomor-

phism. Since OAcris(R) is p-torsion free, we can reduce to the case where M is
killed by p by dévissage using the exact sequence 0 → pM → M → M/pM → 0 in

MF
[0,r]
∇ (R). So we can assume M is finite R/pR-free. Let e1, . . . , es be a R/pR-basis

of M . Note that (ê1, . . . , ês) = (e1, . . . , es)(Is+Y ) where Is is the identity matrix and
Y is a nilpotent matrix with entries in OAcris(R)/(p). So {êj} is also a OAcris(R)/(p)-
basis of MR, and OAcris(R)⊗λ1,R M∇ ≃ MR via ι. Taking ∇ = 0 on both sides, we

deduce that Acris(R) ⊗R M∇ = M
∇=0

R . Thus, M
∇=0

R is an Acris(R)-linear section of
πM .

Since πM(FrMR) ⊂ FrM , we have πM(FrM
∇=0

R ) ⊂ FrM . To show πM(FrM
∇=0

R ) =
FrM , it suffices to check that if x ∈ FrM , then x̂ ∈ FrMR. This follows from Griffiths

transversality and γI(−X) ∈ F
∑

ijOAcris(R). Finally, πM : M
∇=0

R → M is compatible
with ϕr since πM : MR →M is. This completes the proof. �

We give an alternate description of Tcris(M) using previous Lemma. First define

a GR-action on M = Acris(R) ⊗R M via the isomorphism πM : M
∇=0

R → M . This
GR-action on M can be described explicitly as follows. For any g ∈ GR, let βi(g) :=

g([1̃ + ti])− [1̃ + ti] ∈ F1Acris(R) and set

(4) g(a⊗ x) =
∑

I

g(a)γI(β(g))⊗∇(∂)
I(x), ∀a ∈ Acris(R), ∀x ∈M

where γI(β(g)) :=

∏
l βl(g)

il

∏
l il!

. Since g(Xi) = −βi(g) + Xi, we see from formula (3)

that πM(g(x̂)) =
∑

I γI(β(g))∇(∂)
I(x) for any x ∈M as required.

Recall from §2.1 that zi,n is a fixed choice of pn-th root of 1 + ti, which is used

to define 1̃ + ti. Let R∞ =
⋃

n≥1R[z1,n, . . . , zd,n], which is a subextension in R, and

G∞ := Gal(R[1
p
]/R∞[1

p
]]) ⊂ GR. By the proof of Lemma 2.20, the GR-action defined

on M = Acris(R)⊗R M via M
∇=0

R satisfies the following properties:
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• The equation (4) gives a well-defined Acris(R)-semilinear GR-action: for m ∈
Acris(R) ⊗R M and a ∈ Acris(R) we have g(am) = g(a)g(m). Moreover,
M ⊂ (Acris(R)⊗R M)G∞ as βi(g) = 0 for g ∈ G∞;
• The GR-action preserves filtration, i.e., g(Fi(Acris(R)⊗RM)) ⊂ Fi(Acris(R)⊗R

M), and commutes with ϕi.

Hence, we have an alternate description of Tcris(M):

Tcris(M) = (Fr(Acris(R)⊗RM))ϕr=1(−r) = {x ∈ Fr(Acris(R)⊗RM) | ϕr(x) = x}(−r).

We say an object M ∈ MF(R) and a Zp-module L have the same type if M ∼=
L⊗Zp R as R-modules.

Theorem 2.21. Let M ∈ MF
[0,r]
∇ (R). Then Tcris(M) is a finite Zp-module of the same

type as M , and the map ϕr − 1: Fr(Acris(R) ⊗R M) → Acris(R) ⊗R M is surjective.
Furthermore, the functor Tcris(−) is exact.

Proof. We follow the proof of [Faltings(1989), Thm. 2.4], with some minor modifi-

cations as our Tcris(−) is covariant. Let M [p] := ker(M
×p
−→ M). By Corollary 2.11,

M [p] with the induced structure is a Fontaine–Laffaille module, and we have an exact
sequence

0→M [p]→M
×p
−→ pM → 0

of objects in MF
[0,r]
∇ (R). Consider the induced diagram

0 // Tcris(M [p])(r)

��

// Tcris(M)(r)

��

×p // Tcris(pM)(r)

��

// 0

0 // Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M [p])

ϕr−1

��

// Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M)

ϕr−1

��

×p // Fr(Acris(R)⊗R pM) //

ϕr−1

��

0

0 // Acris(R)⊗R M [p] // Acris(R)⊗R M
×p // Acris(R)⊗R pM // 0.

Note that the middle and bottom rows are exact by Lemma 2.19 and Remark 2.17.
By dévissage, to prove that ϕr−1 is surjective, it suffices to consider the case pM = 0.
Furthermore, assuming ϕr − 1 is surjective, we deduce by the snake lemma that the
top row is exact. So by Theorem 2.9, if the Zp-modules Tcris(M [p]) and Tcris(pM) are
finitely generated and have the same type as M [p] and pM respectively, then Tcris(M)
is a finite Zp-module having the same type as M by the structure theorem of finite
Zp-modules. Thus, it suffices to prove the statements for the case pM = 0.
Suppose now pM = 0. To compute Tcris(M) = (Fr(M ⊗R Acris(R)/pAcris(R)))ϕr=1,

we first replace Acris(R)/pAcris(R) by a simpler object as follows. By Lemma 2.3,

Acris(R)/(p) ≃ R
♭
/p̃pR

♭
[δ0, δ1, . . . ]/(δ

p

0, δ
p

1, . . .),

where δi := δi mod p. Note that for any x ∈M and i ≥ 0, we have x⊗δi ∈ Fr(M⊗R

Acris(R)/(p)) since δi ∈ FpAcris(R) and r ≤ p−2. Furthermore, ϕr(m⊗δi) = 0 as δ
p

i =
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0. Since M is finite free over R1 = R/pR, we deduce (Fr(M ⊗R Acris(R)/(p)))ϕr=1 =

(Fr(M ⊗R R
♭
/p̃pR

♭
))ϕr=1. Equip R1 := R/pR with an R1-module structure via

R/pR→ R∞/pR∞
ϕ−1

−→ R∞/pR∞ → R1,

and a filtration by setting Fi(R1) := pi1R1 (recall pp1 = p). Define ϕi on Fi(R1) by
ϕi(x) = (−1)iyp for x = pi1y. This gives R1 a structure of an object in MFbig(R). It

is easy to check that θ ◦ ϕ−1 : R
♭
/p̃pR

♭
→ R1 is an isomorphism compatible with all

structures. Hence, it suffices to show that dimFp(F
r(M ⊗R R1)

ϕr=1) = rankR1M and

that ϕr − 1: Fr(M ⊗R R1)→M ⊗R R1 is surjective. For this, we choose an adapted
basis of M and compute the Jacobians of associated equations as follows.
Fix an adapted R1-basis e1, . . . , em of M and integers n1, . . . , nm such that ni ≤ r

and {pni
1 ei, i = 1, . . . , m} form a basis for Fr(M⊗RR1). We have ϕr(p

n1
1 e1, . . . , p

nm
1 em) =

(e1, . . . , em)A for some A ∈ GLm(R1) (note that ϕi(p
i
1) = (−1)i). In particular,

x =
∑

i xip
ni
1 ei ∈ Fr(M ⊗R R1)

ϕr=1 if and only if X = (x1, . . . , xm)
T satisfies the

equation AXp = ΛX , where Xp := (xp
1, . . . x

p
m)

T and Λ = 〈pn1
1 , . . . , pnm

1 〉 denotes the
diagonal matrix with pn1

1 , . . . , pnm
1 on the main diagonal.

Choose a lift of A to an element in GLm(R), which we also denote by A abusing
the notation. Consider the equation AXp = ΛX defined over R[p1]. As explained
in [Faltings(1989), Thm. 2.4 Pf.], we note that the set of solutions for AXp = ΛX
in R corresponds bijectively to that of AXp ≡ ΛX mod p in R1. Indeed, if X0 is a
solution of AXp ≡ ΛX mod p, then we can find Y such that X0 + p21Y satisfies the
equation AXp ≡ ΛX mod pp+2

1 since ni ≤ p − 2. We can construct inductively a

compatible system of solutions to AXp ≡ ΛX mod pp+2ℓ
1 in a sufficiently big finite

R-subalgebra of R, and therefore obtain a solution X of AXp = ΛX . Furthermore,
such a lift X of X0 is unique since R is p-adically separated by [Brinon(2008), Prop.
2.0.3].
Let B = R[p1][x1, . . . , xm]/(AX

p−ΛX). Note that B is finite as an R-module. The
Jacobian of AXp − ΛX is pA〈xp−1

1 , . . . , xp−1
m 〉 − Λ, which can be written in the form

−Λ(Im − pΛ−1A′) where pΛ−1A′ has entries in p21R[p1][x1, . . . , xm]. The determinant
of the Jacobian is a unit in B[1

p
]. Hence, B[1

p
] is étale over R[1

p
], and all the solutions

X for AXp = ΛX lie inside R. Since the set of solutions of AXp = ΛX has size pm,
we have dimFp(F

r(M ⊗R R1)
ϕr=1) = rankR1M .

To show that ϕr − 1 is surjective, we apply a similar argument as above to the
equation AXp = ΛX+Y with Y having fixed entries in R. Choose a finite R-algebra
S containing elements in Y such that S[1

p
] is étale. Then S[p1][

1
p
][x1, . . . , xm]/(AX

p−

ΛX − Y ) is étale over S[p1][
1
p
] by a similar calculation of the Jacobian.

It remains to prove the exactness of Tcris(−). By Remark 2.17, given an exact

sequence 0 → M1 → M2 → M3 → 0 in MF
[0,r]
∇ (R), the induced sequence 0 →

Acris(R)⊗R M1 → Acris(R)⊗R M2 → Acris(R)⊗R M3 → 0 is exact. Furthermore, the
sequence 0→ Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M1)→ Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M2)→ Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M3)→ 0
is exact by Lemma 2.19. Since ϕr − 1 is surjective, we deduce that

0→ Tcris(M1)→ Tcris(M2)→ Tcris(M3)→ 0.
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is exact. �

Remark 2.22. One can also show that Tcris(−) is fully faithful and stable under sub-
quotients.

Let M ∈ MF[0,r](R) and recall that Mg := M ⊗R,bg Rg is an object in MF[0,r](Rg).
We have a natural GRg -equivariant morphism Tcris(M)→ Tcris(Mg).

Corollary 2.23. The natural map Tcris(M) → Tcris(Mg) is an isomorphism of GRg -
representations.

Proof. By Theorem 2.21, both Tcris(M) and Tcris(Mg) have the same type as M .
Therefore, it suffices to show that the map Tcris(M) → Tcris(Mg) is injective. By
dévissage using the exact sequence 0 → M [p] → M → pM → 0 as in the proof
of Theorem 2.21, we may assume pM = 0. In this case, by the proof of Theorem
2.21, Tcris(M)(r) can be identified with the set {X ∈ R

m
| AXp = ΛX}. Similarly,

Tcris(Mg)(r) can be identified with the set {X ∈ Rg
m
| AXp = ΛX}. Since the map

bg : R→ Rg is injective, we deduce that Tcris(M)→ Tcris(Mg) is injective. �

Let ǫ̃ := (ǫn)n≥0 ∈ Zp(1) with ǫ0 = 1, ǫpn+1 = ǫn, and ǫ1 6= 1. Recall that β(ǫ̃) =
log([ǫ̃]) for the map β : Zp(1)→ F1(Acris(R)). Note that ϕ1(β(ǫ̃)) = β(ǫ̃).

Remark 2.24. The construction Tcris(M) does not depend on the choice of r. That
is, if r ≤ s ≤ p− 2, we have

(Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M))ϕr=1(−r) ≃ (Fs(Acris(R)⊗R M))ϕs=1(−s).

To see this, note that β(ǫ̃)s−r · (Fr(Acris(R)⊗R M))ϕr=1 ⊂ (Fs(Acris(R)⊗R M))ϕs=1.
Since both sides have the same type as M by Theorem 2.21, β(ǫ̃)s−r · (Fr(Acris(R)⊗R

M))ϕr=1 = (Fs(Acris(R) ⊗R M))ϕs=1 as Zp-modules. As Zp[GR]-modules, we have
β(ǫ̃)s−r · Zp ≃ Zp(s− r).

3. Fontaine–Laffaille data and torsion crystalline cohomology

Let X be a smooth proper scheme over R = W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]], and for a fixed
integer n ≥ 1, let Xn denote its base change over Rn = R/pnR. The ideal (p) ⊂ R
has a canonical divided power structure, and we consider Rn with the corresponding
quotient divided power structure. Below, we let M i := Hi

cris(Xn/Rn,OXn/Rn) and

Fj(M i) := Hi
cris(Xn/Rn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

) denote the corresponding crystalline cohomology

groups. One of our main results is to show that (M i,Fj(M i)) for i ≤ p− 2 gives rise

to an object of MF
[0,p−2]
∇ (R). More precisely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a smooth proper scheme over R.

(1) For i ≤ p − 1, there exist ϕR-semilinear maps ϕj : F
j(M i) → M i and a

connection ∇j : F
j(M i)→ Fj−1(M i)⊗R Ω̂R such that (M i,Fj(M i), ϕj,∇j) is

an object of MF∇,big(R).
(2) Let k ⊂ k′ be a field extension where k′ is perfect, R′ := W (k′) equipped with

the Witt vector Frobenius, and suppose we have a morphism R→ R′ of divided
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power rings compatible with Frobenius. Let X ′ := X ×R R′. Then the natural
morphism (induced by functoriality)

Hi
cris(Xn/Rn,OXn/Rn)→ Hi

cris(X
′
n/R

′
n,OX′

n/R
′
n
)

is compatible with filtration and ϕj.

(3) For i ≤ p − 2, the data (M i,Fj(M i), ϕj) is an object of MF[0,i](R). Hence,

(M i,Fj(M i), ϕj,∇j) is an object of MF
[0,i]
∇ (R).

We shall prove Theorem 3.1 (1) (2) in section §4.4 (see e.g. Corollary 4.19). In
this section, we prove part (3) of the theorem assuming parts (1) and (2). We first
study the case d = 1 in the following subsection, and then consider the general case
via induction.

3.1. The case d = 1. In this subsection, we study the special case R = W (k)[[t1]]. We
begin with some preliminary remarks. Let b̄ : R→W (k) denote the natural quotient
morphism and Xs := X ×R,b̄ W (k). By the base change theorem for crystalline

cohomology (cf. Theorem A.2 and Example A.3), b̄ induces a natural injective map:

(5) ᾱ : Fj(M i)/t1F
j(M i) →֒ Fj(M i

s) := Hi
cris(Xs,n/Wn(k), J

[j]
Xs,n/Wn(k)

).

Proposition 3.2. With notations as above, ᾱ is an isomorphism for all 0 ≤ i ≤ p−2.

Before proving the proposition, we explain how to deduce Theorem 3.1 (3) assuming
the proposition. Let bg : R → Rg be as before, and let Xg := X ×R Rg. Since bg is
flat, Theorem A.2 implies that the induced map

(6) αg : F
j(M i)⊗Rn Rg,n → Fj(M i

g) := Hi
cris(Xg,n/Rg,n, J

[j]
Xg,n/Rg,n

)

is an isomorphism.

Remark 3.3. The maps αg and ᾱ are compatible with ϕj by Theorem 3.1 (2).

Proof of Theorem 3.1 (3) when d = 1. By Proposition 2.12 and Remark 2.13, it
suffices to prove that M i⊗R Rg and M i⊗R W (k) with the induced ϕj and filtrations
are objects in MF(Rg) and MF(W (k)) respectively, and that they have the same type.
Since αg is an isomorphism, it follows from Theorem 3.1 (1), (2) that M i ⊗R Rg ≃
Hi

cris(Xg,n/Rg,n) as objects of MFbig(Rg). On the other hand, the latter object is
in MF(Rg) by classical Fontaine–Messing theory (over Rg) summarized in Theorem
1.2. Similarly, by Proposition 3.2, M i ⊗R W (k) is in MF(W (k)). On the other
hand, M i⊗RW (k) (resp. M i⊗RRg) has the same type with Hi

ét(Xs,K,Z/p
nZ) (resp.

Hi
ét(Xg,Rg[

1
p
],Z/p

nZ)) again by Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 2.21. Since Hi
ét(Xs,K,Z/p

nZ) ≃

Hi
ét(Xg,Rg[

1
p
],Z/p

nZ) as Zp-modules by smooth and proper base change theorems, we

conclude that M i ⊗R Rg and M i ⊗R W (k) have the same type. �

To prove Proposition 3.2, we need the following lemma. For a ring A and a finite
length A-module N , we denote by ℓA(N) the A-length of N .
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Lemma 3.4. For any finite Rn-module M , we have

ℓW (k)(M ⊗R W (k)) ≥ ℓW (kg)(M ⊗R W (kg)).

