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Weak admissibility of exponentially twisted cohomology

associated with some nondegenerate functions

Peijiang Liu
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Abstract

In this article, we study the filtered Φ-modules canonically attached to the exponentially

twisted cohomology associated with some nondegenerate functions. Inspired by p-adic Hodge

theory, we conjecture that those filtered Φ-modules are weakly admissible. We show that this

expectation is correct under some assumptions using the theory of Adolphson and Sperber.
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Introduction

Let p be a prime number, and let K be a complete discrete valuation ring with mixed
characteristic (0, p). Let O be the ring of integers of K, and let k be the residue field of O. Let
X be a smooth scheme over O, with the special fiber Xk over k, and the generic fiber XK over
K. The Hodge filtration on Hi

dR(XK) yields the Hodge polygon (cf. [9, 4.3.2]). If the Frobenius
automorphism a 7→ ap on k is lifted to an automorphism on K, then the absolute Frobenius
endomorphism on X induces the Frobenius structure on Hi(Xk/K), which yields the Newton
polygon (cf. [9, 4.3.1]). By reformulating a conjecture of Katz in [10], Mazur conjectured in
[14] that if X is proper and smooth over O, then the associated Newton polygon lies above the
associated Hodge polygon. We call such property the Newton-above-Hodge property for X . In
[15], Mazur proved his conjecture under certain assumptions. Since X is smooth and proper over
O, the specialization mapHi

dR(XK) → Hi
rig(Xk/K) is an isomorphism ofK-vector spaces. Using

this isomorphism, we can canonically associate a filtered Φ-module, namely a K-vector space
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equipped with a filtration and a Frobenius structure, to X . Then, we may regard the Newton-
above-Hodge property for X as a property for the associated filtered Φ-modules. However, the
Newton-above-Hodge property for filtered Φ-modules is not a structural one. It is not stable
under extensions and subquotients of filtered Φ-modules, and the full subcategory consisting of
filtered Φ-modules that satisfies the Newton-above-Hodge property is not an abelian category.
This deficit will be remediated by considering instead the weakly admissible property, introduced
by Fontaine in [9, 4.1.4 Définition]. For a filtered Φ-module, being weakly admissible implies
that it satisfies the Newton-above-Hodge property. Furthermore, the full subcategory consisting
of weakly admissible filtered Φ-module is an abelian category. One of the main theorems of p-
adic Hodge theory, which states that the filtered Φ-module associated with a proper and smooth
scheme over O is weakly admissible, reveals the hidden relationship between the Hodge filtration
on Hi

dR(XK) and the Frobenius structure on Hi
rig(Xk/K).

Let A1 be the affine line over O, and let Tn be the n-dimensional torus over O. Now, we
consider purely positive characteristic situation. Let f : Tn

k → A1
k be a morphism. Following

Dwork’s philosophy in [7], when f satisfies certain good properties (i.e. f is nondegenerate
and dim∆(f) = n, using notions that we introduce later), Adolphson and Sperber associated
a Newton polygon and a Hodge polygon with f . In this introduction section, we call such
polygons the AS-Newton polygon and the AS-Hodge polygon respectively. Adolphson and Sperber
proved that the AS-Newton polygon lies above the AS-Hodge polygon (cf. [1, Corollary 3.11] or
[2, Corollary 3.18]). However, giving a geometric interpretation to the mysterious combinatorially
defined AS polygons is not straightforward. By a recent result of Li (cf. [12, Theorem 1.2]), the
AS-Newton polygon is identified with the Newton polygon defined by the Frobenius structure
on the exponentially twisted rigid cohomology Vrig over Tn

k associated with f . It is then natural
to ask for a way to interpret the AS-Hodge polygon into the Hodge polygon coming from a
geometric object on the generic fiber Tn

K . For this, we consider the exponentially twisted de

Rham cohomology VdR over Tn
K associated with a morphism F̂ : Tn

K → A1
K determined by the

Teichmüller lift of f . The idea is to find the relationship between the AS-Hodge polygon and the
Hodge polygon defined by some Hodge filtration on VdR. The first huge obstacle to realizing this
näıve idea is that the exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology is not in the realm of Hodge
theory, and Hodge filtration a priori does not make sense. Recently, Sabbah and Yu developed
irregular Hodge theory (cf. [17]), generalizing Hodge theory. Irregular Hodge theory allows us
to attach a canonical filtration, called the irregular Hodge filtration, to VdR. Using a result of
Yu in [18, §4], we can show that the AS-Hodge polygon and the Hodge polygon defined by the
irregular Hodge filtration on VdR coincide. In parallel with the story about p-adic Hodge theory,
it is now natural to ask if we can explain this Newton-above-Hodge phenomenon discovered by
Adolphson and Sperber by showing weak admissibility of some filtered Φ-module associated with
the geometric information carried by f .

Let us explain our question in more detail. Let Fq denote the finite field with q elements of
characteristic p. Let W(Fq) denote the ring of Witt vectors over Fq, and let K0 be the field of
fractions of W(Fq). Fix a primitive root of unity ζp, and let K1 = K0(ζp). Let O1 be the ring of
integers of K1. Fix a Dwork’s uniformizer π ∈ K1, namely the one satisfies πp−1 + p = 0. Let
Lπ be the Dwork F-isocrystal over A1

Fq
. The exponentially twisted rigid cohomology, denoted by

Vrig in the preceding paragraph, is the middle-degree rigid cohomology Hn
rig(T

n
Fq
/K1, f

∗Lπ). The
p-th power Frobenius automorphism on Fq is canonically lifted to an automorphism on K1. Let
φf be the Frobenius structure on Vrig induced by the absolute Frobenius endomorphism of Tn

Fq
.

Let f̂ be the Teichmüller lift of f (cf. Eq. (2.2)), and let F̂ = πf̂ . Let ∇F̂ be the connection over

Tn
K1

defined by ∇F̂ (1) = π ⊗ df̂ . The exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology, denoted by
VdR in the preceding paragraph, is the middle-degree de Rham cohomology Hn

dR(T
n
K1

,∇F̂ ). Let
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F ∗
irr denote the irregular Hodge filtration on VdR. There is a canonical morphism ιF̂ : VdR → Vrig,

which is often called the specialization map. Now, we are ready to state our question precisely
in the following conjecture.

Conjecture 0.1. If f, f̂ are nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n, then ιF̂ is an isomorphism, and

((Vrig, φf ), (VdR, F
∗
irr), ιF̂ ) ∈ MFΦ

K1

is weakly admissible.