Proof. We shall proceed via induction on the minimal integer h such that phM [ 1
t1
] = 0.

If h = 0, then M ⊗R W (kg) = 0 and the desired inequality is trivial. If h = 1, then
M [ 1

t1
] ∼= (M/pM)[ 1

t1
]. Since M/pM is a finite module over R1 = k[[t1]], we have

M/pM ≃ Ntor ⊕ Nfree where Ntor is killed by a power of t1 and Nfree is a free k[[t1]]-
module. Thus,

ℓW (k)(M⊗RW (k)) ≥ ℓW (k)((M/pM)⊗RW (k)) ≥ ℓW (k)(Nfree⊗RW (k)) = ℓW (kg)(M⊗RW (kg)).

Here the last equality follows from M ⊗R W (kg) ∼= (M/pM) ⊗R W (kg) ∼= Nfree ⊗R

W (kg).
For h ≥ 2, consider the map f : M → (M/pM)[ 1

t1
] and the associated exact se-

quence 0 → ker(f) → M → f(M) → 0. Note that ker(f)[ 1
t1
] is killed by ph−1, and

f(M) has no t1-torsion. In particular, the following sequence

0→ ker(f)⊗R W (k)→ M ⊗R W (k)→ f(M)⊗R W (k)→ 0

is exact. By the inductive hypothesis, we have

ℓW (k)(M ⊗R W (k)) = ℓW (k)(ker(f)⊗R W (k)) + ℓW (k)(f(M)⊗R W (k))

≥ ℓW (kg)(ker(f)⊗R W (kg)) + ℓW (kg)(f(M)⊗R W (kg))

= ℓW (kg)(M ⊗R W (kg)).

�

Proof of Proposition 3.2. By crystalline base change theorem (cf. Example A.3),
ᾱ is an isomorphism if and only if Fj(M i+1) is t1-torsion-free. We first treat the case
j = 0. Since ᾱ is injective, Lemma 3.4 implies that

ℓW (k)(M
i
s) ≥ ℓW (k)(M

i/t1M
i) ≥ ℓW (kg)(M

i
g).

On the other hand, by Theorem 1.2 for X base changed to W (k) and Rg, we have
for 0 ≤ i ≤ p− 2 that

ℓW (k)(M
i
s) = ℓZp(H

i
ét(Xs,K ,Z/p

nZ)) = ℓZp(H
i
ét(Xg,Rg[

1
p
],Z/p

nZ)) = ℓW (kg)(M
i
g).

Thus, ℓW (k)(M
i
s) = ℓW (k)(M

i/t1M
i) and ᾱ is bijective.

Now consider the case j > 0. We claim that Fj(M i+1) is t1-torsion-free for 0 ≤
i ≤ p − 2. Suppose otherwise. In that case, since M i+1 is t1-torsion-free, the map
Fj(M i+1) → M i+1 is not injective. Then the induced map Fj(M i+1)/t1F

j(M i+1) →
M i+1/t1M

i+1 is also not injective, since M i+1 is t1-torsion-free and Fj(M i+1) is t1-
adically separated. Consider the commutative diagram:

Fj(M i+1)/t1F
j(M i+1) �

� //

��

Fj(M i+1
s )
_�

��

M i+1/t1M
i+1 � � // M i+1

s
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Since (M l
s,F

j(M l
s), ϕj), for 0 ≤ l ≤ p − 1, is a Fontaine–Laffaille module over W (k)

by [Fontaine and Messing(1987), Cor. II.2.7], the right column is injective. But this
contradicts that the left column is not injective, which proves the claim. �

Remark 3.5. The previous proof uses that (Mp−1
s ,Fj(Mp−1

s ), ϕj) is a Fontaine–Laffaille

module. It is not known whether Tcris(M
p−1
s ) is isomorphic to Hp−1

ét (Xs,K,Z/p
nZ),

which we do not need here.

Remark 3.6. The proof of Proposition 3.2 does not use the ϕj-structure on Fj(M i).
In particular, the proof does not use the ϕ-structure on R. This is important for the
proof of Proposition 3.7 which proceeds via induction on d and base changing along
maps R → W (kq)[[s1, . . . , sm]] with m ≤ d − 2 to reduce to the case d = 1. In the
constructions below, those base change maps may not be compatible with Frobenius.
But we can still do the induction since Proposition 3.2 does not use ϕ on R.

3.2. The general case. We consider the general case d ≥ 1. Consider the base
change map R → Rd := R/tdR = W (k)[[t1, . . . td−1]], and let Xd = X ×R Rd. By the
crystalline base change theorem (cf. Theorem A.2 and Example A.3), for each j ≥ 0,
we have a long exact sequence
(7)
···−→Hi

cris(Xn/Rn, J
[j]
Xn/Rn

)
td−→Hi

cris(Xn/Rn, J
[j]
Xn/Rn

)−→Hi
cris(Xd,n/Rd,n, J

[j]
Xd,n/Rd,n

)−→Hi+1
cris (Xn/Rn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

)−→···

Let Fj(M i) and Fj(M i
d) denote Hi

cris(Xn/Rn, J
[j]
X/Rn

) and Hi
cris(Xd,n/Rd,n, J

[j]
Xd,n/Rd,n

)

respectively. We show the following analog of Proposition 3.2.

Proposition 3.7. For 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 2, Fj(M i)/tdF
j(M i) ∼= Fj(M i

d); or equivalently,
Fj(M i+1) is td-torsion-free.

Given the previous proposition, the proof of Theorem 3.1 (3) (for any d ≥ 1)
proceeds exactly as in the case d = 1, which will not be repeated here. Note that if
Proposition 3.7 holds for td, then the analogous statement with td replaced by any of
the ti’s will also hold. We shall proceed via induction on d, with the base case d = 1
proved in the previous subsection. Assume d ≥ 2.
The long exact sequence (7) gives an injective map ᾱ : Fj(M i)/tdF

j(M i)→֒Fj(M i
d),

and we have
coker(ᾱ) ∼= N := {x ∈ Fj(M i+1) | tdx = 0}.

Note that N is an Rd-module. Let U be the p-adic completion of Rd[
1
t1
]. The following

lemma is a key input.

Lemma 3.8. With notations as above, U ⊗Rd
N = 0.

Before proving the lemma, we explain how to show the proposition assuming the
lemma. Let N ′ := {x ∈ Fj(M i+1) | tmd x = 0 for some m}. Then N ⊂ N ′ ⊂ Fj(M i+1).
Furthermore, the map N ′/tdN

′ → Fj(M i+1)/tdF
j(M i+1) ⊂ Fj(M i+1

d ) is injective.

Proof of Proposition 3.7. We need to show N = 0. Suppose N 6= 0. Note that
N is p-power torsion and U ⊗Rd

N = 0, we have ts1 · N = 0 for some integer s ≥ 1.
We claim that N ′ is also killed by a power of t1, which holds by the following fact
(suggested by anonymous referee): Let A be a commutative ring, x, y ∈ A, and M
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an A-module killed by a power of x. Suppose that every element in M [x] := {m ∈
M | xm = 0} is killed by a power of y. Then each m ∈ M is killed by a power
of y. We induct on s ≥ 1 such that M is killed by xs. If s = 1, then M = M [x]
and the assertion holds. For general s, note that xM is killed by xs−1. By inductive
hypothesis, for each m ∈M , xm is killed by yl for some l ≥ 1. Then ylm ∈M [x], so
it is killed by yl

′

for some l′ ≥ 1. Thus, yl+l′m = 0 as required.
Since N ′/tdN

′ → Fj(M i+1
d ) is injective, we have contradiction to the inductive

hypothesis that Fj(M i+1
d ) = Hi+1

cris (Xd,n/Rd,n, J
[j]
Xd,n/Rd,n

) is t1-torsion-free. Hence, N =

0. �

To prove the lemma, we apply base change maps b : R→ A to the exact sequence
(7) for various rings A as follows. Abusing notation, we denote (X×RA)/A by X/A.

For any maximal ideal q of U , let Ûq be the q-completion of U . We will use the
following lemma to prove Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 3.9. (1) Ûq ≃ Oq[[s1, . . . , sm]] where Oq is a Cohen ring whose maximal
ideal is (p) and m ≤ d− 2. There exists a Frobenius endomorphism ϕ on Oq

lifting the p-power Frobenius on Oq/(p).
(2) Let kq := lim

−→ϕ
Oq/(p). Then there exists a unique map f : Oq →W (kq) which

lifts the map Oq → kq and is compatible with (given choices of) Frobenius.
Furthermore, f is faithfully flat.

Proof. Note that Ûq is a complete regular local ring such that (p) is a prime ideal.

Hence, by the Cohen structure theorem, we have Ûq ≃ Oq[[s1, . . . , sm]] for some Cohen

ring Oq. The Krull dimension of Ûq is less than d−1, so m ≤ d−2. Moreover, R/pR

has a p-basis given by {t1, . . . , td}, which is also a p-basis of Ûq. In particular, Oq has
a finite p-basis, and thus there exists a lift of Frobenius endomorphism ϕ : Oq → Oq.
This proves (1).
For (2), since Oq is p-torsion free, we obtain a unique lift f : Oq→֒W (kq) commuting

with given choices of Frobenius by Cartier’s Dieudonné–Dwork lemma. Since W (kq)
is p-torsion-free and f is a local homomorphism, f is faithfully flat. �

Proof of Lemma 3.8. Consider the base change of (7) along the morphism b : R→
U [[td]] given by sending ti to ti for each i. Since the map b is flat, we obtain

ᾱb = U [[td]]⊗b,R ᾱ : Hi
cris(X/Un[[td]], J

[j])/td→֒Hi
cris(X/Un, J

[j]).

It suffices to prove that ᾱb is an isomorphism, by the functoriality of the base change
map applied to the cartesian square:

XU
//

��

XU [[td]]

��
XRd

// X

For each maximal ideal q of U , we apply the natural flat base change U [[td]]→ Ûq[[td]]

to the exact sequence (7) and obtain ᾱb,q = Ûq[[td]]⊗U [[td]] ᾱb. We need to show that ᾱb,q

is an isomorphism. Consider further a base change map Ûq → Vq := W (kq)[[s1, . . . , sm]]
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obtained from f : Oq → W (kq) as in Lemma 3.9 applied to (7). Since Ûq → Vq is
faithfully flat, ᾱb,q is an isomorphism if and only if

Vq[[td]]⊗Ûq[[td]]
ᾱb,q : H

i
cris(X/Vq,n[[td]], J

[j])/td→֒Hi
cris(X/Vq,n, J

[j])

is an isomorphism. The above map is an isomorphism by inductive hypothesis, which
proves Lemma 3.8. �

4. Construction of Relative Fontaine–Laffaille data and the

comparison map

As before, let X := X ×R R. The aim of this section is to construct a morphism
Tcris(H

i
cris(Xn/Rn))→ Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/p

nZ) which is compatible with GR-actions. Along

the way, we also complete the proof of Theorem 3.1 (1) (2); we show in particular
the existence of a Gauss–Manin connection ∇ and ϕi satisfying the conditions for
a relative Fontaine–Laffaille module. Following Fontaine–Messing, we use syntomic
cohomology Hi

syn(X) to relate Acris(R)⊗R Hi
cris(Xn/Rn) and Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/p

nZ). The

computation of syntomic (-crystalline) cohomology in the relative setting is compli-
cated due to that our base ring R is not perfect (as opposed to the classical case over
W (k)). We circumvent this issue by systematically making base change from R to

an intermediate ring R̃ (to be defined below) and descending back. We sometimes
abuse notation and denote by A the affine scheme Spec(A) if no confusion arises. For
example, we sometimes denote Hi

cris(Spec(A)/Spec(Rn)) by Hi
cris(A/Rn).

4.1. The ring R̃n. Recall R∞ :=
⋃

k≥0R[(1 + t1)
(k), . . . , (1 + td)

(k)] ⊂ R where (1 +

ti)
(k) is a fixed choice of pk-th root of (1 + ti) satisfying ((1 + ti)

(k+1))p = (1 + ti)
(k).

Its p-adic completion R̂∞ is a subring inside R̂, and R̂♭
∞ ⊂ R

♭
. We embed R into

W (R̂♭
∞) via ti 7→ [1̃ + ti]−1, which is compatible with the earlier choice of embedding

λ1 : R →֒ W (R
♭
). Recall that for any p-adically complete and separated ring A, we

have a functorial morphism θ : W (A♭)→ A as in [Bhatt, Morrow, and Scholze(2018),
Sec. 3.1]. In particular, we have a commutative diagram:

R

id

��

// W (R̂♭
∞) //

θ≀
��

W (R
♭
)

θ
��

R // R̂∞
// R̂

To see that the middle column is an isomorphism, note that the inclusion R ⊂ R̂∞

induces an isomorphism R̃1 ≃ R̂♭
∞ where R̃1 denotes the perfection of R1.

2 Since

R̂∞/(p) ≃ R̃1, the middle column mod p is an isomorphism, and hence the middle

column is an isomorphism. We set R̃ := W (R̃1) ≃ W (R̂♭
∞) and R̃n := Wn(R̃1) =

R̃/pnR̃.

2Given a ring A of characteristic p, its perfection means the ring Ã := lim
−→

ϕ : A→A

A. This is a perfect

ring which is universal for maps into perfect rings.
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Lemma 4.1. With notations as above, the inclusion R→֒R̃ is faithfully flat.

Proof. We first show R̃ is flat over R. Note that R̃/(p) ∼= R̃1 is flat over R1. By

[Stacks Project(2023), Tag 0AGW], it suffices to show TorR1 (R̃, R/pR) = 0, which

follows from that R̃ = W (R̃1) has no p-torsion. Moreover, for the maximal ideal m

of R, we have mR̃ 6= R̃. Thus, R̃ is faithfully flat over R. �

Remark 4.2. From the commutative diagram above, we obtain embeddings R̃ →֒ R̂

and R̃ →֒ W (R
♭
).

4.2. Comparison of crystalline and Syntomic cohomology. In this subsection,
we interpret Hi

cris(Xn/Rn) and Hi
cris(Xn/Rn) with their filtrations as certain syn-

tomic cohomology groups with filtrations. Given a scheme Y over S, we denote by
CRIS(Y/S)SYN (resp. SYN(Y )) the big crystalline-syntomic site (resp. big syntomic
site). Let (Y/S)CRIS−SYN and (Y )SYN denote the corresponding topoi. Abusing no-

tation, we will denote by OY/S (resp. J
[r]
Y/S) the corresponding structure sheaf (resp.

divided power ideals) in the crystalline-syntomic site. We refer to Appendix B for a
recollection of definitions and general facts on the syntomic and crystalline-syntomic
sites and topoi.
We consider the sites CRIS(Yn/Sn)SYN in the following two settings:

(1) We set Y = X and Sn = Spec(Rn) with the standard divided power structure
(Rn, pRn, γj(−)),

(2) We set Y = X . In this case, the base Sn is either Spec(Wn(k)), Spec(R̃n), or
Spec(Rn).

We have a natural morphism of topoi uYn/Sn : (Yn/Sn)CRIS−SYN → (Yn/Sn)SYN; set
u := uYn/Sn to simplify the notation. We begin by showing that the higher direct im-

ages under u of the sheaves J
[r]
Yn/Sn

vanish in any of the settings above. In the case Y =

X , S = Spec(W (k)) and r = 0, the result is proved in [Fontaine and Messing(1987),
Prop. II.1.3]. The proof below follows closely that of [Bauer(1992), Prop. 1.17], which
generalizes the result of Fontaine–Messing to coefficients in quasi-coherent crystals.

We note that, while the sheaves J
[r]
Yn/Sn

are not crystals, the vanishing of higher direct

images still holds in this case with essentially the same proof.

Theorem 4.3. With notations as above, Riu∗(J
[r]
Yn/Sn

) = 0 for all i > 0 and r ≥ 0.

Proof. It suffices to show that the sheaf associated to the pre-sheaf

U → F (U) := Hi((Yn/Sn)CRIS−SYN/Ũ, J
[r]
Yn/Sn

), i > 0

vanishes in the syntomic topology on Yn for all i > 0. Here Ũ is the pull back
of the sheaf represented by U . On the other hand, F (U) can be identified with

Hi
cris(U/Sn, J

[r]
U/Sn

) (see Remark B.3 and Corollary B.9). Since this is a local statement,

we may assume U = Spec(A) where Spec(A) is flat over Yn. As in the proof of
[Bauer(1992), Prop. 1.17], it suffices to show there exists a family of faithfully flat
syntomic morphisms {Vi → U}i∈I such that lim

−→i∈I
F (Vi) = 0. We will show below

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0AGW
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that the same construction as in loc. cit. also works in our case. Namely, let A0 = A
and Ai+1 = Ai[(Ta)a∈Ai

]/((T p
a − a)a∈Ai

). Each Ai is a faithfully flat syntomic cover of

A, and we are reduced to showing that lim
−→i∈I

F (Ai) = F (Â) = 0, where Â := lim
−→

Ai.