The definition of f, f̂ being nondegnerate can be found in Definition 3.1, and the definition
of ∆(f) can be found at the beginning of Section 3. The tuple ((Vrig, φf ), (VdR, F

∗
irr), ιF̂ ) is not

really a filtered Φ-module in the sense of Fontaine in [9, 1.2.1]. The filtration associated to a
filtered Φ-module is required to be indexed by integers, while F ∗

irr is indexed by real numbers.
Furthermore, the base field of the vector space endowed with a Frobenius structure associated
with a filtered Φ-module is K0, while Vrig has base field K1. Thus, in order to fit our situation,
it is necessary to generalize Fontaine’s definition of filtered Φ-modules. From now on, an object
obtained by such generalization will be called a filtered Φ-module over K1, and a filtered Φ-
module in the sense of Fontaine in [9] will be called an integrally filtered Φ-module over K0.
The category consisting of filtered modules over K1 is denoted by MFΦ

K1
. The definition of

weakly admissible property for integrally filtered Φ-module over K0 can be naturally extended
to filtered Φ-modules over K1. Moreover, the full subcategory consisting of weakly admissible
filtered Φ-modules over K1 is an abelian category. The main result of this article is a proof of
Conjecture 0.1 under reasonable constraints. We now state the claim of our main result by the
following Theorem.

Theorem 0.2. Assume that p 6= 2. If f, f̂ are nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n, then ιF̂ is an
isomorphism, so that

((Vrig, φf ), (VdR, F
∗
irr), ιF̂ ) ∈ MFΦ

K1
.

In addition, if ℓHT(VdR, F
∗
irr) ≤ p− 2, then ((Vrig, φf ), (VdR, F

∗
irr), ιF̂ ) is weakly admissible. Here,

for a filtered module (V, F ∗) over K1, we denote by ℓHT(V, F
∗) the difference between its maximal

Hodge-Tate weight and its minimal Hodge-Tate weight (cf. Definition 1.3).

The proof of Theorem 0.2 can be found at the end of Section 4. We can actually compute
ℓHT(VdR, F

∗
irr) combinatorially from f (cf. Remark 3.15). It is worth noting that when n = 1

and p 6= 2, the requirement ℓHT(VdR, F
∗
irr) ≤ p − 2 is always satisfied, and in this situation,

Conjecture 0.1 is true without constraint (cf. Example 5.1). On the other hand, there are
examples of f where Conjecture 0.1 is true but ℓHT(VdR, F

∗
irr) > p− 2 (cf. Example 5.3).

Next, we introduce the idea of the proof of Theorem 0.2. Looking closely into Adolphson
and Sperber’s work in [1] and [2], we construct a K1-vector space VNP and attach a Frobenius
structure φ̃NP to VNP. The Newton polygon defined by this Frobenius structure coincides with the
AS-Newton polygon. By Li’s work in [12], we obtain a canonical isomorphism Trig : VNP → Vrig

compatible with the Frobenius structures. Using an algorithm similar to the one Adolphson and
Sperber developed in [1] and [2], we decompose the specialization map ιF̂ : VdR → Vrig into
ιdR : VdR → VNP and ιrig : VNP → Vrig. Using a result of Bourgeois in [4], we can show that ιrig
is an isomorphism. In general ιrig is not compatible with the Frobenius structures φ̃NP and φf .
Furthermore, using another result of Adolphson and Sperber in [3], we can show that ιdR is also
an isomorphism. This proves the claim that the specialization map ιF̂ is an isomorphism.

VdR VNP VNP

Vrig Vrig

ιdR

ι
F̂

TNP

ιrig Trig ιrig

∼
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Set φ̂NP := ι−1
rig

◦ φf ◦ ιrig, then it gives another Frobenius structure on VNP that is different from

φ̃NP. Moreover, the work of Adolphson and Sperber in [1] and [2] yields a filtration F ∗
NP on VNP.

Using a result of Yu in [18, §4], we can show that ιF̂ (F
∗
irr) = F ∗

NP. Now, we obtain two filtered

Φ-modules ((VNP, φ̃NP), (VNP, F
∗
NP), id) and ((VNP, φ̂NP), (VNP, F

∗
NP), id), where

((Vrig, φf ), (VdR, F
∗
irr), ιF̂ )

∼= ((VNP, φ̂NP), (VNP, F
∗
NP), id).

We may abbreviate their notations to (VNP, φ̃NP, F
∗
NP) and (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP) respectively. Though

there exists a natural automorphism TNP := ι−1
rig

◦ Trig ◦ ιrig on VNP that is compatible with φ̃NP

and φ̂NP, this automorphism is not compatible with the filtration F ∗
NP. In other words, there is

no morphism between (VNP, φ̃NP, F
∗
NP) and (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP) in general.

We introduce a property, called the NP-agreeable property (cf. Definition 4.3), for filtered Φ-
modules. A benefit of considering this property is that, despite its being stronger than the weakly
admissible property, it is much easier to check. By elaborating the arguments of Adolphson
and Sperber in [1] and [2] which show the Newton-above-Hodge property, we can show that
(VNP, φ̃NP, F

∗
NP) is NP-agreeable, so that it is weakly admissible. Now, the idea is to show that

replacing the Frobenius structure φ̃NP with φ̂NP preserves the NP-agreeability. In order to do
this, we need a good understanding of the automorphism TNP on VNP. By some careful estimate,
we find that (VNP, φ̃NP, F

∗
NP) is agreeable if ℓHT(VdR, F

∗
irr) ≤ p − 2. This implies the claim of

Theorem 0.2.
Finally, we introduce the organization of this article. In Section 1, we generalize the definition

of integrally filtered Φ-modules over K0 by introducing filtered Φ-modules over extensions of K0,
and extend the definition of weakly admissible property to these new objects. We also show that
the full subcategory of weakly admissible filtered Φ-modules is an abelian category.

Section 2 is a review on exponentially twisted cohomology. We describe the exponentially
twisted rigid cohomology Vrig by a chain complex, and construct the chain map that induces the
Frobenius structure φf . We also describe the exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology VdR

by a chain complex, and construct the chain map which induces the specialization map.
Section 3 serves as a preparation for the proof of Theorem 0.2. We prove that the exponen-

tially twisted cohomology associated with certain functions defines filtered Φ-modules over K1.
The definition of (VNP, φ̃NP, F

∗
NP) and (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP) can also be found in this section.

In Section 4, we prove Theorem 0.2. In the first half, we show that (VNP, φ̃NP, F
∗
NP) is NP-

agreeable and, in particular, weakly admissible. In the second half, we estimate TNP carefully
and complete the proof.