The Frobenius on Â/pÂ is surjective by construction. Now the theorem follows from

the explicit calculation of Hi
cris(Â/Sn, J

[r]

Â/Sn
) below in Proposition 4.4 and 4.7. �

To finish the proof of Theorem 4.3, it suffices to show Hi
cris(A/Sn, J

[r]
A/Sn

) = 0 for

all i > 0 and Sn-algebras A such that the Frobenius on A/pA is surjective. We first

prove this vanishing in the cases when Sn = Spec(Wn(k)) or Spec(R̃n). In this setting,
the base ring is perfect and the construction of a final object in the corresponding
crystalline site is simple. In the case of Sn = Spec(Wn(k)), this is due to Tamme (cf.
[Bauer(1992), Prop. 1.16]). On the other hand, the case of Sn = Spec(Rn) is slightly
more involved, and is studied separately in Proposition 4.7.

Proposition 4.4. Let Sn = Spec(Wn(k)) or Spec(R̃n). Let Spec(A) be an Sn-affine

scheme such that the Frobenius ϕ on A/pA = A1 is surjective. Then Hi
cris(A/Sn, J

[r]
A/Sn

) =

0 for all i > 0.

Proof. Abusing notation, we also denote by Sn the underlying ring of the affine scheme
Sn. To compute the relevant crystalline cohomology groups, we will construct a final
object for CRIS(A/Sn). More precisely, we shall work with the subcategory of affine
objects (SpecB, SpecC, i, δ), where B is an A-algebra, i : SpecB →֒SpecC is a closed
immersion, and δ is a divided power structure on the ideal of the definition of i which
is compatible with that on (Sn, pSn) (see §A for general facts on crystalline site). Note
that this is sufficient for computing the relevant crystalline cohomology. Let B be an
A-algebra and C be an Sn-linear PD-thickening of B. We first construct a morphism
θC,n : Wn(A

♭
1)→ C of Sn-algebras as follows. Given x = (x0, x1, . . . , xn−1) ∈ Wn(A

♭
1)

with xi = (x
(m)
i )m≥0 ∈ A♭

1 and x
(m)
i ∈ A1, let yi ∈ C be a lift of x

(n)
i ∈ A1. Set

θC,n(x) :=
n−1∑

i=0

piyp
n−i

i .

Since C is a PD-thickening of B, it is standard to check that θC,n does not depend on

the choice of the lift yi of x
(n)
i . We claim that θC,n is a ring homomorphism. Consider

the diagram

Wn(A
♭
1)

α // Wn(A1)
α′

// Wn(B1) Wn(C)
β //γoooo C

where β is defined by the ghost component ofWn(C) and α by sending x to (x
(n)
0 , . . . , x

(n)
n−1) ∈

Wn(A1). It is clear that α is a ring homomorphism. θC,n is the “composite” of the
above ring homomorphisms (for x ∈ Wn(A

♭
1), if we choose any y ∈ Wn(C) such that

γ(y) = (α′ ◦ α)(x), then θC,n = β(y)), and thus a ring homomorphism.
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From the construction, we obtain the following commutative diagram:

(8) Wn(A
♭
1)

θC,n //

θA,n

��

C

q
����

A
f // B

We claim that θC,n is the unique map making the above diagram commute. More
precisely, if there exists another ring homomorphism g : Wn(A

♭
1) → C so that q ◦

g = f ◦ θA,n, then θC,n = g. To prove this, note that x =
∑

pi[ϕ−i(xi)] for any

x = (x0, . . . , xn−1) ∈ Wn(A
♭
1). So it suffices to show g([x0]) = θC,n([x0]) = yp

n

0 where

y0 ∈ C is a lift of f(x
(n)
0 ) mod p ∈ B1. Let z = ϕ−n(x0). Then g([z]) is a lift of

f(θA,n([z])) mod p ∈ B1. Since f(θA,n([z])) = f(x
(n)
0 ) mod p, both g([z]) and y0 are

lifts of f(x
(n)
0 ) mod p. Hence, g([x0]) = (g([z]))p

n
= yp

n

0 = θC,n([x0]).
Next, we claim that the above diagram is compatible with Sn-algebra structures.

Since A1 is an S1-algebra, we have a natural map S♭
1 → A♭

1. The map θ0 : S
♭
1 → S1

given by (x(n))n≥0 7→ x(0) is an isomorphism since S1 is perfect. We have Sn =
Wn(S1), so the morphism θ0 gives Wn(A

♭
1) an Sn-algebra structure. To see that θC,n

is an Sn-algebra map, let x = (x0, . . . , xn−1) ∈ Sn = Wn(S1) with xi ∈ S1. Then
x =

∑n−1
i=0 pi[ϕ−i(xi)]. To show θC,n(x) = x, it thus suffices to consider the case when

x = [x0], which is clear from the construction.
We now show θA,n : Wn(A

♭
1) → A is surjective by induction on n. Since A♭

1 is
perfect, we have Wn(A

♭
1)/p

n−1Wn(A
♭
1) ≃ Wn−1(A

♭
1). Moreover, from the construction,

θA,n mod pn−1 = θA,n−1. Note that θA,n when n = 1 is surjective since ϕ : A1 → A1 is
surjective. Suppose θA,n−1 is surjective. Then for any x ∈ A, there exists y ∈ Wn(A

♭
1)

such that θA,n(y)− x = pn−1z for some z ∈ A. Pick w ∈ Wn(A
♭
1) so that θA,n(w) = z

mod p. Then θA,n(y − pn−1w) = x, so θA,n is surjective.
Finally, let WPD

n (A♭
1) be the divided power envelope of Wn(A

♭
1) with respect to the

ideal ker θA,n. From the above discussion and the universal property of divided power
envelopes, we see that WPD

n (A♭
1) is the desired final object. Thus,

Hi
cris(A/Sn, J

[r]
A/Sn

) = Hi
zar(Spec(W

PD
n (A♭

1)), J
[r]

WPD
n (A♭

1)
)

where J
[r]

WPD
n (A♭

1)
denotes the r-th PD ideal ofWPD

n (A♭
1). In particular, Hi

cris(A/Sn, J
[r]
A/Sn

) =

0 for i > 0. �

Remark 4.5. From the above proof, we also obtain

H0
cris(A/Sn, J

[r]
A/Sn

) ∼= J
[r]

WPD
n (A♭

1)
.

Remark 4.6. The proof above uses the assumption that Sn is perfect to define a
natural Sn-algebra structure on WPD

n (A♭
1) and to show that θC,n is an Sn-algebra

map.

We now prove an analog of Proposition 4.4 in the setting where Sn = Spec(Rn).
We begin by constructing a final object in the full subcategory of affine objects
of CRIS(A/Rn). Let Wn(A

♭
1)R := R ⊗W (k) Wn(A

♭
1). Suppose (Spec(B), Spec(C))
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is an object in CRIS(A/Rn). We can consider (Spec(B), Spec(C)) as an object in
CRIS(A/Wn(k)). Then by the proof of Proposition 4.4, we have a unique map
θC,n : Wn(A

♭
1) → C such that diagram (8) commutes, and both θA,n and θC,n are

compatible with Wn(k)-algebra structures. Thus, θA,n and θC,n naturally extend to
maps θA,n : Wn(A

♭
1)R → A and θC,n : Wn(A

♭
1)R → C. The analog of diagram (8) ob-

tained from replacing Wn(A
♭
1) by Wn(A

♭
1)R still commutes, and all such morphisms

are compatible with Rn-algebra structures. It remains to show θC,n is unique in the
sense that if there exists another Rn-algebra morphism g : Wn(A

♭
1)R → C satisfying

q ◦ g = f ◦ θA,n then g = θC,n. If we restrict the diagram to Wn(A
♭
1), then we get

back diagram (8). Thus, g restricted to Wn(A
♭
1) is θC,n by the uniqueness. Since g

is R-linear, we have g = θC,n. Let OAcris,n(A) be the divided power envelope with
respect to the ideal ker(θA,n) in Wn(A

♭
1)R. Then (SpecA, Spec(OAcris,n(A))) is the

desired final object, and we conclude the following:

Proposition 4.7. Suppose A is an Rn-algebra such that Frobenius ϕ on A/pA = A1

is surjective. Then for each i > 0 and r ≥ 0, we have Hi
cris(A/Rn, J

[r]
A/Rn

) = 0.

Furthermore,

H0
cris(A/Rn, J

[r]
A/Rn

) ∼= FrOAcris,n(A)

where FrOAcris,n(A) denotes the r-th PD-ideal of OAcris,n(A).

Remark 4.8. A similar proof as above shows the following general statement: Let
(S, I, γ) be a PD Zp-algebra compatible with the standard PD-structure of (Zp, pZp, γ),
and let A be an S-algebra such that ϕ on A1 is surjective. Then the crystalline site
(An/Sn)cris has an affine final object Spec(B), where B is the divided power envelope
of Wn(A

♭
1) ⊗Zp S with respect to the kernel of Wn(A

♭
1) ⊗Zp S → A. We thank an

anonymous referee for pointing this out.

By specializing to the case A = R and comparing the constructions of OAcris(R)
and FrOAcris(R) in §2.1, we obtain:

Corollary 4.9. (1) For r ≥ 0, we have canonical isomorphisms

H0
cris(Rn/Rn, J

[r]

Rn/Rn
) ∼= FrOAcris(R)/(pn)

where FrOAcris(R) denotes the r-th PD-ideal of OAcris(R).

(2) For all i > 0 and r ≥ 0, we have Hi
cris(Rn/Rn, J

[r]

Rn/Rn
) = 0.

Remark 4.10. In the situations of Proposition 4.4 and 4.7, WPD
n (A♭

1) and OAcris,n(A)
have natural Frobenius endomorphisms induced by the Witt-vector Frobenius and
ϕR. To see this, note that WPD

n (A♭
1) remains the same if we take the PD-envelope

of Wn(A
♭
1) by the ideal J ′ := (p) + ker(θA,n). Since ϕ(J ′) ⊂ J ′ under ϕ : Wn(A

♭
1) →

Wn(A
♭
1), ϕ naturally extends to WPD

n (A♭
1). A similar argument holds for OAcris,n(A).

Consider an R̃n-algebra A such that ϕ on A1 is surjective. We make some ob-
servations on the structure of OAcris,n(A) which will be useful later. We first relate
it to the ring Acris,n(A) := WPD

n (A♭
1) and prove an analog of Lemma 2.4. For each

i = 1, . . . , d, recall that we chose 1̃ + ti ∈ R̃1
∼= R̃♭

1 satisfying 1̃ + ti
(0)

= 1 + ti.
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Denote also by 1̃ + ti the corresponding image under the induced map R̃♭
1 → A♭

1.
Let Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 be the divided power polynomial ring in the variables Xi

with coefficients in Acris,n(A), and let θA,n : Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 → A be the map
extending that on Acris,n(A) given by Xi 7→ 0. Consider the Acris,n(A)-linear map

f : Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 → OAcris,n(A)

given by Xi 7→ (1 + ti)⊗ 1− 1⊗ [1̃ + ti]. Note that f is compatible with θA,n.

Lemma 4.11. The map f as above is an isomorphism.

Proof. Consider the map ḡ : R1 = k[[t1, . . . , td]] → A♭
1 given by ti 7→ 1̃ + ti − 1. This

indeed gives a ring homomorphism since for any
∑

I

aIt
I ∈ R1 with aI ∈ k and

I = (i1, . . . , id) a multi-index, we have

ḡ(
∑

I

aIt
I) =

∑

I

aI

d∏

j=1

(1̃ + tj − 1)ij ∈ A♭
1

with (ḡ(
∑

I

aIt
I))(0) =

∑

I

aIt
I ∈ A1. By Cartier’s Dieudonné–Dwork lemma, there

exists a unique lifting g : R→W (A♭
1) of ḡ compatible with Frobenius. Note that ϕ on

W (A♭
1) is an isomorphism since A♭

1 is perfect. Since g is compatible with Frobenius,

g is given by ti 7→ [1̃ + ti] − 1. Indeed, suppose g(ti) = [1̃ + ti] − 1 + pmz with
z ∈ W (A♭

1) for some m ≥ 1. Since ϕ(g(ti)) = g(ϕ(ti)), we deduce ϕ(z) ∈ pW (A♭
1).

So z ∈ pW (A♭
1), which implies z = 0. Denote by gn : R → Wn(A

♭
1) the induced map

mod pn.
Now, let h : R→ Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 be theW (k)-linear map given by ti 7→ Xi+

[1̃ + ti]−1. This gives a ring homomorphism since gn as above is a ring homomorphism
and XI = 0 for |I| ≫ 0. Denote also by h : R⊗W (k)Wn(A

♭
1)→ Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉

the Wn(A
♭
1)-linear extension. Since h commutes with θA,n, it extends uniquely to

a map h : OAcris,n(A) → Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉. Note that (h ◦ f)(Xi) = Xi and
(f ◦ h)(ti) = ti. Since f and h are compatible with θA,n, this implies that h ◦ f is
the identity map on the PD-envelope Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉, and f ◦h is the identity
map on the PD-envelope OAcris,n(A). �

Remark 4.12. Suppose A and B are Rn-algebras such that ϕ on A1 and B1 are
surjective. Let g ∈ GR, and suppose we have a g-semi-linear morphism A → B of
Rn-algebras. By functoriality, it induces a Wn(k)-algebra map Acris,n(A)→ Acris,n(B)
and an Rn-algebra map OAcris,n(A) → OAcris,n(B), both of which are compati-
ble with Frobenius. Under the isomorphisms OAcris,n(A) ∼= Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉
and OAcris,n(B) ∼= Acris,n(B)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 of the previous lemma, the induced map

OAcris,n(A)→ OAcris,n(B) sends γj(Xi) to g(γj(Xi)) = γj(Xi + [1̃ + ti]− g([1̃ + ti])),
and is therefore compatible with the Acris,n(A)-linear (resp. Acris,n(B)-linear) connec-
tion given by ∇(Xi) = dti.



32 TONG LIU, YONG SUK MOON, AND DEEPAM PATEL

4.3. Fontaine–Laffialle data associated to (OAcris,n(A),F
rOAcris,n(A)). Let f1, . . . , fc

be elements in R[x1, . . . , xm] whose images in Rn[x1, . . . , xm] (which, by abusing nota-
tion, we also denote by f1, . . . , fc) generate a Koszul-regular ideal, and suppose that

Rn[x1, . . . , xm]/(f1, . . . , fc) is flat over Rn. Let A = Rn[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m ]/(f1, . . . , fc)
and note that Frobenius onA1 is surjective. In this section, we show that (OAcris,n(A),F

rOAcris,n(A))
can be equipped with the structure of a relative Fontaine–Laffaille module functori-
ally in A. In particular, we construct divided power Frobenii ϕr and a connection ∇.
We begin by making some standard observations on the filtration FrOAcris,n(A).

Lemma 4.13. With notations as above,

(1) For any r ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ m < n, we have an exact sequence

0 −→ J
[r]

WPD
n−m(A♭

1)

×pm

−→ J
[r]

WPD
n (A♭

1)

mod pm

−→ J
[r]

WPD
m (A♭

1)
−→ 0.

(2) We have an analogous exact sequence in the setting where R is replaced by

R̃, and with A constructed in an analogous manner (i.e. with f1, . . . , fc ∈

R̃[x1, . . . , xm] such that (f1, . . . , fc) ⊂ R̃n[x1, . . . , xm] is Koszul-regular and

R̃n[x1, . . . , xm]/(f1, . . . , fc) is flat over R̃n, and A = R̃n[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m ]/(f1, . . . , fc)).

Proof. Consider C = R[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m ] with the ideal I = (f1, . . . , fc). By [Bhatt, Morrow, and Scholze(2018)
Lem. 3.10], the p-adic completion of C is a perfectoid algebra, and the kernel of

θC,n : Wn(C
♭
1) → Cn is generated by ξ. Let θ′ be the composite θ′ : Wn(C

♭
1)

θC,n
−→

Cn → A, which is surjective. Denote ξ♭ := ξ mod p ∈ C♭
1. Let f̃i ∈ Wn(C

♭
1) be a

lift of fi along θC,n, and denote f ♭
i := f̃i mod p ∈ C♭

1 and f̄i := fi mod p. Then
θC,1(f

♭
i ) = f̄i. Since ξ is a nonzero divisor in Wn(C

♭
1), by [Stacks Project(2023),

Tag 0669], the sequence ξ, f̃1, . . . , f̃c is Koszul-regular in Wn(C
♭
1). Set I

♭ = (ξ♭, f ♭
j )C

♭
1

and Ĩ = (ξ, f̃j)Wn(C
♭
1). Note that the surjection Cn ։ A induces a map ι : C♭

1 → A♭
1.