In Section 5, we give three examples and make some further discussions. The first example
shows that Conjecture 0.1 is true without extra constraints if n = 1 and p 6= 2. The second
example clarifies that TNP is not compatible with the filtration F ∗

NP in general. The third example
demonstrates that the condition ℓHT(VdR, F

∗
irr) is not indispensable. After these examples, we

raise some questions about how Conjecture 0.1 could be upgraded to fit more general setups.
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their helpful discussions on irregular Hodge theory. I also want to thank Takeshi Tsuji (Tsuji-
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advice. Let me express my thanks to Joe Kramer-Miller for his valuable discussion, before which,
Lemma 3.16 was only claiming a lower bound for the valuation. Without his pointing out that
the valuation is actually computable, we were not even able to expect the constraint for the
Hodge-Tate length in Theorem 0.2. Finally, please allow me to express my heartful gratitude
to my advisor Tomoyuki Abe (Abe-Sensei). I am very grateful for the inspiring seminars with
Abe-Sensei, and I am indebted to him for his generous advice and warm encouragement. It is
such an honor for me to be a student of him.
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1 Filtered Φ-modules

The goal of this section is to extend the weak admissible property to a generalized version of
filtered Φ-modules. Originally, a filtered Φ-module in the sense of Fontiane in [9, 1.2.1] is a vector
space over a certain base field equipped with two extra structures: a filtration that is integrally
indexed, and a bijective semilinear endomorphism. We need to generalize this definition because
of two reasons: one is that irregular Hodge filtrations are indexed by real numbers, and the other
is that exponentially twisted cohomology groups are vector spaces over a larger base field. The
weakly admissible property defined by Fontaine in [9, 4.1.4 Définition] is naturally extended to
these new objects.

Let us fix some basic notations. Let Fp be the finite field with p elements of characteristic p.
Let k be an algebraic extension of Fp, and let W(k) denote the ring of Witt vectors over k. Let
K0 be the field of fractions of W(k). For a ∈ k, we denote by â ∈ K its Teichmüller lift. The
isomorphism Gal(K0/Qp) ∼= Gal(k/Fp) allows us to uniquely lift the absolute Frobenius auto-
morphism a 7→ ap on k to an automorphism on K0, which we call the Frobenius automorphism.
Fix an algebraic closure Qp of Qp, and let Cp be the completion of Qp. Let ord : Cp → R∪ {∞}

be the additive p-adic valuation on Cp normalized by ord p = 1, and let |λ|p = p− ordλ denote
the p-adic norm of λ ∈ Cp corresponding to this valuation.

Definition 1.1. Let K be a field. A filtration F ∗ on a K-vector space V is a collection F ∗V =
{F iV }i∈R of K-subspaces of V such that F jV ⊆ F iV for all j > i in R. Such a filtration is said
to be exhaustive if

⋃
i∈R

F iV = V , and separated if
⋂

i∈R
F iV = 0.

1. Let ModK be the category of finite-dimensional K-vector spaces.

2. A filtered module over K is a pair (V, F ∗), where V ∈ ModK , and F ∗ is a filtration on V
that is exhaustive and separated.

3. Let (V, F ∗) and (V ′, F ∗) be filtered modules over K. A morphism T : V ′ → V in ModK

is said to be filtration-compatible if T (F iV ′) ⊆ F iV for all i ∈ R.

Let MFK be the category consisting of filtered modules over K and filtration-compatible mor-
phisms. For an object (V, F ∗) ∈ MFK , we sometimes omit F ∗ and denote it by V instead, if it
causes no confusion.

Definition 1.2. 1. Let T : (V ′, F ∗) → (V, F ∗) be a morphism in MFK . We say that T is
strict if T (F iV ′) = T (V ′) ∩ F iV for all i ∈ R.

2. Let (V ′, F ∗) → (V, F ∗) → (V ′′, F ∗) be a sequence in MFK . We say that this sequence is
exact if the morphisms are strict, and the associated sequence V ′ → V → V ′′ in ModK is
exact.

Definition 1.3. Let (V, F ∗) ∈ MFK . For i ∈ R, set gri(V, F ∗) = F iV/F>iV , where F>iV =⋃
j>i F

jV . We define the associated graded module of (V, F ∗) to be gr∗(V, F ∗) =
⊕

i∈R
gri(V, F ∗).

1. We say that i ∈ R is a Hodge-Tate weight of V if dimK gri(V ) 6= 0. Let WHT(V, F
∗) be

the set of all Hodge-Tate weights of (V, F ∗).

2. We define the Hodge-Tate length of (V, F ∗) to be

ℓHT(V, F
∗) = maxWHT(V, F

∗)−minWHT(V, F
∗).

A filtered module over K in the sense of Fontaine in [9] is an object V ∈ MFK such that
WHT(V ) ⊆ Z. We call such an object an integrally filtered module over K.
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Definition 1.4. Let V ∈ MFK . We define the Hodge number of V to be

tH(V ) =
∑

i∈WHT(V )

i · dimK gri(V ).

For V ∈ MFK , the tensor product filtration on V ⊗ dimK V induces a filtration on det V .
We note that tH(V ) = tH(detV ). In Definition 1.5 we define a class of basis of and object in
MFK that is useful for the proof of Theorem 0.2. In Definition 1.6, we fix a notation for later
convenience. Lemma 1.7 serves as a preparation for the proof of Theorem 1.13.

Definition 1.5. Let (V, F ∗) ∈ MFK , and let d = dimK V . A basis {vi}di=1 of V is said to be
filtration-generating if F jV = 〈v1, . . . , vdj

〉K for all j ∈ WHT(V, F
∗), where di = dimK F iV .

Definition 1.6. Let (V, F ∗) ∈ MFK . We define the Hodge-Tate weight of v ∈ V to be

wHT(v) = max{i ∈ WHT(V, F
∗) | v ∈ F iV }.

Lemma 1.7. Let T : V ′ → V be a morphism in MFK . If T is an isomorphism in ModK , then
tH(V

′) ≤ tH(V ). This inequality is an equality if and only if T is an isomorphism in MFK .

Proof. We show the assertion by induction on d = dimK V . The assertion is obvious if d = 1.
Assuming the assertion for 1 ≤ d ≤ r − 1, we prove it for d = r. Pick v′ ∈ V \ {0}, and let
v = T (v′). Then, we have the following commutative diagram of short exact sequences in MFK .

0 〈v′〉K V ′ V ′/〈v′〉K 0

0 〈v〉K V V/〈v〉K 0

T T T

Here 〈v〉K and 〈v′〉K are equipped with the subspace filtrations, while V/〈v〉K and V ′/〈v′〉K
are equipped with the quotient filtrations. Note that the vertical arrows are isomorphisms in
ModK . By the assertion for d = 1, we get tH(〈v′〉K) ≤ tH(〈v〉K ), and by the assertion for
d = r − 1, we get tH(V

′/〈v′〉K) ≤ tH(V/〈v〉K ). Those inequalities are equalities if and only if
both T : 〈v′〉K → 〈v〉K and T : V ′/〈v′〉K → V/〈v〉K are isomorphisms in MFK . Thus

tH(V
′) = tH(〈v

′〉K) + tH(V
′/〈v′〉K) ≤ tH(〈v〉K) + tH(V/〈v〉K) = tH(V ),

with equality if and only if T : V ′ → V is an isomorphism in MFK . Hence, the assertion is true
for d = r. By mathematical induction, we conclude that the assertion is true for d ∈ Z≥1.

To define Φ-modules, we need a Frobenius automorphism on the base field. Since not all the
extension of K0 carries a Frobenius automorphism, we restrict our attention to a certain class of
extensions of K0 specified by the following definition.

Definition 1.8. Let K∗ be a finite extension of K0 with residue field k. If the Frobenius
automorphism on K0 extends to an automorphism σ on K∗, then we say that K∗ is a Frobenius
extension of K0 with respect to σ.

Definition 1.9. Let K∗ be a Frobenius extension of K0 with respect to σ. An endomorphism φ
on a K∗-vector space is said to be σ-semilinear if φ(λ · v) = σ(λ) · φ(v) for all λ ∈ K∗ and v ∈ V .

1. A Φ-module over K∗ is a pair (V, φ), where V ∈ ModK∗
, and φ is a σ-semilinear endomor-

phism on V that is bijective.
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2. Let (V, φ) and (V ′, φ′) be Φ-modules over K∗. A morphism T : V ′ → V in ModK∗
is said

to be Frobenius-compatible if T ◦ φ′ = φ ◦ T .

Let ModΦ
K∗

be the category consisting of Φ-modules over K∗ and Frobenius-compatible mor-

phisms. For an object (V, φ) ∈ ModΦ
K∗

, we sometimes omit φ and denote it by V instead, if it
causes no confusion.

A Φ-module in the sense of Fontaine in [9] is an object in ModΦ
K0

.

Definition 1.10. Let (V, φ) ∈ ModΦ
K∗

1. If dimK V = 1, pick v ∈ V \ {0}. Let λ ∈ K∗ be characterized by φ(v) = λ · v. We define
the Newton number of (V, φ) to be tN(V, φ) = ordλ, which is independent of the choice of
such v.

2. We define the Newton number of (V, φ) to be tN(V, φ) = tN(det V, detφ).

Definition 1.11. Let K be a complete discrete valuation field extending K∗ with a perfect
residue field of characteristic p. We define the category of filtered Φ-modules over K/K∗ to be

MFΦ
K/K∗

= ModΦ
K∗

×ModK
MFK .

An object in MFΦ
K/K∗

consists of three data: a Φ-module (V, φ) ∈ ModΦ
K∗

, a filtered module

(VK , F ∗) ∈ MFK , and an isomorphism ι : VK → K ⊗K∗
V in ModK . We denote such an object

by ((V, φ), (VK , F ∗), ι). We also denote this object abstractly by V . The dimension of V is
defined to be dimV = dimK∗

V = dimK VK . Furthermore, the Hodge number of V is defined
to be tH(V ) = tH(VK , F ∗), and the Newton number of V is defined to be tN(V ) = tN(V, φ).
For objects V = ((V, φ), (VK , F ∗), ι) and V ′ = ((V ′, φ′), (V ′

K , F ∗), ι′) in MFΦ
K/K∗

, a morphism

T : V ′ → V in MFΦ
K/K∗

is a pair (T, TK) such that TK = ι−1 ◦ (1 ⊗ T ) ◦ ι′, where T : V ′ → V

gives a morphism in ModΦ
K∗

, and TK : V ′
K → VK gives a morphism in MFK . We say that T is

strict if TK is strict. Moreover, for an object ((V, φ), (VK , F ∗), ι) ∈ MFΦ
K/K∗

, if VK = K ⊗K∗
V ,

namely ι is the identity map, then we denote it by (V, φ, F ∗). The full subcategory of MFΦ
K/K∗

consisting of such objects, denoted by MF
Φ,id
K/K∗

, is equivalent to MFΦ
K/K∗

. Natural objects

associated with exponentially twisted cohomology are in MFΦ
K/K∗

, but it is more convenient

to use objects in MF
Φ,id
K/K∗

for certain proof, which is the reason why we introduce this full

subcategory here. Furthermore, let MF
Φ,id
K/K∗

be the full subcategory of MF
Φ,id
K/K∗

consisting of

objects (V, φ, F ∗) such that (VK , F ∗) is a integrally filtered. We note that MF
Φ,id
K/K∗

coincides

with the category of filtered Φ-modules defined by Fontaine in [9, 1.2.2].

Definition 1.12. Let V ∈ MFΦ
K/K∗

. We say that V is weakly admissible if tN(V
′) ≥ tH(V

′)

for all subobject V ′ of V in MFΦ
K/K∗

, with equality when V ′ = V . Let MF
Φ,w.a.
K/K∗

denote the

full subcategory of MFΦ
K/K∗

consisting of weakly admissible objects.

Definition 1.12 extends the weakly admissible property for objects in MF
Φ,id
K/K∗

given by

Fontaine in [9, 4.1.4 Définition] to objects in MFΦ
K/K∗

. The following theorem is a generalized

version of [9, 4.2.1 Proposition]. Even though the proof is parallel, we include it for the sake of
completeness.

Theorem 1.13. 1. Let 0 → V ′ → V → V ′′ → 0 be a short exact sequence in MFΦ
K/K∗

. If
two of the three terms are weakly admissible, then so is the third one.
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2. Let T : V ′ → V be a morphism in MFΦ
K/K∗

. If V ′ and V are weakly admissible, then T

is strict, and kerT and cokerT are weakly admissible.

3. The category MF
Φ,w.a.
K/K∗

is an abelian category.

Proof. We start from the first assertion. It is straightforward to verify that V and V ′ being
weakly admissible implies that V ′′ is weakly admissible, and that V and V ′′ being weakly
admissible implies that V ′ is weakly admissible. Therefore, it remains to show that if V ′ and
V ′′ being weakly admissible, then V is weakly admissible. Let W be a subobject of V . Let
W ′ = W ∩ V ′, and let W ′′ = W /W ′. Then, we get a short exact sequence

0 → W ′ → W → W ′′ → 0

in MFΦ
K/K∗

. Write W ′′ = ((W ′′, φ′′), (W ′′
K , F ∗), ι′′), where F ∗ denotes the quotient filtration.

Replace F ∗ with the subspace filtration F ∗ and let W ′′ = ((W ′′, φ′′), (W ′′
K , F ∗), ι′′), then W ′′

is a subobject of V ′′ in MFΦ
K/K∗

. Note that the identity map W ′′
K → W ′′

K gives a morphism

(W ′′
K , F ∗) → (W ′′

K , F ∗) in MFK . By Lemma 1.7, we get tH(W
′′
K , F ∗) ≤ tH(W

′′
K , F ∗). Thus

tH(W ) = tH(W
′) + tH(W

′′
K , F ∗) ≤ tH(W

′) + tH(W
′′
K , F ∗)

≤ tN(W
′) + tN(W

′′, φ) = tN(W ).

When W = V , we have tH(V ) = tH(V
′) + tH(V

′′) = tN(V
′) + tN(V

′′) = tN(V ). Thus V is
weakly admissible.