We first show that A♭
1 is the I

♭-completion Ĉ♭
1 of C

♭
1. We construct a map ῑ : Ĉ♭

1 →

A♭
1 compatible with ι as follows. Suppose for eachm ≥ 1, we are given ym = (y

(l)
m )l≥0 ∈

C♭
1 such that ym+1−ym ∈ (I♭)(c+1)pm . Then y

(l)
m+1−y

(l)
m ∈ Ī := (f̄1, . . . , f̄c)C1 for l ≤ m.

So as m → ∞, for all l ≥ 0, y
(l)
m determines an element ȳ(l) ∈ A1 = C1/Ī satisfying

(ȳ(l+1))p = ȳ(l). This defines a ring map ῑ : Ĉ♭
1 → A♭

1 via {ym} 7→ (ȳ(l))l≥0. By
construction, ῑ is compatible with ι : C♭

1 → A♭
1. To check ῑ is injective, note that if

ȳ(l) = 0 ∈ A1 then y
(l)
m ∈ ĪC1 for m sufficiently large. Since C♭

1 is perfect, there exists

x ∈ (f ♭
1, . . . , f

♭
c )

lC♭
1 such that x(l) = y

(l)
m . Since ϕ : C1/(p1) → C1 is an isomorphism,

we have x − ym ∈ (p♭)lC♭
1, and thus ym ∈ (I♭)l. This proves ῑ is injective. To show

that ῑ is surjective, let y = (y(l))l≥0 ∈ A♭
1. For each l, let xl ∈ C♭

1 such that the image

of x
(l)
l in A1 is y(l). It suffices to check that xl+1 − xl ∈ (I♭)l, since then {xl} ∈ Ĉ♭

1

satisfies ῑ({xl}) = y. Note that x
(l)
l+1 − x

(l)
l ∈ Ī, so there exists z ∈ (f ♭

1, . . . , f
♭
c )

lC♭
1

such that x
(l)
l+1 = x

(l)
l + z(l). Thus, xl+1 − xl − z ∈ (p♭)lC♭

1, i.e. xl+1 − xl ∈ (I♭)l.

We now claim that for m = lpn with l ≥ n, we have Ĩm ⊂ Wn((I
♭)m) ⊂ Ĩ l−n.

Note that f̃j ≡ [f ♭
j ] mod p and ξ ≡ [p♭] mod p. Any x ∈ Ĩm can be written as

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0669
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x =
∑n−1

i=0 xip
i where xi =

∑
j[yij] with yij ∈ (I♭)m−i. Since p = ϕV where V is

Verschiebung, we have pi[yij] ∈ Wn((I
♭)p

i(m−i)). So x ∈ Wn((I
♭)m). On the other

hand, any x ∈ Wn((I
♭)m) can be written as x =

∑
i p

i[xi] with xi ∈ (I♭)m/pi . It

follows by induction on n that if y ∈ (I♭)l, then [y] ∈ Ĩ l−n. Thus, x ∈ Ĩ l−n.

Let Wn(C
♭
1)

∧ denote the Ĩ-completion of Wn(C
♭
1). From the above discussion, we

have

Wn(C
♭
1)

∧ ∼= Wn(Ĉ
♭
1)
∼= Wn(A

♭
1).

Hence, we obtain the commutative diagram:

Wn(C
♭
1)

∧

≃ %%▲▲
▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

▲

Wn(C
♭
1)oo

θ′

##❋
❋

❋

❋

❋

❋

❋

❋

❋

❋

θC,n //

ι
��

Cn

mod (fj)

��
Wn(A

♭
1)

θA,n // A

In particular, ker(θA,n) = ĨWn(A
♭
1). The natural map from the PD-envelopeDWn(C♭

1)
(Ĩ)

of Ĩ in Wn(C
♭
1) (over the PD-ring (Z/(pn), (p))) to WPD

n (A♭
1) is an isomorphism of

PD-algebras by [Berthelot and Ogus(1978), Rem. 3.20 (7)]. Thus, J
[r]

WPD
n (A♭

1)
for any

r ≥ 0 is Z/pnZ-flat by Lemma 4.14 below, and statement (1) follows.
For (2), the above arguments go through after following modifications. Let C =

R̃[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m ] with the ideal I = (f1, . . . fc). Note in this case that θC,n : Wn(C
♭
1)→

Cn is an isomorphism since C1 is perfect. Let Ĩ = (f̃1, . . . , f̃c)Wn(C
♭
1) and I♭ =

(f ♭
1, . . . , f

♭
c )C

♭
1. It can be checked easily that there is an isomorphism between A♭

1 and
the I♭-completion of C♭

1 compatible with the natural map C♭
1 → A♭

1, and that this

induces an isomorphism between Wn(A
♭
1) and the Ĩ-completion of Wn(C

♭
1). Hence,

ker(θA,n) = ĨWn(A
♭
1), and (2) follows similarly as above. �

Lemma 4.14. Let B be a flat Z/pnZ-algebra, I ⊂ B a finitely generated Koszul-
regular ideal, and suppose that B/I is flat over Z/pnZ. Then the PD-envelope DB(I)
and its r-th divided power ideal J [r] for any r ≥ 1 are Z/pnZ-flat.

Proof. By [Stacks Project(2023), Tag 068Q], there exists a faithfully flat smooth mor-
phism Spec(B′) → Spec(B) such that IB′ is generated by a regular sequence. Since
DB(I)⊗B B′ ∼= DB′(IB′) by [Berthelot and Ogus(1978), Prop. 3.21], we can reduce
to the case where I ⊂ B is generated by a regular sequence (f1, . . . , fm).
Write Spec(B) = lim

←−
Spec(Bα) as an inverse limit where Bα’s are finitely generated

flat Z/pnZ-algebras, and similarly write Spec(B/I) = lim
←−

Spec(Bα/Iα) as a limit of

finitely generated flat Z/pnZ-algebras where Iα denotes the pull-back of I to Bα. By
[Grothendieck(1967), 19.8.2], the map Spec(B/I) →֒ Spec(B) is a regular immersion
if and only if Spec(Bα/Iα) →֒ Spec(Bα) is a regular immersion for sufficiently large
α. Since divided power envelopes are compatible with direct limits, we may assume
that B is noetherian.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/068Q
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Consider the natural cartesian diagram

Spec(B/I) //

��

Spec(B)

g

��
Spec(Z/pnZ) // Am

Z/pnZ

where the bottom horizontal map is given by Ti 7→ 0 and right vertical by Ti 7→ fi.
Since the fiber over the origin is flat and the top horizontal map is a regular immersion,
by [Grothendieck(1967), 19.2.4], we deduce that for every point x ∈ Spec(B/I),
the map g is flat in a neighborhood of x. Thus, there is an open neighborhood
U ⊂ Spec(B) of Spec(B/I) such that the resulting diagram

Spec(B/I) //

��

U

��
Spec(Z/pnZ) // Am

Z/pnZ

is cartesian and the right vertical map is flat. We have isomorphisms of PD-algebras

DB(I) ∼= DU(I) ∼= DAm
Z/pnZ

((T1, . . . , Td))⊗Am
Z/pnZ

U.

Since DAm
Z/pnZ

((T1, . . . , Td)) and its r-th divided power ideals are flat over Z/pnZ, the
lemma holds. �

Corollary 4.15. For any r ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ m < n, we have an exact sequence

0 −→ FrOAcris,n−m(A)
×pm

−→ FrOAcris,n(A)
mod pm

−→ FrOAcris,m(A) −→ 0.

Proof. The isomorphism f of Lemma 4.11 is compatible with filtrations given by the
divided power ideals, since f is compatible with θA,n. In particular, we have

FrOAcris,n(A) =
⊕

∑
ij≥r

F0Acris,n(A)γi1(X1) · · · γid(Xd)

r⊕

ℓ=1

⊕
∑

ij=r−ℓ

FℓAcris,n(A)γi1(X1) · · ·γid(Xd)

where γij ’s denote the corresponding divided power operations. Since FℓAcris,n(A) =

J
[ℓ]

WPD
n (A♭

1)
(see Remark 4.5), the assertion follows from Lemma 4.13. �

We now explain the construction of ϕr and connection on OAcris,n(A). Note that
bothAcris,n(A) andOAcris,n(A) have natural Frobenii induced by those onWn(A

♭
1) and

Rn (see Remark 4.10). We have ϕ(J
[r]

WPD
n (A♭

1)
) ⊂ prWPD

n (A♭
1) for any 0 ≤ r ≤ p − 1.

Define ϕr : F
rAcris,n(A) → Acris,n(A) for 0 ≤ r ≤ p − 1 as follows. First, given

x ∈ FrAcris,n(A), choose a lift x̂ ∈ FrAcris,n+r(A). We have ϕ(x̂) = prŷ for some
ŷ ∈ Acris,n+r(A). Define ϕr(x) := ŷ mod pr ∈ Acris,n(A). It follows from Lemma 4.13
that ϕr is well-defined. Similarly, we define ϕr : F

rOAcris,n(A) → OAcris,n(A) using
Corollary 4.15.
Consider the natural connection

∇ : Acris,n(A)〈X1, · · · , Xd〉 → Acris,n(A)〈X1, · · · , Xd〉 ⊗R Ω̂R
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given by setting ∇(Acris,n(A)) = 0 and ∇(Xi) = dti. By Lemma 4.11, this defines a

natural connection ∇ : OAcris,n(A) → OAcris,n(A) ⊗R Ω̂R. The following corollary is
immediate.

Corollary 4.16. Let 0 ≤ r ≤ p− 1.

(1) The morphism ϕr : F
rOAcris,n(A)→ OAcris,n(A) is ϕ-semilinear, and for r ≤

p− 2, ϕr|Fr+1OAcris,n(A) = pϕr+1. We have a similar statement for Acris,n(A).
(2) The connection ∇ on OAcris,n(A) is a flat connection such that:

(a) ∇(FrOAcris,n(A)) ⊂ Fr−1OAcris,n(A)⊗R Ω̂R.
(b) ∇ ◦ ϕr = (ϕr−1 ⊗ dϕ1) ◦ ∇ (when r = 0, ϕ−1 is understood to be pϕ0).

The above structures (OAcris,n(A),F
rOAcris,n(A), ϕr,∇) are functorial in A.

Remark 4.17. Let (f1, . . . , fc) ⊂ Rn[x1, . . . , xm] be a Koszul-regular sequence such
thatRn[x1, . . . , xm]/(f1, . . . , fc) is flat over Rn. We may choose lifts of fi inR[x1, . . . , xm],
and Lemma 4.13 and previous corollary hold for algebras A as above. This observa-
tion will be useful below as we work with syntomic sites modulo pn.

4.4. The divided power sheaves J
[r]
Yn/Sn

on the syntomic site. In this section, we

make some observations on the divided power sheaves J
[r]
Yn/Sn

on the (small) syntomic

site. Recall that X is a smooth proper scheme over R. We work with Y/S where

Y = X and S is either Spec(R), Spec(R̃) or Spec(W (k)), or where Y = X and
S = Spec(R).
Given integers n > 0 and r ≥ 0, consider the following presheaf on the small

syntomic site (Y )syn:

J
[r]
Yn/Sn

: U 7→ H0
cris(U/Sn, J

[r]
Un/Sn

), ∀U ∈ (Yn)syn.

Lemma 4.18. With notations as above,

(1) J
[r]
Yn/Sn

is a sheaf on (Yn)syn.

(2) We have isomorphisms

Hi
cris(Yn/Sn, J

[r]
Yn/Sn

) ≃ Hi
syn−cris(Yn/Sn, J

[r]
Yn/Sn

) ≃ Hi
syn(Yn,J

[r]
Yn/Sn

).

Proof. The second part is a consequence of the first part, Corollary B.9, and Theorem

4.3. The first part follows from the fact that J
[r]
Yn/Sn

is the push-forward of the

analogous divided power sheaf on the corresponding syntomic-crystalline site. �

We now explain how to define ϕr (for 0 ≤ r ≤ p − 1) and ∇ on J
[r]
Yn/Sn

when

S = Spec(R). We first consider the case when Y = X. Let CYn ⊂ (Yn)syn denote the
full subcategory of affine schemes Spec(A) over Yn such that A ≃ Rn[x1, . . . , xm]/I
where I is a Koszul-regular ideal. Since X is syntomic (in fact smooth) over R, to
define a morphism of sheaves on (Yn)syn, it suffices to construct such a morphism
when restricted to this subcategory.
Consider Spec(A(0)) ∈ CYn whereA(0) ≃ Rn[x1, . . . , xm]/(f1, . . . fc) such that (f1, . . . , fc)

is Koszul-regular, and let A(i) := Rn[x
1
pi

1 , . . . , x
1
pi

m ]/(f1, . . . fc). Let A = lim
−→i

A(i)
∼=
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Rn[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m ]/(f1, . . . fc). By Lemma 4.18, we have an exact sequence

0→ J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A(0)) // J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A)
//// J

[r]
Yn/Sn

(A⊗A(0)
A) .

Note that J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A) = lim
−→i
J

[r]
Yn/Sn

(A(i)) = H0
cris(A/Sn, J

[r]
A/Sn

). By Corollary 4.16, ϕr

and ∇ are well-defined on both J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A) and J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A⊗A(0)
A), since A⊗A(0)

A ∼=

Rn[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

/p∞

m , y
1

p∞

1 , . . . , y
1

p∞

m ]/(f1(x), . . . fc(x), x1 − y1, . . . , xm − ym). By functo-

riality, ϕr and ∇ are compatible with the maps J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A)
// // J

[r]
Yn/Sn

(A⊗A(0)
A) .

Thus, we have an induced Frobenius ϕr : J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A(0)) → OYn/Sn(A(0)) and a flat

connection ∇ : OYn/Sn(A(0)) → OYn/Sn(A(0)) ⊗R Ω̂R resulting from the exact se-
quence above (as an application of Corollary 4.16). Moreover, we may view R

and Ω̂R as constant sheaves. The differential d : R → Ω̂R can then be viewed as
a morphism of constant sheaves. It follows that we have a morphism of sheaves

∇ : OYn/Sn → OYn/Sn ⊗R Ω̂R which is a connection in the following sense. For local
sections f of R and s of OYn/Sn , ∇(sf) = sdf + ∇(s). Moreover, ∇2 = 0 (where

∇ : OYn/Sn ⊗R Ω̂R → OYn/Sn ⊗R Ω̂2
R is defined in the usual way).

We claim that this construction is functorial for maps h : A(0) → B(0) in CYn ,

and so does not depend on the presentation A(0) = Rn[x1, . . . , xm]/(f1, . . . fc). First

note that for any a ∈ Rn[x1, . . . , xm], we have Rn[x1, . . . , xm, xm+1]/(xm+1 − a) ∼=
Rn[x1, . . . , xm], and (f1, . . . , fc, xm+1 − a) is Koszul-regular in Rn[x1, . . . , xm, xm+1].
The natural mapA(0) = Rn[x1, . . . , xm]/(f1, . . . fc)→ Rn[x1, . . . , xm, xm+1]/(f1, . . . , fc, xm+1−

a) lifts to a map A→ Rn[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m , x
1

p∞

m+1]/(f1, . . . , fc, xm+1 − a). Via a diagram

chase, we deduce that using the presentation Rn[x1, . . . , xm, xm+1]/(f1, . . . , fc, xm+1−
a) for A(0) gives the same ϕr and ∇. Now, if B(0)

∼= Rn[y1, . . . , yℓ]/(g1, . . . , gs),

then there exists a map ĥ : Rn[x1, . . . , xm] → Rn[y1, . . . , yℓ] which lifts h. Further-
more, we may use the presentation B(0)

∼= Rn[y1, . . . , yℓ, z1, . . . , zm]/(g1, . . . , gs, z1 −

ĥ(x1), . . . , zm − ĥ(xm)). Then ĥ extends to a morphism

ĥ : A→ B := Rn[y
1

p∞

1 , . . . , y
1

p∞

ℓ , z
1

p∞

1 , . . . , z
1

p∞

m ]/(g1, . . . , gs, z1− ĥ(x1), . . . , zm− ĥ(xm))

given by ĥ(x
1
pr

i ) = z
1
pr

i . Thus, ĥ induces a map J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A) → J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(B) which is

compatible with the map J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(A(0)) → J
[r]
Yn/Sn

(B(0)) induced by h, and a diagram

chase gives the desired functoriality. This completes the construction of ϕr and ∇
when Y = X , and by construction they satisfy the properties analogous to those
stated in Corollary 4.16. We also remark that these constructions are natural in Yn.

When Y = X , we construct Frobenius and connection on J
[r]
Yn/Sn

in an analogous

manner, starting with A(0) = Rn[x1, . . . , xm]/(f1, . . . , fc) (where fi’s form a regular

sequence), and setting A = R̃n[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m ]/(f1, . . . , fc). Note that R̃ is a direct
limit of syntomic covers of R, and therefore A is a direct limit of syntomic covers of
A(0).
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The following corollary summarizes the above discussion.