Note that the third assertion follows straightforwardly from the second one, so we only need
to consider the second assertion. To show that T is strict, it suffices to show coimT ∼= imT in
MFΦ

K/K∗
. Here coimT = ((coimT, φ′), (coimTK , F ∗), ι′) and imT = ((im T, φ), (imTK , F ∗), ι),

where F ∗ denotes the quotient filtration, and F ∗ denotes the subspace filtration. Note that
the canonical isomorphisms coimT → imT and coimTK → imTK in of vector spaces give a
morphism coimT → imT in MFΦ

K . By Lemma 1.7, we get tH(coimT ) ≤ tH(imT ). This
inequality is an equality if and only if coimT → imT is an isomorphism in MFΦ

K . Since V ′ is
weakly admissible, we have tN(coimT ) ≤ tH(coimT ). Since V is weakly admissible, we have
tN(imT ) ≥ tH(imT ). Combining those inequalities, we get

tN(coimT ) ≤ tH(coimT ) ≤ tH(imT ) ≤ tN(imT ) (1.1)

At the same time, note that the canonical isomorphism coimT → imT gives an isomorphism
(coimT, φ′) → (imT, φ) in ModΦ

K∗
. Thus tN(coimT ) = tN(imT ), which implies that all in-

equalities in Eq. (1.1) are equalities. In particular, we get tH(coimT ) = tH(imT ), which implies
coimT ∼= imT in MFΦ

K/K∗
. Thus T is strict. Now, by the first assertion, to show that kerT and

cokerT are weakly admissible, it suffices to show that imT is weakly admissible. Since imT is a
subobject of a weakly admissible object in MFΦ

K/K∗
, we only need to prove tN(imT ) = tH(imT ),

which we have already shown.

In the following definition, we define a class of basis of an object in MFΦ
K/K∗

that is useful
for the proof of Theorem 0.2.

Definition 1.14. Let V = ((V, φ), (VK , F ∗), ι) ∈ MFΦ
K/K∗

, and let d = dimV . By saying a
basis of V , we mean a basis of V .

1. A basis {vi}di=1 of V is said to be filtration-generating if {vK,i}di=1 is a filtration-generating
basis of VK , where vK,i = ι−1(1 ⊗ vi).
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2. Let {vi}di=1 be a filtration generating basis of V . We say that {vi}di=1 is agreeable if
ordAφ(vi, vj) ≥ wHT(vK,j) for all i, j = 1, . . . , d, where Aφ(vi, vj) ∈ K∗ is characterised by

φ(vi) =

d∑

j=1

Aφ(vi, vj) · vj .

Proposition 1.15. If V ∈ MFΦ
K/K∗

admits an agreeable basis, then tN(V ) ≥ tH(V ).

Proof. Let d = dimV , and let {vi}di=1 be an agreeable basis of V . Let Aφ denote the d × d
matrix whose (i, j) entry is equal to Aφ(vi, vj) for i, j = 1, . . . , d. Note that tN(V ) = orddetAφ,
where

orddetAφ ≥ min





d∑

j=1

ordAφ(vij , vj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
i1, . . . , id = 1, . . . , d



 ≥

d∑

j=1

wHT(vK,j).

The first inequality follows from the definition of determinants, and the second inequality follows
from the assumption that {vi}di=1 is agreeable. Since {vi}di=1 is also filtration-generating, we

have tH(V ) =
∑d

j=1 wHT(vK,j). Therefore, we get

tN(V ) = orddetAφ ≥
d∑

i=1

wHT(vK,i) = tH(V ).

2 Exponentially twisted cohomology

This section is a preliminary to the arguments in Section 3. The goal of this section is to
recollect some knowledge of exponentially twisted cohomology, and clarify how it relates to the
categories defined in Section 1. We recall firstly the exponentially twisted rigid cohomology,
and secondly the exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology. We also consider a canonical map
between them, which is often called the specialization map.

From this section, we fix k = Fq. Fix a primitive p-th root of unity ζp, and let K1 = K0(ζp).
The isomorphism Gal(K1/Qp(ζp)) ∼= Gal(K0/Qp) implies that the Frobenius automorphism on
K0 is uniquely extended to an automorphism σ on K1 such that σ(ζp) = ζp. Then K1 is a
Frobenius extension of K0 with respect to σ. Let O1 be the ring of integers of K1.

We begin with the exponentially twisted rigid cohomology. First, we review some basic theory
of overconvergent F-isocrystals over affine smooth varieties. Let Γ0 be a finitely generated smooth
O1-algebra presented by Γ0 = O1[y]/I0, where y = (y1, . . . , yr), and I0 is an ideal of O1[y]. For
v = (v1, . . . , vr) ∈ Zr

≥0, let |v| =
∑r

i=1 vi, and let yv = yv11 . . . yvrr . Let

O1[y]
† =

⋃

λ>1




∑

v∈Z
r
≥0

Avy
v ∈ O1[[y]]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
|Av |pλ

|v| → 0 as |v| → ∞



 ,

and let Γ†
0 = O1[y]

†/I0 ·O1[y]
†. Let Γ = K1 ⊗O1 Γ0, and let Γ† = K1 ⊗O1 Γ

†
0. Let Γ = k⊗O1 Γ0,

and let Xk = Spec Γ. Let ϕ : Γ† → Γ† denote the lift of the absolute Frobenius on Γ. An
overconvergent F-isocrystal over Xk consists of three data: a projective Γ†-module E of finite
type, an integrable connection ∇ : E → E ⊗Γ† Ω1

Γ†/K1
, and an isomorphism Φ : Eϕ → E of Γ†-

modules such that Φ ◦ ∇ϕ = ∇ ◦ Φ. Here Eϕ denotes the extension of scalars of E along ϕ, and
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∇ϕ is the connection on Eϕ induced by ∇. We denote such an overconvergent F-isocrystal by
(E ,∇, Φ). We often omit ∇ and Φ, and write E instead, if it causes no confusion. Let DR∗(E ,∇)
denote the de Rham complex of the connection ∇ on E . For each i ∈ Z, the i-th degree rigid
cohomology of the overconvergent F-isocrystal E over Xk is given by

Hi
rig(Xk/K1, E) = Hi(DR∗(E ,∇)).

At the same time, note that Φ yields a chain map φ : DR∗(E ,∇) → DR∗(E ,∇), which induces
a bijective σ-semilinear endomorphism on Hi

rig(Xk/K1, E). Denoting this endomorphism still by
φ, we get

(Hi
rig(Xk/K1, E), φ) ∈ ModΦ

K1
.

The terminology exponentially twisted rigid cohomology means the rigid cohomology of certain
type of overconvergent F-isocrystals: the pullbacks of the Dwork F-isocrystal over the affine line.
We recollect some fact of the Dwork F-isocrystal. By [7, Lemma 4.1], there exists a unique
π ∈ Qp(ζp) satisfying π + πp

p = 0, such that

π ≡ ζp − 1 mod (ζp − 1)2.

Note that π is a uniformizer of K1 and ordπ = 1
p−1 . Let A

1 = SpecO1[t] be the affine line over

O1. The Dwork F-isocrystal Lπ over A1
k associated with π is the overconvergent F-isocrystal

over A1
k presented by (Lπ ,∇πt, Φt), where Lπ = K1[t]

† is the free K1[t]
†-module of rank 1, the

connection ∇πt on Lπ is defined by ∇πt(1) = π ⊗ dt, and Φt : Lϕ
π → Lπ is defined by Φt(1) =

exp(π(tp − t)). We explain more in detail about this formulation. Firstly Φt is well-defined,
because by [8, 21.1 Proposition], we have exp(π(tp − t)) ∈ K1[t]

†. Secondly, the connection
∇ϕ

πt on Lϕ
π is defined by ∇ϕ

πt(1) = πptp−1 ⊗ dt, and it is straightforward to verify Φt ◦ ∇ϕ
πt =

∇πt ◦ Φt. Now, we are ready to recall the exponentially twisted rigid cohomology. Let A0 =
O1[x1, . . . , xn, (x1 . . . xn)

−1], and let Tn = SpecA0 be the n-dimensional torus over O1. For
u = (u1, . . . , un) ∈ Zn, let |u| =

∑n
i=1|ui|, and let xu = xu1

1 . . . xun
n . Note that

A† =
⋃

λ>1

{
∑

u∈Zn

Aux
u

∣∣∣∣∣ Au ∈ K1, |Au|pλ
|u| → 0 as |u| → ∞

}
.

Let f : Tn
k → A1

k be the morphism defined by t 7→ f(x), where

f(x) =
∑

u∈Zn

αux
u ∈ A := k ⊗O1 A0 (2.1)

is a Laurent polynomial. We define the Teichmüller lift of f(x) to be

f̂(x) =
∑

u∈Zn

α̂ux
u ∈ A := K1 ⊗O1 A0, (2.2)

where α̂u ∈ K0 denotes the Teichmüller lift of αu ∈ k. Let F̂ = πf̂ . We present the overconver-
gent F-isocrystal f∗Lπ over Tn

k by the triple (EF̂ ,∇F̂ , Φf ), where EF̂ = A† is the free A†-module

of rank 1, the connection ∇F̂ on EF̂ is defined by ∇F̂ (1) = π ⊗ df̂ , and Φf : Eϕ

F̂
→ EF̂ is defined

by Φf (1) = exp(π(ϕ(f̂ (x)) − f̂(x))). Here, we note that ϕ is defined by the endomorphism of
A† given by ∑

u∈Zn

Aux
u 7→

∑

u∈Zn

σ(Au)x
pu.
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Note that Φf is well-defined, because we have exp(π(ϕ(f̂ (x)) − f̂(x))) ∈ A† by the proof of

[7, Lemma 4.1]. The connection ∇ϕ

F̂
on Eϕ

F̂
is defined by ∇ϕ

F̂
(1) = π ⊗ dϕ(f̂(x)), and it is

straightforward to verify that Φf ◦ ∇ϕ

F̂
= ∇F̂

◦ Φf . For each i ∈ Z, the i-th degree rigid

cohomology of f∗Lπ over Tk is given by

Hi
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ) = Hi(DR∗(EF̂ ,∇F̂ )).

More explicitly, the de Rham complex DR∗(EF̂ ,∇F̂ ) is the chain complex defined by setting

DRl(EF̂ ,∇F̂ ) =
⊕

1≤i1<···<il≤n

A†dxi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxil

for l ∈ Z, with the differential DRl(EF̂ ,∇F̂ ) → DRl+1(EF̂ ,∇F̂ ) given by

ξdxi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxil 7→
n∑

i=1

(∂iξ + πξ∂if̂)dxi ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxil

for ξ ∈ A† and 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < il ≤ n. Here, we set ∂i = ∂
∂xi

for i = 1, . . . , n. Furthermore,

the isomorphism Φf is represented by the map φf : A† → A† given by ξ(x) 7→ exp(π(ϕ(f̂ (x))−

f̂(x))) · ϕ(ξ(x)). We observe that

∇F̂
◦ φf = p · (φf ◦ ∇F̂ ),

which implies that φf induces a chain map φf : DR∗(EF̂ ,∇F̂ ) → DR∗(EF̂ ,∇F̂ ). We denote the
induced bijective σ-semilinear endomorphsm on Hi(DR∗(EF̂ ,∇F̂ )) still by φf . Then, we get

(Hi
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ) ∈ ModΦ
K1

.

Next, we move on to the exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology. We first go back to the
setup considered at the beginning of this section and review some general theory. Recall that
XK1 = Spec Γ is an affine smooth variety over K1. Let E be a projective Γ-module of finite type,
and let ∇ : E → E ⊗Γ Ω1

Γ/K1
be an integrable connection. Let DR∗(E,∇) denote the de Rham

complex of the connection ∇ on E. For each i ∈ Z, the i-th degree de Rham cohomology of ∇
over XK1 is given by

Hi
dR(XK1 ,∇) = Hi(DR∗(E,∇)).

If∇ is not regular, then it is not clear how to attach a Hodge theoretic filtration on Hi
dR(XK1 ,∇).

In order to attach a canonical filtration to Hi
dR(XK1 ,∇), a generalized version of the Hodge

filtrations is expected. This issue is first raised by Deligne in [6], where he attached some sensible
filtrations on the de Rham cohomology of exponentially twisted connections over curvers. Later,
irregular Hodge theory is established by Sabbah and Yu (cf. [17]). More explicitly, Sabbah
defined the category irrMHM of irregular mixed Hodge modules containing the category MHM

of mixed Hodge modules as a full subcategory (cf. [17, Theorem 0.2 (1)]). An object in irrMHM

is equipped with a filtration indexed by real numbers, called the irregular Hodge filtration (cf.
[17, Definition 2.22]). The irregular Hodge filtration generalizes the Hodge filtration, in the
sense that the irregular Hodge filtration associated with an object in MHM coincides with the
associated Hodge filtration (cf. [17, Theorem 0.3 (1)]).

Now, we explain how irregular Hodge theory allows us to attach a canonical filtration on the
exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology. Assume that XK1 is smooth and quasi-projective,
and let F be a global regular function on XK1 . For a pair (XK1 , F ) who admits a good compacti-
fication (cf. [18, §1]), Yu provided a way in [18] to construct the irregular Hodge filtration on the
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exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology Hi
dR(XK1 ,∇F ). Here ∇F denotes the exponentially

twisted connection over XK1 associated with F , namely the connection over XK1 defined by
∇F (1) = 1 ⊗ dF . Note that Yu was assuming the base field to be C, but his construction of
the irregular Hodge filtration (cf. [18, p. 110 Definition]) can be applied without change in our
situation. Denoting the irregular Hodge filtration by F ∗

irr, we get

(Hi
dR(XK1 ,∇F ), F

∗
irr) ∈ MFK1 .