Corollary 4.19. Suppose Yn = Xn or Xn. Let 0 ≤ r ≤ p− 1 and 0 ≤ i ≤ p− 1.

(1) There are natural (in Yn) morphisms ϕr : J
[r]
Yn/Rn

→ OYn/Rn in (Yn)syn such

that ϕr is ϕ-semilinear, and for r ≤ p− 2, ϕr|J [r+1]
Yn/Rn

= pϕr+1.

(2) There is a natural flat connection ∇ : OYn/Rn → OYn/Rn ⊗R Ω̂R such that:

(a) ∇(J
[r]
Yn/Rn

) ⊂ J
[r−1]
Yn/Rn

⊗R Ω̂R.

(b) ∇ ◦ ϕr = (ϕr−1 ⊗ dϕ1) ◦ ∇ (when r = 0, ϕ−1 is understood to be pϕ0).

(3) There are natural morphisms ϕr : H
i
cris(Yn/Rn, J

[r]
Yn/Rn

)→ Hi
cris(Yn/Rn,OYn/Rn)

and connection ∇r : H
i
cris(Yn/Rn, J

[r]
Yn/Rn

) → Hi
cris(Yn/Rn, J

[r−1]
Yn/Rn

) ⊗R Ω̂R sat-

isfying the analogous properties as in (1) and (2). When Yn = Xn, each

Hi
cris(Yn/Rn, J

[j]
Yn/Rn

) is finite as an Rn-module, and

(Hi
cris(Yn/Rn,OYn/Rn),H

i
cris(Yn/Rn, J

[r]
Yn/Rn

), ϕr,∇r)

gives an object of MF∇,big(R). When Yn = Xn, the above tuple also gives an
object of MF∇,big(R) if we set in addition that Fj = 0 (so ϕj = 0 = ∇j) for
j ≥ p.

Proof. It remains to prove the last assertion. By passing to cohomology and using

Lemma 4.18, we see that the resulting data (Hi
cris(Yn/Rn,OYn/Rn),H

i
cris(Yn/Rn, J

[r]
Yn/Rn

), ϕr,∇r)

satisfies the analogous properties as in (1) and (2). When Yn = Xn, each Hi
cris(Xn/Sn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

)

is a finite Rn-module by [Faltings(1999), Thm. 14] since X is proper and smooth over
R. Recall from Section 3.2 that we have the injective map

ᾱ : Hi
cris(Xn/Rn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

)/td → Hi
cris(Xd,n/Rd,n, J

[j]
Xd,n/Rd,n

)

given by crystalline base change. Since Hi
cris(Xs,n/Wn(k), J

[j]
Xs,n/Wn(k)

) = 0 for j ≥ p

by the classical Fontaine–Messing theory (see Theorem 1.2), we deduce by induction

on d and Nakayama’s Lemma that Hi
cris(Xn/Rn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

) = 0 for j ≥ p. This proves

(3). �

Remark 4.20. When Y = X and S is either Spec(R̃) or Spec(W (k)), we construct ϕr

for 0 ≤ r ≤ p − 1 on J
[r]
Yn/Sn

in an analogous manner. As before, these construction

are functorial in Yn.

Remark 4.21. For Xn/Rn, one can also prove the existence of ϕr and ∇ as in the
previous corollary via de Rham cohomology. In particular, one can identify crystalline
cohomology with de Rham cohomology, and directly construct ϕr. In this case, ∇
is the usual Gauss–Manin connection. One can show that these two constructions
coincide.

Completion of proof of Theorem 3.1. The first part of the theorem is contained
in the previous corollary. It remains to prove the second part. Suppose we have a
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cartesian diagram

X ′ f //

��

X

��
Spec(R′) // Spec(R)

as in Theorem 3.1 (2). First note that it suffices to show that the following induced
diagram of sheaves on the syntomic site commutes:

J
[r]
Xn/Rn

//

ϕr

��

f∗J
[r]
X′

n/R
′

n

f∗(ϕr)

��
OXn/Rn

// f∗OX′
n/R

′
n

Assuming that the previous diagram commutes, we obtain the desired result from
the functoriality of the comparison isomorphisms between syntomic and crystalline
cohomology (see Remark B.4). We can check this locally on objects of the category
CXn ⊂ (Xn)syn. Let A0 ∈ CXn be as above, and similarly for A. Then A′

0 := A0 ⊗Rn

R′
n ∈ CX′

n
and we have A′ = A⊗Rn R

′
n. By construction of ϕr, it suffices to show that

the following diagram commutes:

J
[r]
Xn/Rn

(A) //

ϕr

��

J
[r]
X′

n/R
′

n
(A′)

ϕr

��
OXn/Rn(A) // OX′

n/R
′

n
(A′)

Moreover, by definition of ϕr, it suffices to show that the corresponding diagram with
ϕr replaced by ϕ commutes. We may further reduce to the setting where frobenius
on A/p is surjective. More precisely, we can consider A as in the paragraph before
Corollary 4.19. But then compatibility of Frobenius follows from the fact that R→ R′

is compatible with Frobenius and Witt vector functoriality. �

We simplify notation by setting J
[r]

n := J
[r]

Xn/Wn(k)
, J̃

[r]
n := J

[r]

Xn/R̃n
, J

[r]
n := J

[r]

Xn/Rn
,

and as before J
[0]
Yn/Sn

= OYn/Sn and J̃
[0]
Yn/Sn

= ÕYn/Sn . The natural inclusions W (k) ⊂

R ⊂ R̃ and functoriality of crystalline cohomology induce the following morphisms
on the syntomic site of Xn:

J
[r]

n
i
→ J [r]

n

j
→ J̃ [r]

n .

Proposition 4.22. Let 0 ≤ r ≤ p− 2.

(1) i is injective and compatible with ϕr. Furthermore, it induces an isomorphism

J
[r]

n ≃ (J
[r]
n )∇=0.

(2) j is surjective and compatible with ϕr. Moreover, j ◦ i is the identity map.

Proof. It suffices to prove the assertions at the level of sections on SpecA where A
is assumed to be as in Proposition 4.4 and Proposition 4.7. Using the isomorphism
f in Lemma 4.11 to identify these local sections, i and j can be identified with the
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morphisms Acris,n(A) → Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉 → Acris,n(A) where the first map is
the natural inclusion and the second map is induced by Xi 7→ 0. Both maps are
compatible with ϕr, and

(Acris,n(A)〈X1, . . . , Xd〉)
∇=0 = Acris,n(A).

�

The following lemma will be used later to build the comparison map between
crystalline and étale cohomology.

Lemma 4.23. For 0 ≤ r ≤ p− 2, the map ϕr − 1: J̃
[r]
n → Õn is surjective.

Proof. By Lemma 4.13, we are reduced to showing the desired surjectivity for the case

n = 1. Let U = Spec(A) with A as in Lemma 4.13 (2), i.e. A = R̃n[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m ]/(f1, . . . , fc)

and Frobenius on A1 is surjective. In this case, ϕr−1: J̃
[r]
1 (U)→ Õ1(U) can be iden-

tified with ϕr − 1: J
[r]

WPD
1 (A♭

1)
→ WPD

1 (A♭
1). It suffices to show for any y ∈ WPD

1 (A♭
1),

there exists a direct limit of syntomic A-algebras B such that ϕ on B is surjective

(we are assuming n = 1) and that there exists x ∈ J
[r]

WPD
1 (B♭

1)
satisfying ϕr(x)−x = y.

Moreover, it suffices to find such an algebra B and x ∈ J
[r]

WPD
1 (B♭

1)
so that ϕr(x)−x ≡ y

mod J
[p−1]

WPD
1 (B♭

1)
, since ϕr on J

[p−1]

WPD
1 (B♭

1)
is 0.

We are reduced to showing that given y = (y(i))i≥0 ∈ A♭
1
∼= W1(A

♭
1), we can

find B and x as above such that ϕr(x) − x ≡ y mod J
[p−1]

WPD
1 (B♭

1)
. Replacing A by a

suitable direct limit of syntomic A-algebras if necessary, we have a non-zero element
(qi)i≥0 ∈ A♭

1 such that q0 = −p. Let z = [(qi)] + p ∈ W (A♭
1), and write z̄ = z

mod p ∈ WPD
1 (A♭

1). Note that ϕr(z̄
r) − 1 ∈ J

[p−1]

WPD
1 (A♭

1)
. Let B(0) = A[X ]/(Xp −

qr1X − y(1)), which is syntomic over A, and consider B = lim
−→j

B(j) where B(j+1) :=

B(j)[(Tb)b∈B(j) ]/((T
p
b − b)b∈B(j)) for j ≥ 0. Let w = (w(i))i≥0 ∈ B♭

1 such that w(1) ∈ B

is the image of X in B, and let x = z̄rw ∈ J
[r]

WPD
1 (B♭

1)
. Since w(1) in B satisfies the

equation Xp − qr1X − y(1) = 0, we conclude that ϕr(x)− x ≡ y mod J
[p−1]

WPD
1 (B♭

1)
. �

The cohomology groups Hi
syn(Xn,J

[r]
n ) have a natural GR-action, and there are

several equivalent ways to define this action. Given an element g ∈ GR, we have
a natural induced morphism of the corresponding syntomic topoi, and moreover a

natural morphism g∗(J
[r]
n ) → J

[r]
n or equivalently a morphism J

[r]
n → g∗J

[r]
n . The

latter morphism is given by an application of crystalline functoriality. We recall an
explicit construction of this action to see that this morphism is ϕr-compatible. Con-
sider U0 = Spec(A0) with A0 = Rn[x1, . . . , xm]/I, where I is a Koszul-regular ideal
and A0 is flat over Rn. For each g ∈ GR, g(I) ⊂ Rn[x1, . . . , xm] is a Koszul-regular
ideal and g(A0) := Rn[x1, . . . , xm]/g(I) is Rn-flat. By functoriality of crystalline co-
homology, the g-semi-linear map A0 → g(A0) of Rn-algebras induces a morphism

J
[r]
n (U0) → J

[r]
n (g(U0)) of Rn-algebras, where g(U0) := Spec(g(A0)). We have a sim-

ilar statement for U = Spec(A) with A = R[x
1

p∞

1 , . . . , x
1

p∞

m ]/I. By Remark 4.12, the
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induced map J
[r]
n (U) = FrOAcris,n(A) → J

[r]
n (g(U)) = FrOAcris,n(g(A)) is compati-

ble with ϕr and connection. By a similar argument as above using exact sequences
of the form

J
[r]
n (U0) // J

[r]
n (U)

//// J
[r]
n (U ×U0 U) ,

we conclude that the natural induced GR-action on J
[r]
n is compatible with ϕr, connec-

tion and natural map J
[r]
n → J

[r−1]
n . Consequently, the GR-action on Hi

syn(Xn,J
[r]
n )

is compatible with ϕr and connection.

Remark 4.24. TheGR-action can also be defined directly over the crystalline-syntomic
site or the crystalline site via functoriality. These are all compatible with the action
defined above by the comparison isomorphisms between these cohomology groups.

For 0 ≤ r ≤ p− 2, consider the following sheaf on (Xn)syn:

S [r]
n := (J [r]

n )ϕr=1,∇=0.

Since the GR-action on J
[r]
n is compatible with ϕr and connection, we have a natural

induced GR-action on S
[r]
n and thus on Hi

syn(Xn, S
[r]
n ). By Proposition 4.22, we have

S
[r]
n = (J̃

[r]
n )ϕr=1, and by Lemma 4.23, we have an exact sequence over (Xn)syn:

(9) 0 // S
[r]
n

// J̃
[r]
n

ϕr−1 // Õn
// 0.

We shall use this sequence in the following sections to construct the desired compar-
ison map from crystalline to etale cohomology.

4.5. Construction of the comparison map, Part 1. We now construct a natural
GR-equivariant morphism for i ≤ r ≤ p− 2:

ιR : Tcris(H
i
cris(Xn/Rn))(r)→ Hi

syn(Xn, S
[r]
n ).

First, consider the natural GR-equivariant ‘Kunneth’ morphisms:

α′
R : H

0
cris(Rn/Rn)⊗Rn Hi

cris(Xn/Rn) −→ Hi
cris(Xn/Rn)

and

β ′
R :

r⊕

j=0

(
H0

cris(Rn/Rn, J
[j]

Rn/Rn
)⊗Rn Hi

cris(Xn/Rn, J
[r−j]
Xn/Rn

)
)
−→ Hi

cris(Xn/Rn, J
[r]

Xn/Rn
).

By Corollary 4.9 and Lemma 4.18, we obtain GR-equivariant morphisms:

αR : OAcris,n(R)⊗Rn Hi
syn(Xn,OXn/Rn) −→ Hi

syn(Xn,OXn/Rn
),

βR :

r⊕

j=0

(
FjOAcris,n(R)⊗Rn Hi

syn(Xn,J
[r−j]
Xn/Rn

)
)
−→ Hi

syn(Xn,J
[r]

Xn/Rn
).

By construction, ϕr and ∇ on J
[r]
Yn/Sn

are functorial in Yn, and so the morphisms

αR and βR are compatible with these structures. When i ≤ p − 2, by Theorem 3.1,

M := (Hi
cris(Xn/Rn),H

i
cris(Xn/Rn, J

[j]
Xn/Rn

), ϕj,∇) is an object in MF
[0,i]
∇ (R), and thus
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admits an adapted basis by Remark 2.10. It follows that βR induces the following
map (which we also denote by βR):

βR : F
r(OAcris,n(R)⊗Rn Hi

cris(Xn/Rn)) −→ Hi
syn(Xn,J

[r]

Xn/Rn
).

A similar construction involving R̃n, X̃ := R̃×R X , and J̃
[r]
n gives natural maps

αR̃ : Acris,n(R)⊗RnH
i
cris(Xn/Rn) ∼= Acris,n(R)⊗R̃n

Hi
cris(X̃n/R̃n) −→ Hi

cris(Xn/R̃n) ∼= Hi
syn(Xn, Õn),

βR̃ : F
r(Acris,n(R)⊗Rn Hi

cris(Xn/Rn)) −→ Hi
cris(Xn/R̃n, J

[r]

Xn/R̃n
) ∼= Hi

syn(Xn, J̃
[r]
n ).

Here we use the isomorphism Hi
cris(X̃n/R̃n) ∼= R̃⊗RHi

cris(Xn/Rn), which follows from
Theorem A.2 and Lemma 4.1.
Consider the natural map from Tcris(M) to the kernel of the map

ϕr − 1: Hi
syn(Xn,J

[r]
n )∇=0 → Hi

syn(Xn,On)
∇=0.

We obtain the commutative diagram

(10) Tcris(M)(r) //

��

Hi
syn(Xn,J

[r]
n )∇=0 ϕr−1 //

��

Hi
syn(Xn,On)

∇=0

��

K // Hi
syn(Xn, J̃

[r]
n )

ϕr−1 // Hi
syn(Xn, Õn)

where K denotes the kernel of the bottom horizontal map ϕr − 1.

Proposition 4.25. For i ≤ r ≤ p−2, we have a natural isomorphism Hi
syn(X,S

[r]
n ) ∼=

K such that the induced morphism ιR : Tcris(M)(r)→ Hi
syn(Xn, S

[r]
n ) is compatible with

GR-actions.

Proof. The exact sequence (9) yields the long-exact sequence

· · · → Hi
syn(Xn, S

[r]
n ) // Hi

syn(Xn, J̃
[r]
n )

ϕr−1 // Hi
syn(Xn, Õn) // Hi+1

syn (Xn, S
[r]
n )→ · · · .

It suffices to prove that ϕr − 1 is surjective for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 3 and i ≤ r ≤ p − 2.
Consider the commutative diagram

Fr(Acris,n(R)⊗Rn Hi
cris(Xn/Rn))

β
R̃

��

ϕr−1// // Acris,n(R)⊗Rn Hi
cris(Xn/Rn)

α
R̃≀

��

Hi
syn(Xn, J̃

[r]
n )

ϕr−1 // Hi
syn(Xn, Õn)

By Theorem 2.21, ϕr− 1 in the top row is surjective. Since αR̃ is an isomorphism by
Lemma 4.26 below, we conclude that the bottom row is surjective.

Thus, we obtain a morphism ιR : Tcris(M)(r)→ Hi
syn(Xn, S

[r]
n ). It remains to check

that ιR is compatible with GR-actions. Note that this is not obvious a priori because

J̃
[r]
n does not have a natural GR-action (although it has a natural G∞-action). By
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Proposition 4.22, we can identify J
[r]

n
∼= J̃

[r]
n and get the following commutative

diagram

Tcris(M)(r)

''❖❖
❖

❖

❖

❖

❖

❖

❖

❖

❖

❖

--
Hi

syn(Xn,J
[r]

n )

≃

((PP
P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

� � // Hi
syn(Xn,J

[r]
n )

��

Hi
syn(Xn, S

[r]
n )

?�

OO

� � // Hi
syn(Xn, J̃

[r]
n )

In particular, the GR-equivariant map Tcris(M)(r) → Hi
syn(Xn,J

[r]
n ) factors through

ιR with Hi
syn(Xn, S

[r]
n )→ Hi

syn(Xn,J
[r]
n ) being injective, and thus ιR isGR-equivariant.