If F is a regular function on Tn
K1

that is nondegenerate (cf. Definition 3.1), then the pair
(Tn

k , F ) admits a good compactification (cf. [18, §4]), and the irregular Hodge filtration F ∗
irr is

in particular defined on Hi
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F ).
Finally, we consider the relationship between the exponentially twisted rigid cohomology and

the exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology. If (E ,∇) = (Γ†⊗Γ E, 1⊗∇), then the inclusion
Γ →֒ Γ† induces a chain map DR∗(E,∇) → DR∗(E ,∇). For each i, this chain map induces
the specialization map Hi

dR(XK1 ,∇) → Hi
rig(Xk/K1, E), which is a morphism in ModK1 . In

particular, considering the exponentially twisted cohomology over the n-dimensional torus, the
inclusion A →֒ A† induces the specialization map

ιF̂ : Hi
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ) → Hi
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ). (2.3)

In the following section, we prove that ιF̂ is an isomorphism under certain conditions for f .

3 Newton polyhedron modules

This section is a preparation for the proof of Theorem 0.2. We first prove that the morphism
in Eq. (2.3) is an isomorphism under certain conditions, so that we can associate a filtered
Φ-module to f . Secondly, we construct two filtered Φ-modules, one of them can be directly
compared with the exponentially twisted cohomology, and the other one is closely related to the
work of Adolphson and Sperber in [1] and [2]. Those filtered Φ-modules are useful for the proof
of Theorem 0.2.

Let K be a field. For a Laurent polynomial

f(x) =
∑

u∈Zn

aux
u ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn, (x1 . . . xn)

−1],

we define the support of f to be the finite set supp f = {u ∈ Zn | au 6= 0}. Let ∆(f) denote the
convex hull of supp f∪{0} in Rn, which we call the Newton polyhedron of f. Let dim∆(f) denote
the dimension of the smallest linear subspace of Rn that contains ∆(f). Let vol(f) denote the
dim∆(f)-dimensional volume of ∆(f) relative to the induced lattice. For a face τ ∈ ∆(f), let

fτ (x) =
∑

u∈τ∩supp f

aux
u.

Definition 3.1. Let K be a field, and let K be an algebraic closure of K. A Laurent polynomial
f(x) ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn, (x1 . . . xn)

−1] is said to be nondegenerate, if for every face τ of ∆(f) that does
not contain 0, the Laurent polynomials ∂1fτ (x), . . . , ∂nfτ (x) have no common zero in (K×)n.

We retain the notations from Section 2. Recall that f(x) is the Laurent polynomial defined

in Eq. (2.1), and f̂ is its Teichmüller lift. Recall that F̂ = πf̂ .
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Theorem 3.2. Assume that p 6= 2. If f, f̂ are nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n, then the
specialization map ιF̂ in Eq. (2.3) is an isomorphism, so that we get an object

((Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ), (H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr), ιF̂ ) ∈ MFΦ

K1/K1
.

Remark 3.3. Assume that p 6= 2. Let F (x) ∈ A0 = O1[x1, . . . , xn, (x1 . . . xn)
−1] be a nondegener-

ate Laurent polynomial. If π−1F ∈ A0 and the reduction of π−1F by π coincides with f , then we
still have a canonical map ιF : Hn

dR(T
n
K1

,∇F ) → Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ). If we assume in addition

that ∆(F ) = ∆(f), and the p-adic distance between π−1F and f̂ is less than p−
1

p−1 , then by a
strategy similar to that in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we can show that ιF is an isomorphism, so
that we obtain an object ((Hn

rig(T
n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ), (H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F ), F
∗
irr), ιF ) in MFΦ

K1/K1

The proof of Theorem 3.2 can be found right after Corollary 3.11. Now, we make some
preparation for the proof. Let cone f be the conical hull of supp f in Rn. Define the weight of
u ∈ cone f to be

w(u) = inf{w ∈ R≥0 | u ∈ w ·∆(f)}.

Let M(f) = Zn ∩ cone f , and let xM(f) denote the multiplicative monoid {xu | u ∈ M(f)}. Let
R = k[xM(f)] be the monoid algebra spanned by xM(f) over k. By [2, Lemma 1.13.(c)], there
exists a positive integer m, such that w(M(f)) ⊆ m−1Z. For i ∈ m−1Z, set

Ri =





∑

u∈M(f)

aux
u ∈ R

∣∣∣∣∣∣
w(u) ≤ − i if au 6= 0



 .

Let R =
⊕

i∈m−1Z
R(i), where R(i) = Ri/Ri+ 1

m . For i = 1, . . . , n, let f̄i(x) ∈ R(−1) denote the

image of xi∂if(x) ∈ R−1 in R, and let Df̄ ,i = xi∂i + f̄i. Define a chain complex C∗(R, f̄) by
setting

Cl(R, f̄) =
⊕

1≤i1<···<il≤n

R
dxi1

xi1

∧ · · · ∧
dxil

xil

for l ∈ Z, with the differential Cl(R, f̄) → Cl+1(R, f̄) given by

ξ̄
dxi1

xi1

∧ · · · ∧
dxil

xil

7→
n∑

i=1

Df̄ ,iξ̄
dxi

xi
∧

dxi1

xi1

∧ · · · ∧
dxil

xil

for ξ̄ ∈ R and 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < il ≤ n.

Theorem 3.4 ([1, Theorem 2.18]). Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n.

1. If i 6= n, then dimk H
i(C∗(R, f̄)) = 0.

2. There exists a finite subset MNP ⊆ M(f), such that

R = V NP ⊕
n∑

i=1

Df̄ ,iR,

where V NP = 〈xu | u ∈ MNP〉k. Furthermore, we have |MNP| = n!vol(f).

Remark 3.5. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. Let I f̄ denote the ideal of R

generated by f̄1, . . . , f̄n. For i ∈ m−1Z, there exists a finite subset

M
(i)
NP ⊆ {u ∈ M(f) | w(u) = i},
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such that V
(i)
NP = 〈xu | u ∈ M

(i)
NP〉k is complimentary to R(i) ∩ I f̄ in R(i), namely

R(i) = V
(i)
NP ⊕ (R(i) ∩ I f̄ ).

Setting MNP =
⋃

i∈m−1Z
M

(i)
NP, we get V NP =

⊕
i∈m−1Z

V
(i)
NP and R = V NP ⊕

∑n
i=1 Df̄ ,iR.

Fix a m-th root πm of π, and let Km = K1(πm). Note that by setting σ(πm) = πm, we obtain
an extension of σ to Km. Let Om be the ring of integers of Km. For b ∈ R≥0 and c ∈ R, let

L(b, c) =





∑

u∈M(f)

Aux
u

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Au ∈ Km, ordAu ≥ b · w(u) + c



 .