�

Lemma 4.26. For i ≤ p− 3, αR̃ is an isomorphism.

Proof. The usual base change map in crystalline cohomology (see Appendix A) gives
rise to a hypertor spectral sequence with

Em,q
2 = Hm(Acris,n(R)⊗L

R̃n
Hq

cris(X̃n/R̃n,OX̃n/R̃n
))

which converges to

Hm+q
cris (Xn/R̃n,OXn/R̃n

).

Note that the Ep,q
2 terms are concentrated in the second quadrant, and after reindexing

cochain complexes to chain complexes, we have

Torm
R̃n
(Acris,n(R), Hq

cris(X̃n/R̃n,OX̃n/R̃n
)) = H−m(Acris,n(R)⊗L

R̃n
Hq

cris(X̃n/R̃n,OX̃n/R̃n
)).

For i ≤ p − 2, Hi
cris(Xn/Rn,OXn/Rn) is a Fontaine–Laffaille module, so by Theorem

2.9, it is a direct sum of R/pmℓR for some integers mℓ’s. By the flat base change

Rn → R̃n, H
q
cris(X̃n/R̃n,OX̃n/R̃n

) is a direct sum of R̃/pmℓR̃ for some integers mℓ’s

when q ≤ p− 2. Since Acris,n(R) is Z/pnZ-flat, we have Em,q
2 = 0 when q ≤ p− 2 and

m < 0. Hence, αR̃ is an isomorphism when i ≤ p− 3. �

Remark 4.27. We do not know whether Acris(R) is flat over R̃ in general, in which
case αR̃ would be an isomorphism for any i.

4.6. Construction of the comparison map, Part 2. Following the approach of
Fontaine–Messing, we explain how to obtain a natural GR-equivariant morphism

Hi
syn(Xn, S

[r]
n )→ Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/p

nZ(r)).

For any Z-module A, we denote by Â its p-adic completion. For X = X ×R R

as before, let X̂ be the corresponding p-adic formal scheme. We shall construct a
diagram of topoi

(Xn)syn
ι // X̂syn−ét

i // Xsyn−ét (XR[1/p])ét
joo

and a sheaf S
[r]
n on Xsyn−ét whose restriction to X̂syn−ét is ι∗(S

[r]
n ) and whose pull-back

to (XR[1/p])ét is Z/pnZ(r).3 This will allow us to construct the desired comparison

3In the following, we work with the small sites.
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map. The constructions below follow the approach of Fontaine–Messing very closely.
The main technical modification is that instead of passing to the rigid analytic generic

fiber in defining the site X̂syn−ét, we work directly with restricted power series alge-
bras.

We begin by defining the syntomic-étale site of the p-adic formal scheme X̂ . For

any morphism of p-adic affine formal schemes g : SpfB → SpfA over X̂ , we say
g is syntomic if for each integer m ≥ 1, the associated morphism Am → Bm is
syntomic. We say g has étale generic fiber if it is of finite presentation, and the
associated ring map A[1

p
] → B[1

p
] is flat and the universal finite differential module

Ωf

B[ 1
p
]/A[ 1

p
]
is 0. Note that if g has étale generic fiber, then B has a presentation

B = A〈X1, . . . , Xm〉/(P1, . . . , Pm) such that the Jacobian J = det ( ∂Pi

∂Xj
) is invertible

in B[1
p
]. The objects of the (small) syntomic-étale site of X̂ are defined to be the

morphisms of p-adic formal schemes Y → X̂ which are locally quasi-finite, syntomic,
and have étale generic fiber. The topology is generated by surjective families of open
immersions and finite surjective families of locally quasi-finite syntomic morphisms
having étale generic fibers with source and target both affine schemes. From the

immersion Xn → X̂ , we have a natural morphism of topoi

ι : (Xn)syn → X̂syn−ét

where ι∗ is given by ι∗(F )(Y ) = F (Yn).

Lemma 4.28. For any n ≥ 1, ι∗ is an exact functor.

Proof. By [Stacks Project(2023), Tag 0570], it suffices to prove that ifA is a p-adically
complete p-torsion free R-algebra and f : An → B is a syntomic quasi-finite mor-
phism, then locally B can be lifted to a p-adically complete R-algebra B and f can
be lifted to f̃ : A → B such that SpfB → SpfA is syntomic, quasi-finite with étale
generic fiber. By [Stacks Project(2023), Tag 0DWJ], locally B can be written as B =
An[X1, . . . , Xm]/(g1, . . . , gm) such that An → B is a relative global complete intersec-
tion. Consider the syntomic mapB → B′ := An[Y1, . . . , Ym]/(g1(Y

pn+1
), . . . , gm(Y

pn+1
))

given by Xi 7→ Y pn+1

i , and let B = A〈Y1, . . . , Ym〉/(ĝ1(Y
pn+1

)+ pnY1, . . . , ĝm(Y
pn+1

) +
pnYm) where A〈Y1, . . . , Ym〉 denotes the p-adic completion of A[Y1, . . . , Ym] and ĝi is
a lift of gi. Note that B/pnB = B′.

Letting g̃i = ĝi(Y
pn+1

) + pnYi, we claim that (g̃1, . . . , g̃m) is Koszul-regular in
A〈Y1, . . . , Ym〉. For the Koszul complexK•(g̃1, . . . , g̃m), we have Hi(K•(g̃1, . . . , g̃m))/p

nHi(K•(g̃1, . . . , g̃m))
0 for i > 0 since An → B′ is syntomic and A〈Y1, . . . , Ym〉 is p-torsion free. Since the
terms in K•(g̃1, . . . , g̃m) is p-adically complete, it follows that Hi(K•(g̃1, . . . , g̃m)) = 0
for i > 0. Moreover, B is p-torsion free by [Stacks Project(2023), Tag 068M].

Hence, the map f̃ : A → B is quasi-finite, syntomic, and has étale generic fiber. �

For ι : (Xn)syn → (X̂)syn−ét, we write S
[r]
n for ι∗S

[r]
n and (J

[r]
n )ϕr=1 for ι∗(J

[r]
n )ϕr=1

to simplify notations. By the previous lemma, we have

Hi((Xn)syn, S
[r]
n ) ∼= Hi(X̂syn−ét, S

[r]
n ),

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0570
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0DWJ
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/068M


44 TONG LIU, YONG SUK MOON, AND DEEPAM PATEL

and similarly for (J
[r]
n )ϕr=1.

We define the syntomic-étale site ofX so that the objects are morphisms f : U → X
which are syntomic, locally quasi-finite, and f ⊗R R[1

p
] is étale. The topology is

generated by surjective families of open immersions and finite surjective families
of locally quasi-finite syntomic morphisms with source and target both affine. By
definition, we have a natural morphism of topoi j : (XR[ 1

p
])ét → Xsyn−ét. Similarly,

we have a natural morphism of topoi i : X̂syn−ét → Xsyn−ét as follows. If SpecB is

an affine object of the syntomic-étale site of X , then i∗F (SpecB) := F (SpfB̂). We
obtain a description of i∗ via the following lemma.

Lemma 4.29. Let SpecA be Zariski open in X, and B a p-adically complete algebra

equipped with a syntomic, quasi-finite morphism f̃ : Â → B with étale generic fiber.
Then there exists a syntomic, quasi-finite map f : A → B with étale generic fiber

such that B̂ = B and f̂ = f̃ .

Proof. Choose a presentation B = Â〈X1, . . . , Xm〉/(P1, . . . , Pm) such that J = det ( ∂Pi

∂Xj
) ∈

Â〈X1, . . . , Xm〉 is invertible in B[1
p
]. Then there exist a, a1, . . . , am ∈ Â〈X1, . . . , Xm〉

such that

(11) Ja = pr +

m∑

i=1

aiPi

for some integer r ≥ 0. For each i = 1, . . . , m, let Qi ∈ A[X1, . . . , Xm] such that Qi ≡

Pi mod p3r+1 in Â〈X1, . . . , Xm〉. Let B = A[X1, . . . , Xm]/(Q1, . . . , Qm). Note that by

a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.28, (Q1, . . . , Qm) ⊂ Â〈X1, . . . , Xm〉 is

Koszul-regular and B̂ is p-torsion free. We claim that there exists a unique Â-algebra

map h : B → B̂ which is the identity map mod p3r+1.

To prove the claim, we construct a compatible system of Â-algebra maps hn : B →
B̂/pnB̂ for each integer n ≥ 3r + 1 inductively as follows. Let h3r+1 be given by

Xi 7→ Xi. Suppose for n ≥ 3r + 1, hn is given by Xi 7→ Xi + ui where ui ∈ p2r+1B̂.

Then Pi(X1 + u1, . . . , Xm + um) ∈ pnB̂ for each i. By Taylor series expansion, we
have

Pi(X+ u+ µ) = Pi(X+ u) +
m∑

ℓ=1

∂Pi

∂Xℓ

(X+ u) · µℓ +
∑

|b|≥2

∂bPi

∂Xb
(X+ u) ·

µb

b!

where b = (b1, . . . , bm) ∈ Nm denotes a multi-index in the last term. From equation

(11), there exist µ1, . . . , µm ∈ pn−rB̂, uniquely determined mod pn−r+1B̂, such that

Pi(X + u) +
∑m

ℓ=1
∂Pi

∂Xℓ
(X + u) · µℓ ∈ pn+1B̂, and thus Pi(X + u + µ) ∈ pn+1B̂ for

each i. This proves the claim. Similarly, there exists a unique Â-algebra map B̂ → B

which is the identity mod p3r+1, and therefore h : B → B̂ is an isomorphism.

Since B is finitely presented over A and B̂ is p-torsion free, we have that B is
p-torsion free. Let j ∈ B be the jacobian. Then for some g, b ∈ B, we have jg =
pr+pr+1b = pr(1+pb). If we replace B by B[ 1

1+pb
], then the map f : A→ B has étale
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generic fiber. Furthermore, since A → B is syntomic, A/pA → B/pB is flat, and
thus f : A→ B is flat. It follows that f : A→ B satisfies the desired properties. �

We may now define i∗F as the sheafification of the presheaf B 7→ lim
−→

F (B′), where

lim
−→

F (B′) is the filtered colimit of the commutative diagrams

B //

  ❆
❆

❆

❆

❆

❆

❆

❆

B′

��
B

such that B is a fixed choice of a ring satisfying the conditions in Lemma 4.29,

B → B′ is étale, and the map B′ → B induces an isomorphism B̂′ ∼= B. We
claim that lim

−→
F (B′) does not depend on the choice of B, and i∗F is well-defined.

For this, suppose B and B′ are A-algebras both satisfying the conditions in Lemma
4.29, and let B′′ ⊂ B be the A-algebra given by the image of the induced map
B ⊗A B′ → B. Then we claim that the maps B → B′′ and B′ → B′′ are étale, and
B′′ also satisfies the conditions in Lemma 4.29. First, note that for each n ≥ 1, the

induced map B/pnB → B′′/pnB′′ is an isomorphism, and B̂′′ ∼= B. In particular,
A/pA → B′′/pB′′ is flat, and B′′ is p-torsion free as B′′ ⊂ B. Write R = lim

−→η
Rη

where the limit goes over finite normal R-algebras Rη ⊂ R such that Rη[
1
p
]/R[1

p
] is

étale. Then there exists an index α, finitely generated flat Rα-algebra Aα, and finitely
generated Aα-algebra Bα such that A ∼= lim

−→
η≥α

Aα ⊗Rα Rη and B′′ ∼= lim
−→
η≥α

Bα ⊗Rα Rη.

For indices η ≥ α, denote Aη = Aα ⊗Rα Rη and Bη = Bα ⊗Rα Rη. Then there exists
an index β ≥ α such that Aβ/pAβ → Bβ/pBβ is flat. Furthermore, the natural map

Tor
Aη

1 (Bη, Aη/pAη) ⊗Rη Rλ → TorAλ
1 (Bλ, Aλ/pAλ) is surjective for any λ ≥ η ≥ β.

Since TorA1 (B
′′, A/pA) = 0, we have Tor

Aγ

1 (Bγ, Aγ/pAγ) = 0 for some γ ≥ β. Then
by the local criterion of flatness, Bγ is flat over Aγ, and so B′′ is flat over A. By a
similar argument, we deduce that B′′ is flat over both B and B′. Since (B⊗AB

′)[1
p
] is

étale over B[1
p
] and (B ⊗A B′)[1

p
]→ B′′[1

p
] is a closed immersion, B′′[1

p
] is unramified

over B[1
p
]. Since B/pB ∼= B′′/pB′′, B′′ is unramified over B and so it is étale over B.

Similarly, B′′ is étale over B′.
We denote Bh := lim

−→
B′ where the colimit is taken over the diagrams as above. Note

that Bh is the henselization of B with respect to (p) as defined in [Raynaud(1970)].

Proposition 4.30. The functor G 7→ (i∗G, j∗G,α) is an equivalence of categories
between the category of sheaves on Xsyn−ét to the category of triples (F,H, α) where

F is a sheaf on (X̂)syn−ét, H a sheaf on (XR[1/p])ét, and α : F → i∗j∗H a morphism.

Furthermore, i∗ is exact, and the functor j! from the category of sheaves on (XR[ 1
p
])ét

to that on Xsyn−ét given by j!(G) := (0, j∗G, 0) is exact. For any sheaf G on Xsyn−ét,
the sequence

0→ j!j
∗G→ G→ i∗i

∗G→ 0

is exact.
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Proof. Note that for any sheaf F on (X̂)syn−ét, we have i∗i∗F ∼= F and j∗i∗F ∼= 0.
And for any sheaf H on (XR[ 1

p
])ét, j

∗j∗H ∼= H .

For a sheaf G on Xsyn−ét, consider the commutative diagram

G //

��

i∗i
∗G

��
j∗j

∗G // i∗i
∗j∗j

∗G

We claim that it is cartesian. Consider the natural morphism G→ i∗i
∗G×(i∗i∗j∗j∗G)

j∗j
∗G. Since i∗ and j∗ are exact,

i∗(i∗i
∗G×(i∗i∗j∗j∗G) j∗j

∗G) ∼= i∗i∗i
∗G×(i∗i∗i∗j∗j∗G) i

∗j∗j
∗G ∼= i∗G×i∗j∗j∗G i

∗j∗j
∗G ∼= i∗G,

j∗(i∗i
∗G×(i∗i∗j∗j∗G) j∗j

∗G) ∼= j∗i∗i
∗G×(j∗i∗i∗j∗j∗G) j

∗j∗j
∗G ∼= 0×0 j

∗G ∼= j∗G.

Thus, the morphism G→ i∗i
∗G×(i∗i∗j∗j∗G) j∗j

∗G is an isomorphism. This proves that
the diagram is cartesian, which implies the first statement.
The exactness of i∗ follows from its definition. The remaining statements are direct

consequences. �

We now construct a sheaf S
[r]
n on Xsyn−ét such that i∗S

[r]
n = S

[r]
n and j∗S

[r]
n =

Z/pnZ(r). By Proposition 4.30, this is equivalent to defining a map α : S
[r]
n →

i∗j∗Z/pnZ(r). For a map f̃ : Â → B with f : A → B as in Lemma 4.29, we need

to define a functorial map S
[r]
n (B) → Z/pnZ(r)(Bh[1

p
]). If we write R = lim

−→η
Rη as

above, then there exists an index λ, finitely generated smooth Rλ-algebra Aλ, and
finitely generated Aλ-algebra Bλ with fλ : Aλ → Bλ such that A ∼= lim

−→
η≥λ

Aλ ⊗Rλ
Rη

and B ∼= lim
−→
η≥λ

Bλ⊗Rλ
Rη, and fλ is syntomic and quasi-finite having étale generic fiber

inducing f . Moreover, by taking large enough Rλ, we can assume that Rλ contains
a primitive pn-th root of 1.

Note that S
[r]
n (B) = S

[r]
n (B/pn) = S

[r]
n (B/pn) = lim

−→η
S
[r]
n (Bη/p

n), and Z/pnZ(r)(Bh[1
p
]) =

lim
−→η

Z/pnZ(r)(Bh
η [

1
p
]). Denote A′ = Aλ and B′ = Bλ. Since π0(Spec((B

′)h[1
p
])) =

π0(Spec(B̂
′[1
p
])) by [Ferrand and Raynaud(1970), Cor. 4.4], it suffices to construct a

functorial morphism S
[r]
n (B′/pn)→ Z/pnZ(r)(B̂′[1

p
]).

Since B̂′[1
p
] is étale over Â′[1

p
] and Noetherian, we can write B̂′[1

p
] ∼=

∏ℓ
a=1 B

′
a

where each B′
a is an integral domain which is regular and thus normal. Each B′

a is

an affinoid algebra over R[1
p
], and we denote by B̊′

a the subring of B′
a consisting of

elements with spectral norm ≤ 1. Note that B̊′
a is integrally closed in B′

a and thus is

a normal domain. We have a natural map S
[r]
n (B′/pn) →

∏ℓ
a=1 S

[r]
n (B̊′

a/p
n). On the

other hand, Z/pnZ(r)(B̂′[1
p
]) ∼=

∏ℓ
a=1(µpn(R[1

p
])⊗r)a.

Let E = Frac(A′) equipped with the p-adic valuation, and let C be the p-adic

completion of the algebraic closure of Ê. For each a = 1, . . . , ℓ, choose an embedding

B′
a → C, which induces an embedding B̊′

a → OC . This induces a map S
[r]
n (B̊′

a/p
n)→
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S
[r]
n (OC/p

n). Note that C contains R[1
p
]. We claim that S

[r]
n (OC/p

n) = µpn(R[1
p
])⊗r.

Indeed, we have S
[r]
n (OC) = H0

cris(OC,n/Rn, J
[r]
OC,n/Rn

)ϕr=1,∇=0. Since ϕ : OC/p →

OC/p is surjective, we have by Proposition 4.7 and Lemma 4.11

S [r]
n (OC) = H0

cris(OC,n/Rn, J
[r]
OC,n/Rn

)ϕr=1,∇=0 = (FrAcris,n(OC))
ϕr=1 = µpn(C)⊗r

where the last equality uses the well-known result in [Fontaine(1982)]. We obtain the
desired morphism α in this way.

Proposition 4.31. The natural map H∗(Xsyn−ét,S
[r]
n ) → H∗(X̂syn−ét, S

[r]
n ) induced

by i is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition 4.30, we need to show H∗(Xsyn−ét, j!Z/pnZ) = 0. We have an
exact sequence

0→ j!(Z/p
nZ)→ Z/pnZ→ i∗(Z/p

nZ)→ 0.

Since i∗ is exact, it suffices to show that the natural map

H∗(Xsyn−ét,Z/p
nZ)→ H∗(X̂syn−ét,Z/p

nZ)

is an isomorphism.
By [Stacks Project(2023), Tag 0DDU], the natural map

H∗(X ét,Z/p
nZ)→ H∗(Xsyn−ét,Z/p

nZ)

induced by the Leray spectral sequence forXsyn−ét → X ét is an isomorphism since the
syntomic-étale topology on Xsyn−ét is finer than the étale topology and coarser than

the flat topology. Similarly, we have H∗(X̂ ét,Z/pnZ) ∼= H∗(X̂syn−ét,Z/pnZ). On the

other hand, the natural map H∗(X ét,Z/pnZ) → H∗(X̂ ét,Z/pnZ) is an isomorphism
by the proper base change theorem. �

By the previous proposition, we obtain a map

H∗
syn(Xn, S

[r]
n )→ H∗

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/p

nZ(r))

which is compatible with GR-actions.

4.7. Proof of the main theorem (Theorem 1.5). In summary, for i ≤ r ≤ p−2,
we have constructed a map

ι : Tcris(H
i
cris(Xn/Rn))(r)→ Hi

syn(Xn, S
[r]
n )→ Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/p

nZ(r))

which is compatible with GR-actions. On the other hand, consider the map bg : R→

Rg (which factors through R̃) together with a choice of an extension bg : R → Rg.
Setting Xg := X ×R Rg (viewed over Rg), we similarly obtain a GRg -equivariant map

ιg : Tcris(H
i
cris(Xg,n/Rg,n))(r)→ Hi

syn(Xg,n, S
[r]
g,n)→ Hi

ét(XRg[
1
p
],Z/p

nZ(r)).

The map R → Rg induces a map of topoi i : (Xg,n)syn → (Xn)syn, and we have

a natural map J
[r]

Xn/R̃n
→ i∗J

[r]

Xg,n/Rg,n
. By a similar argument as in the proof of

Theorem 3.1 (2), this map is compatible with ϕr. Therefore, we obtain a natural

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0DDU
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map Hi
syn(Xn, S

[r]
n ) → Hi

syn(Xg,n, S
[r]
g,n). The construction of the comparison map is

functorial, and we therefore have the following commutative diagram:

Tcris(H
i
cris(Xn/Rn))(r)

ι //

��

Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Z/p

nZ(r))

��

Tcris(H
i
cris(Xg,n/Rg,n))(r)

ιg // Hi
ét(XRg [

1
p
],Z/p

nZ(r))

Note that our construction for ιg is the same as that of [Fontaine and Messing(1987)],
and so ιg is an isomorphism. By Theorem A.2 and Corollary 2.23, the left vertical
map is an isomorphism. As the right vertical is also an isomorphism by the smooth
and proper base change for étale cohomology, we conclude that ι is an isomorphism.
This completes the proof of the main theorem.

5. Applications

We study some applications of Fontaine-Messing theory over R analogous to those
in the original setting of Fontaine–Messing (see [Fontaine and Messing(1987), §I 3,
4]).

5.1. Crystalline property of Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Qp). As before, we consider a smooth

proper schemeX over R. Let Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Zp) := lim

←−n
Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/p

nZ), T i := Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Zp)/(torsion)

and Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Qp) := Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Zp)⊗ZpQp. Let H

i
cris(X/R) := lim

←−n
Hi

cris(Xn/Rn) and

M i := Hi
cris(X/R)/(torsion). Recall that we say a finite continuous Qp-representation

V of GR is crystalline if the natural injective map

αcris : Dcris(V )⊗R[ 1
p
] OBcris(R)→ V ⊗Qp OBcris(R)

is an isomorphism, where OBcris(R) := OAcris(R)[1
p
, 1
β
] with β = log([ǫ̃]) as defined

before Remark 2.24 and Dcris(V ) := (V ⊗Qp OBcris(R))GR (see [Brinon(2008), Sec.
8]). In this subsection, OAcris(R) is an R-algebra via λ2.

Theorem 5.1. For i ≤ p− 2, the natural map

Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Zp)⊗Zp OAcris(R)[

1

p
]→ Hi

cris(X/R)⊗R OAcris(R)[
1

p
]

is injective, and its cokernel is killed by βi. In particular, Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Qp) is a crys-

talline representation of GR.

Proof. By our main theorem with r = i (Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 2.21), we have

T i(i) = Tcris(M
i)(i) := Fi(OAcris(R)⊗R M i)ϕi=1,∇=0 ⊂ OAcris(R)⊗R M i,

and M i is finite R-free with the same type as T i(i). Choose an R-basis {e1, . . . , em}
of M i and a Zp-basis {f1, . . . , fm} of T

i. Let A = (aij) be the m ×m matrix with
entries in OAcris(R) such that (f1, . . . , fm) = (e1, . . . , em)A. We claim that there
exists an m×m matrix B = (bij) with entries in OAcris(R)[1

p
] such that AB = βiIm.
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To prove the claim, we first projectMR := OAcris(R)⊗λ2,RM
i toM := Acris(R)⊗λ1,R

M via πM as in Lemma 2.20. By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.20,
we obtain the following commutative diagram:

T i(i) �
� // M

∇=0

R
� � //

∼=

""❊
❊

❊

❊

❊

❊

❊

❊

❊

MR

πM

��

T i(i) �
� // M

Moreover, MR = M
∇=0

R ⊗Acris(R) OAcris(R). So it suffices to prove the claim after
replacing ej’s and fj’s by πM (ej)’s and πM(fj)’s respectively, and A by π(A) (the
corresponding matrix with entries in Acris(R)).
We now have

T i(i) ∼= Fi(Acris(R)⊗R M i)ϕi=1 ⊂ Acris(R)⊗R M i

with Zp-basis {fj} of T
i and an R-basis {ej} of M

i with (f1, . . . , fm) = (e1, . . . , em)A.
It suffices to show there exists anm×m matrix B with entries in Acris(R)[1

p
] such that

AB = βiIm. By Remark 2.10, we may assume {e1, . . . , em} is an adapted basis, so that
ej ∈ Frj(M i) \ Frj+1(M i) for rj ≤ rj+1 ≤ i. Then the tuple (M i,Fj(M i), ϕj) corre-
sponds to an invertible matrixD ∈ GLm(R) via (ϕr1(e1), . . . , ϕrm(em)) = (e1, . . . , em)D.
Since

(f1, . . . , fm) = (e1, . . . , em)A ⊂ Fi(Acris(R)⊗R M)ϕi=1,

we conclude that Dϕi−~r(A) = A, where ϕi−~r(A) has (k, ℓ)-entry ϕi−rk(akℓ) with
akℓ ∈ Fi−rkAcris(R) being (k, ℓ)-entry of A.
Consider (N,Fj(N), ϕj) defined as follows: N is a finite free R-module with ba-

sis {e∨1 , . . . , e
∨
m}, and Fj(N)’s are direct summands of N as R-modules such that

e∨j ∈ Fi−rj(N) \ Fi−rj+1(N). Define ϕj-structure via (ϕi−r1(e
∨
1 ), . . . , ϕi−rm(e

∨
m)) =

(e∨1 , . . . , e
∨
m)(D

T )−1. Then N/pn is an object of MF[0,i](R) for each n. In particular,
Fi(N ⊗RAcris(R))ϕi=1 is finite Zp-free with the same type as N by the proof of Theo-
rem 2.21 (note that the proof does not need the existence of∇). Similarly as above, we
then have a matrix Z = (zkℓ)m×m with zkℓ ∈ FrkAcris(R) such that (D−1)Tϕ~r(Z) = Z,
where (k, ℓ)-entry of ϕ~r(Z) is ϕrk(zkℓ). Now consider ZTA = (ykℓ)m×m. We have
ykℓ ∈ FiAcris(R), and

ϕ(ZTA) = ϕ(ZT )ϕ(A) = ZTDΛ′ΛD−1A = piZTA

where Λ′ and Λ are diagonal matrices whose (k, k)-entries are prk and pi−rk respec-
tively. Since ϕ(β) = pβ and ykℓ ∈ FiAcris(R), we have ykℓ = βiwkℓ for some wkℓ ∈ Qp

by [Brinon(2008), Cor. 6.2.20]. LetW be them×mmatrix (wkℓ) so that Z
TA = βiW .

For Mg := M i ⊗R,bg Rg and Ng := N ⊗R,bg Rg, Mg/p
n and Ng/p

n are objects in

MF[0,i](Rg) for each n ≥ 1. Moreover, Tcris(M
i) ∼= Tcris(Mg) as GRg -representations by

Corollary 2.23. By classical Fontaine–Laffaille theory, we have T i(i)⊗Zp Bcris(Rg) ∼=
Mg⊗Rg Bcris(Rg). In particular, detA 6= 0. Similarly, detZ 6= 0, and thus detW 6= 0.
Then we can let B = W−1ZT , which proves the first part of the statement.
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Now the natural map

T i(i)⊗Zp OBcris(R)→M i ⊗R OBcris(R)

is an isomorphism. Hence, for V = Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Qp), we have Dcris(V ) = M i[1

p
] by

[Brinon(2008), Prop. 6.2.9], and αcris is an isomorphism. �

5.2. A local invariant cycle theorem. We assume k = k̄ in this subsection. Let

Xk := X ×R k. By Theorem 1.5, M := Hi
cris(Xn/Rn) is an object of MF

[0,i]
∇ (R) if

i ≤ p− 2. We write ϕ = ϕ0 : M → M .

Proposition 5.2. Assume that k = k̄ and i ≤ p− 2. Then

Hi
ét(Xk,Z/p

nZ) ≃ Hi
cris(Xn/Rn)

ϕ=1 ≃ Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Z/p

nZ)GR .

Proof. Let X0 := X ×R Wn(k) and M := Hi
cris(X0/Wn(k)). By Proposition 3.7, the

natural base change map induces a ϕ-compatible isomorphism M ⊗R W (k) ≃ M .

Let M0 = R⊗Zp M
ϕ=1 and M

0
= W (k)⊗Zp M

ϕ=1
. Since ϕ is ∇-horizontal, we have

∇(Mϕ=1) = {0}. Consider the natural map ι : M0 →M . If we define F1(M0) = {0}
and ∇ on M0 via ∇(Mϕ=1) = {0}, then M0 is an object in MF∇,big(R) and ι is

a morphism in MF∇,big(R). In a similar manner, we define M
0
and a morphism

ῑ : M
0
→ M in MFbig(W (k)). We claim that M

0
is a direct summand of M and

hence ῑ is an injection. To see this, note that by Fitting’s Lemma, we can write

M ≃M
∗
⊕M

′
where ϕ acts on M

∗
:=

⋂
n ϕ

n(M) bijectively and M
ϕ=1
⊂ M

∗
. By a

standard Frobenius descent, we deduce that M
∗
≃ W (k)⊗Zp M

ϕ=1
= M

0
.

Let m := (t1, . . . , td) ⊂ R be the maximal ideal, and let π : M ։ M = M/mM

denote the natural projection. We claim that the induced map π : Mϕ=1 → M
ϕ=1

is
an isomorphism; note this implies that ῑ ≃ ι ⊗R W (k) and that ι is a morphism in
MF∇(R). To prove the claim, first note that for x, y ∈ Mϕ=1, if π(x) = π(y) then
x− y ∈ mM and ϕ(x− y) = x− y. So x− y ∈ ϕj(m)M for any j > 0, which implies

x− y = 0. On the other hand, let x̄ ∈ M
ϕ=1

and choose x ∈ M such that π(x) = x̄.

Consider x̃ := x +
∞∑
j=0

(ϕj(ϕ(x) − x)). x̃ converges in M since ϕ(x) − x ∈ mM , and

π(x̃) = x̄ with ϕ(x̃) = x̃.
We now show ker(ι) = 0 as follows. Consider the image Im(ι) in the abelian

category MF∇(R). Note that TorR1 (W (k), N) = 0 for any object N in MF∇(R) since
such an object is a direct sum ⊕R/pniR. In particular, tensoring the exact sequence

0→ ker(ι)→ M0 → Im(ι)→ 0

withW (k) over R gives the analogous exact sequence for ῑ. So Im(ι)⊗RW (k) ∼= Im(ῑ),
and ker(ι) = 0 by Nakayama’s Lemma.
Thus, M0 is a subobject of M . By Theorem 2.21, Tcris(M

0) embeds into Tcris(M).
Since the map ϕ on Mϕ=1 is trivial and ∇(Mϕ=1) = 0, we conclude that Tcris(M

0)
is a representation on which GR acts trivially, i.e., Mϕ=1 = Tcris(M

0)→֒Tcris(M)GR .

Similarly, Tcris(M
0
)→֒Tcris(M)GK .
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On the other hand, since the classical Fontaine–Laffaille theory is stable under sub-
objects, there exists a subobject N ⊂M such that Tcris(N) ≃ Tcris(M)GK . Tcris(M)GK

is the maximal sub-representation of Tcris(M) on which GK-acts trivially, and M
0
is

the maximal W (k)-submodule of M on which ϕ acts bijectively. Thus, N = M
0
and

Tcris(M)GK ≃ Tcris(M
0
) = M

ϕ=1
.

From above observations, we obtain a commutative diagram:

Mϕ=1 = Tcris(M
0) �

� //

∼=
��

Tcris(M)GR
� _

��

M
ϕ=1

= Tcris(M
0
)

∼= // Tcris(M)GK

Thus, all maps in this diagram are isomorphisms. In particular,

Hi
cris(X0/Wn(k))

ϕ=1 ≃ Hi
cris(Xn/Rn)

ϕ=1 ≃ Hi
ét(XR[ 1

p
],Z/p

nZ)GR ≃ Hi
ét(XK ,Z/p

nZ)GK .

The result now follows from the well-known fact Hi
cris(X0/Wn(k))

ϕ=1 ≃ Hi
ét(Xk,Z/pnZ)

(see the proof of [Illusie(1979), Thm. 5.2]). �

5.3. Cohomological non-defectness. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic
p > 2 as before. In this subsection, we consider a finite totally ramified exten-
sion K over W (k)[1

p
] with ramification index e. Let OK denote the ring of integers

of K. Let X be a proper smooth scheme over OK , and Xk := X ×OK
k. It is inter-

esting to study the relationship between Hi
cris(Xk/Wn(k)) and Hi

ét(XK ,Z/p
nZ). By

[Bhatt, Morrow, and Scholze(2018), Thm. 1.1 (ii)], we have

ℓW (k)(H
i
cris(Xk/Wn(k))) ≥ ℓZp(H

i
ét(XK ,Z/p

nZ)).

It is known that the inequality above can be strict in general when ei ≥ p− 1 (see §2
loc. cit.). Moreover, loc. cit. also gives an example where Hi

cris(Xk/W (k))tor ∼= k⊕ k
and Hi

ét(XK ,Zp)tor ∼= Z/p2Z. This motivates us to give the following definition.

Definition 5.3. We say X has cohomological non-defect in degree i if

Hi
ét(XK ,Z/p

nZ)⊗Zp W (k) ∼= Hi
cris(Xk/Wn(k))

as W (k)-modules for each n. Otherwise, we say X has cohomological defect in degree
i.

We say that X admits a model X over R = W (k)[[t]] if there exists a smooth proper
scheme X over R and a map b : R→ OK such that X ≃ X ×R,b OK .

Proposition 5.4. If X admits a model X over R, then X has cohomological non-
defect in degree i for all i ≤ p− 2.

Proof. By Theorems 1.5 and 2.21, Hi
cris(Xn/Rn) has the same type as Hi

ét(XR[ 1
p
],Z/p

nZ).

By considering base change maps b : R→ OK and b̄ : R→W (k) (via crystalline base
change theorem, cf. Theorem A.2 and Example A.3) and from Proposition 3.2, we
conclude that Hi

ét(XK ,Z/p
nZ) and Hi

cris(Xk/Wn(k)) have the same type. �

Corollary 5.5. If X has cohomological defect in degree i for i ≤ p− 2, then X does
not admit a model over R.
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Appendix A. Background on the Crystalline site

In this appendix, we recall some basic facts about the crystalline site. The results
are standard and recalled here only for the convenience of the reader.
We begin by recalling the definition of the big and small crystalline site. Let

(Σ, I, γ) denote the data of a scheme Σ with a quasi-coherent divided power ideal
(I, γ). Let X be a Σ-scheme such that p is locally nilpotent on X , and that the
divided powers γ extend to X . We shall moreover assume that the divided powers
γ extend to all X-schemes. The latter condition always holds when the ideal I is
principal, and this will be the case in all our applications.

Definition A.1. The big (resp. small) crystalline site CRIS(X/Σ) (resp. cris(X/Σ))
is defined as follows (cf. [Berthelot, Breen, and Messing(1982)], 1.1.1):

(1) The objects of CRIS(X/Σ) are quadruples (U, T, i, δ) where U is a X-scheme,
T is a Σ-scheme with p locally nilpotent on T , i : U →֒ T is a closed Σ-
immersion, and δ is a divided power structure on the ideal of definition of
i compatible with γ. In particular, i is a nil-immersion. Below, we shall
denote such data simply by (U, T ). Morphisms are given by morphisms of the
underlying schemes compatible with all of the above structures.

(2) A morphism (U ′, T ′) → (U, T ) is cartesian if the natural map U ′ → U ×T T ′

is an isomorphism.
(3) A morphism in CRIS(X/Σ) is an open immersion if the morphism is cartesian

and the induced map T ′ → T is an open immersion.
(4) The topology on CRIS(X/Σ) is generated by surjective families of open im-

mersions.
(5) The small site is defined to be the full subcategory of the big site where

U → X is an open immersion, with the induced topology.

We now recall the standard base change theorem for crystalline cohomology. We
shall denote by (X/Σ)cris the topos of abelian sheaves corresponding to the small
crystalline site. We will work with the small site in this section, but the usual
comparison theorem between the big and small sites allows one to conclude analogous
results for the big site. Let OX/Σ denote the usual crystalline structure sheaf whose
section over (U, T ) is given by OT (T ). We have natural morphisms of topoi:

(X/Σ)cris
fX/Σ
−−−→ Xzar

f
−→ Σzar.

Here Xzar and Σzar denote corresponding topoi of abelian sheaves on the (small)
zariski site. Let fX denote the composite. The morphism fX/Σ comes equipped with
a natural splitting iX/Σ : Xzar → (X/Σ)cris. By abuse of notation, let OX := iX/Σ,∗OX .
We have a natural exact sequence of sheaves of OX/Σ-modules:

0→ JX/Σ → OX/Σ → OX → 0.

We note that JX/Σ is a divided power ideal, and denote by J
[m]
X/Σ the corresponding

ideal of m-th divided powers.
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Let u : (Σ′, I ′, γ′) → (Σ, I, γ) be a PD-morphism, and set X ′ := X ×Σ Σ′. The
cartesian diagram of schemes

X ′ u′

//

f ′

��

X

f
��

Σ′ u // Σ

gives rise to a canonical base change morphism

BX/X′ : Lu∗Rf∗E → Rf ′
∗Lu

′∗(E)

in D(OΣ′) for any E ∈ D(f−1OΣ). Here D(OΣ′) and D(f−1OΣ) denote the corre-
sponding derived categories of sheaves in the Zariski topology.
By [Berthelot(1974), V Cor. 2.3.4, 2.3.7], there is a natural commutative diagram

(12) RfX/Σ,∗(J
[m]
X/Σ)

//

��

τ≤mΩ
•
X/Σ

��
Ru′

∗(RfX′/Σ′,∗(J
[m]
X′/Σ′)) // Ru′

∗(τ≤mΩ
•
X′/Σ′)

where the horizontal maps are isomorphisms ifX/Σ is smooth. Applying the previous
base change map to the left vertical map (and counit of adjunction Lu

′∗Ru′
∗(E)→ E)

gives rise to a morphism

BX/X′ : Lu∗Rf∗(RfX/Σ,∗(J
[m]
X/Σ))→ Rf ′

∗(RfX′/Σ′,∗(J
[m]
X′/Σ′))

in D(OΣ′).

Theorem A.2. With notations as above, suppose that X → Σ is a smooth mor-
phism (quasi-separated and quasi-compact). Then the base change map BX/X′ is an
isomorphism.

Proof. We can proceed exactly as in [Berthelot and Ogus(1978), Thm. 7.8]. Suppose
first that X is a smooth affine scheme over Σ. The horizontal maps in (12) are
isomorphisms. Moreover, in this case, the base change map BX/X′ identifies with the
usual base change map for coherent sheaves in the Zariski topology:

u∗f∗(σ≥mΩ
•
X/Σ)→ f ′

∗(σ≥mΩ
•
X′/Σ′).

Here we used the compatibilty of Khäler differential with base change to identify
u′∗Ω•

X/Σ with Ω•
X′/Σ′ (and similarly for its truncations). Moreover, since f is smooth,

these complexes are flat and therefore derived pull-back maybe replaced by ordinary
pull back. Similarly, since the morphisms are affine, we may replace derived push-
forward by ordinary push-forward. On the other hand, the above base change map
in the Zariski topology is known to be an isomorphism for affine morphisms. We
may now proceed exactly as in the proof of [Berthelot and Ogus(1978), Thm. 7.8].
Briefly, we use a Cech cover and cohomological descent to reduce to the case of an
affine morphism. �
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Example A.3. Let k be a perfect field of characteristic p, R = W (k)[[t1, . . . , td]], and
X be a proper smooth scheme over R. Let Rn := R/pnR and R′

n := Wn(k). Then we
have a natural isomorphism:

RΓ((Xn/Sn)cris, J
[m]
Xn/Sn

)⊗L
Rn

R′
n → RΓ((X ′

n/S
′
n)cris, J

[m]
X′

n/S
′

n
),

where Sn = Spec(Rn) and S ′
n = Spec(R′

n).

We will also use a slightly more general form of the base change theorem, which we
recall below for the convenience of the reader. Let (Σ, J, λ) and (Σ′, J ′, λ′) be divided
power schemes with p nilpotent. We shall assume as before that the divided power
structure extends to all schemes over Σ (resp. Σ′). Consider a commutative diagram:

X ′ f ′

//

g′

��

Y ′ //

g
��

Σ′

u
��

X
f // Y // Σ.

This gives rise to a commutative diagram of topoi:

(X ′/Σ′)cris
f ′

cris //

g′cris
��

(Y ′/Σ′)cris

gcris
��

(X/Σ)cris
fcris // (Y/Σ)cris.

Let E be a flat quasi-coherent crystal of OX/Σ-modules. Suppose f is a smooth mor-
phism and the left square involving g and f is cartesian. Then by [Berthelot(1974),
Thm. V 3.5.1], there is a natural base change isomorphism:

Lg∗cris(Rfcris,∗(E))→ Rf ′
cris,∗(Lg

′∗
cris(E))

in the derived category of OY ′/Σ′-modules. We will apply this base change morphism
to the following diagram for a proper smooth scheme X over R:

Xn
f ′

//

g′

��

Spec(Rn) //

g
��

Spec(R̃n)

u
��

X̃n
f // Spec(R̃n)

u // Spec(R̃n)

Here X̃n is a proper smooth R̃n-scheme via f and Xn = X̃n ×R̃ R, and u is the
identity map. We then have an isomorphism

Lg∗cris(Rfcris,∗(OX̃n/R̃n
))→ Rf ′

cris,∗(Lg
′∗
cris(OX̃n/R̃n

)).

In particular, we have an isomorphism

Rfcris,∗(OX̃n/R̃n
)⊗L

R̃n
Rgcris,∗(ORn/R̃n

)→ Rf ′
cris,∗(OXn/R̃n

).

By Remark 4.5, we have RΓ((Rn/R̃n)cris,ORn/R̃n
) = Acris,n(R). Applying global

section to the previous isomorphism gives an isomorphism

Acris,n(R)⊗L
R̃n

RΓ((X̃n/R̃n)cris,OX̃n/R̃n
) ≃ RΓ((Xn/R̃n)cris,OXn/R̃n

).
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This gives rise to the following Tor-spectral sequence (see [Stacks Project(2023),
Tag 0662]):

Em,q
2 := Torm

R̃n
(Acris,n(R),Hq

cris(X̃n/R̃n))⇒ Hm+q
cris ((Xn/R̃n)cris,OXn/R̃n

).

Appendix B. Background on the Syntomic and Crystalline-Syntomic

sites

In this appendix, we recall some basic facts about the crystalline-syntomic site,
and its comparison with the syntomic site. The results presented here are standard
and well-known to the experts. In particular, we do not claim any originality. We
recall them for readers’ convenience due to the lack of an appropriate reference.

Definition B.1. Given a scheme X , let SYN(X) (resp. syn(X)) denote the big
(resp. small) syntomic site defined as follows (see [Bauer(1992), Sec. 1]):

(1) The objects of SYN(X) are schemes over X , and the topology is generated by
surjective families of open immersions and finite surjective families of syntomic
morphisms with source and target both affine schemes.

(2) syn(X) is the full subcategory of SYN(X) with syntomic structure map and
induced topology.

We now recall the (big) crystalline-syntomic site. Let (Σ, I, γ) denote the data of
a scheme Σ with a quasi-coherent divided power ideal (I, γ). Let X be a Σ-scheme
such that p is locally nilpotent on X , and the divided powers γ extend to X . We
shall moreover assume that the divided powers γ extend to all X-schemes. The
latter condition always holds when I is principal, which will be the case in all our
applications.

Definition B.2. Let CRIS(X/Σ)SYN denote the (big) crystalline syntomic site de-
fined as follows (see [Bauer(1992), Def. 1.8]):

(1) The underlying category is CRIS(X/Σ).
(2) A morphism (U ′, T ′)→ (U, T ) in CRIS(X/Σ) is syntomic if it is cartesian and

the map T ′ → T is syntomic.
(3) The topology on CRIS(X/Σ)SYN is generated by surjective families of open

immersions and finite surjective families of syntomic morphisms with base
and target affine (i.e. objects (U, T ) with both U and T affine).

Let XSYN (resp. Xsyn) denote the topos of sheaves associated to SYN(X) (resp.
syn(X)). Similarly, let (X/Σ)CRIS−SYN denote the topos associated to CRIS(X/Σ)SYN.

Remark B.3. We have natural morphisms of topoi:

(1) uX/Σ : (X/Σ)CRIS−SYN → XSYN where u∗
X/Σ(G)(U, T ) = G(U) for G ∈ XSYN

and uX/Σ∗
(F)(U) = Γ(U,F|CRIS(U/Σ)) where U ∈ SYN(X) and F ∈ (X/Σ)CRIS−SYN

(see [Bauer(1992), Prop. 1.10]).
(2) α : (X/Σ)CRIS−SYN → (X/Σ)CRIS where α∗ just forgets the syntomic topol-

ogy and the pull-back of a sheaf is given by taking the associated sheaf (see
[Bauer(1992), Rem. 1.12]).

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0662
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Remark B.4. The topoi XSYN is functorial in X , and similalry (X/Σ)CRIS−SYN is
functorial in X/Σ. In particular, given a commutative diagram

X ′ f //

��

X

��
Σ′ // Σ

with Σ and Σ′ as before (i.e. divided power schemes with p nilpotent), we have
morphisms of topoi fcris,syn : (X

′/Σ′)CRIS−SYN → (X/Σ)CRIS−SYN and fsyn : X
′
SYN →

XSYN. The construction of fcris,syn is exactly analogous to the case of usual crystalline
topoi. We also note that the resulting diagrams of topoi given by uX/Σ (resp. α)
commute.

Remark B.5. (1) The site CRIS(X/Σ)SYN is naturally a ringed site where the
structure sheaf OS/Σ is defined by

Γ((U, T ),OX/Σ) := Γ(T,OT ).

(2) Similarly, we define the divided powers ideal sheaves J
[k]
X/Σ.

We now recall a result on the higher direct images of α due essentially to [Berthelot, Breen, and Messing(1982)
Prop. 1.1.19]. Before stating the result, we make some preliminary remarks.

Remark B.6. (see [Berthelot, Breen, and Messing(1982), 1.1.3]) Given a morphism
of schemes v : T ′ → T , there is a natural inverse image functor v−1 : Tsyn → T ′

syn

(with a natural right adjoint denoted by v∗). Giving a sheaf on CRIS(X/Σ)SYN is
equivalent to giving the the data of a sheaf F(U,T ) on Tsyn for each object (U, T ) ∈
CRIS(X/Σ)SYN and for all morphisms (u, v) : (U, T ) → (U ′, T ′), a morphism of
sheaves ρ(u,v) : v

−1(F(U,T ))→ F(U ′,T ′) such that:

(1) ρ(Id,Id) = Id,
(2) ρ(u◦u′,v◦v′) = ρ(u′,v′) ◦ v

′−1(ρ(u,v)),
(3) If (u, v) is syntomic, then ρ(u,v) is an isomorphism.

Remark B.7. (see [Berthelot, Breen, and Messing(1982), 1.1.18])

(1) Let α be as above. If E is a sheaf on CRIS(X/Σ), then the pull back α∗(E)
is by definition the sheaf associated to the presheaf E on CRIS(X/Σ)SYN.

(2) Suppose that E is a sheaf of OX/Σ-modules on CRIS(X/Σ) such that for all
(U, T ), E(U,T ) is a quasi-coherent OT -module and for each syntomic morphism
(u, v) : (U ′, T ′) → (U, T ), the natural pull back map v∗(E(U,T )) → E(U ′,T ′) is
an isomorphism of OT ′-modules. Then by part (1) above and flat descent, the
presheaf E is a sheaf in the syntomic topology, and the presheaves underlying
α∗(E) and E are the same, i.e. α∗(E) = E.

Proposition B.8. (see [Berthelot, Breen, and Messing(1982), Prop. 1.1.19]) Let E
be an OX/Σ-module satisfying the conditions of Remark B.7 (2). Then for all i > 0,
Riα∗(E) = 0.
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Proof. This is proved in loc. cit. with the fppf and etale topologies on CRIS(X/Σ)
instead of the syntomic topology. However, the same proof goes through verbatim in
our setting. We briefly outline the steps:
(1) As in loc. cit., we are reduced to showing that the sheaf associated to the presheaf

(U, T ) 7→ Hi((X/Σ)CRIS−SYN/T̃ , E)

vanishes for i > 0. Here T̃ is the sheaf represented by (U, T ), and (X/Σ)CRIS−SYN/T̃
is the corresponding topos of objects over T̃ .
(2) Since this is a local question, we may reduce to the case where T is affine.
(3) It suffices to show that the correspoding Cech cohomology groups vanish.
(4) The Cech complex of cochains along a syntomic cover (U, T ) → (U ′, T ′) can
be computed by considering the analogs Cech complex of cochains for the syntomic
cover T ′ → T with coefficients in E(U,T ). Since syntomic morphisms are flat, the
latter complex is exact by faithfully flat descent. �

Corollary B.9. With notations as above, Riα∗(J
[k]
X/Σ) = 0 for all i > 0.

Proof. We must verify the hypotheses of Remark B.7 (2). For each (U, T ), (J
[k]
X/Σ)(U,T )

is by definition the divided powers of the ideal defining the closed immersion U →֒ T .
Let (u, v) : (U ′, T ′) → (U, T ) be a syntomic morphism. Since both u and v are flat,
the ideal of definition of U ′ in T ′ is the pull back v∗((JX/Σ)(U,T )), and (JX/Σ)(U ′,T ′) =
(JX/Σ)(U,T ) ⊗OT

OT ′ . Since divided power envelopes are compatible with flat base

change by [Berthelot and Ogus(1978), Prop. 3.21], we have v∗((J
[k]
X/Σ)(U,T )) = (J

[k]
X/Σ)(U ′,T ′).

�
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