For b ∈ R≥0, let L(b) =
⋃

c∈R
L(b, c). Let ̟ = p

1
p−1 ∈ R. Let

B =





∑

u∈M(f)

Aux
u

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Au ∈ Km, |Au|p̟

w(u) → 0 as w(u) → ∞



 ,

B0 =





∑

u∈M(f)

Aux
u

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Au ∈ πw(u)Om, |Au|p̟

w(u) → 0 as w(u) → ∞



 .

For b > 1
p−1 , we have A ⊆ L(b) ⊆ B ⊆ L( 1

p−1 ) ⊆ A†
m. In addition, if c ≥ 0, then L(b, c)m ⊆ B0.

Here A†
m = Km ⊗K1 A

†. Let A = {L(b) | b > 0} ∪ {A†
m, B}. For b > 0, set

Ab = {Λ ∈ A | L(b) ⊆ Λ}.

By [7, Lemma 4.1], there exists a unique γ ∈ Qp(ζp) satisfying
∑∞

i=1
γpi

pi = 0, such that

γ ≡ ζp − 1 mod (ζp − 1)2.

Note that ord γ = 1
p−1 . For l ∈ Z≥0, set γl =

∑l
i=1

γpi

pi . Let θ(t) =
∑∞

l=0 γlt
pl

, and let

F̃ (x) =
∑

u∈supp f

θ(α̂ux
u).

For i = 1, . . . , n and F ∈ {F̂ , F̃}, we define an operator DF,i = xi∂i + xi∂iF . For Λ ∈ A
p

p−1 ∪

{A†, B0} and F ∈ {F̂ , F̃}, we define a chain complex C∗(Λ, F ) by setting

Cl(Λ, F ) =
⊕

1≤i1<···<il≤n

Λ
dxi1

xi1

∧ · · · ∧
dxil

xil

for l ∈ Z, with differential Cl(Λ, F ) → Cl+1(Λ, F ) given by ω 7→
∑n

i=1 DF,iω ∧ dxi

xi
. Note that

C∗(Λ, F ) is well-defined, because by Lemma 3.6, we have xi∂iF (x) ∈ L( p
p−1 ,−1) for i = 1, . . . , n.

Moreover, the inclusion Λ →֒ A†
m induces a chain map ιΛ : C∗(Λ, F ) → C∗(A†

m, F ). Here ιΛ is

written as ι̂Λ if F = F̂ , and as ι̃Λ if F = F̃ . For i ∈ Z, this chain map induces a morphism

ιΛ : Hi(C∗(Λ, F )) → Hi(C∗(A†
m, F )) ∈ ModKm

. (3.1)

14



For l ∈ Z, let ı̂ : Cl(A†, F̂ ) → DRl(EF̂ ,∇F̂ ) be the map given by

ξ(x)
dxi1

xi1

∧ · · · ∧
dxil

xil

7→ x−1
1 . . . x−1

n ξ(x)dxi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxil .

It is straightforward to verify that ı̂ is an isomorphism, and ı̂ ◦ ∇F̂ = ∇F̂
◦ ı̂. Thus ı̂ induces

an isomorphism ı̂ : C∗(A†, F̂ ) → DR∗(EF̂ ,∇F̂ ) of chain complexes. For i ∈ Z, this chain map
induces an isomorphism

ı̂ : Hi(C∗(A†, F̂ )) → Hi
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ) ∈ ModK1 . (3.2)

Lemma 3.6. Let F ∈ {F̂ , F̃}. For i = 1, . . . , n, we have xi∂iF (x) ∈ L( p
p−1 ,−1).

Proof. We first consider the case where F = F̂ . In this situation, for i = 1, . . . , n we have

xi∂iF̂ (x) =
∑

u∈supp f

πuiα̂ux
u,

where ui is characterized by u = (u1, . . . , un). Note that w(x) ≤ 1 if u ∈ supp f . Thus, we have

ord(πuiα̂u) ≥ ordπ =
1

p− 1
=

p

p− 1
− 1 ≥

p

p− 1
· w(u)− 1

for u ∈ supp f , which shows the assertion. Next, we consider the case where F = F̃ and show
that xi∂iF̃ (x) ∈ L( p

p−1 ,−1) for i = 1, . . . , n. In this situation, we have

xi∂iF̃ (x) =
∑

u∈supp f

∞∑

l=0

γlp
luiα̂

pl

uxplu.

Note that for l ∈ Z≥0, we have ord γl = ord γpl+1

pl+1 = pl+1

p−1 − l − 1. Therefore, we have

ord(γlp
luiα̂

pl

u ) ≥ ord(γlp
l) =

pl+1

p− 1
− 1 ≥

p

p− 1
· w(plu)− 1

for l ∈ Z≥0 and u ∈ supp f , which shows the assertion.

Lemma 3.7. The map ρ : B0 → R given by
∑

u∈M(f)

Aux
u 7→

∑

u∈M(f)

aux
u,

is a ring homomorphism, where au ∈ k is the reduction of π−w(u)Au ∈ Om modulo π.

Proof. The proof is parallel to that in [1, Lemma 2.10]. We say that u and u′ in M(f) are
cofacial if w(u)−1u and w(u′)−1u′ lie on the same closed face of ∆(f). By [1, Lemma 1.9.(c)],
we have w(u + u′) ≤ w(u) + w(u′) for u,u′ ∈ M(f). This inequality is an equality if and only
if u and u′ are cofacial. On the other hand, by [1, (1.11)], the multiplication in R is given by

xu · xu′

=

{
xu+u′

if u and u′ are cofacial,

0 otherwise.

Then, the assertion follows from the observation for π ∈ {π, γ} and u,u′ ∈ M(f) that

πw(u)xu · πw(u′)xu′

= πw(u)+w(u′)−w(u+u′) · πw(u+u′)xu+u′

.
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Remark 3.8. Note that R and R are identical as k-modules, but not as k-algebras. Regarding ρ
as a map from B0 to R does not give a homomorphism of rings.

Proposition 3.9. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. Let MNP ⊆ M(f) be the

finite subset given by Theorem 3.4. Let F ∈ {F̂ , F̃}.

1. If i 6= n, then Hi(C∗(B,F )) = 0.

2. Set VNP,m = 〈xu | u ∈ MNP〉Km
. Then, we have B = VNP,m ⊕

∑n
i=1 DF,iB.

Proof. If F = F̃ , then the assertion is given by the proof of [1, Theorem 2.9]. Next, we consider

the case where F = F̂ . Note that for i = 1, . . . , n, we have

Df̄ ,i ◦ ρ = ρ ◦ DF̂ ,i,

which yields a chain map C∗(B0, F̂ ) → C∗(R, f̄). Note that B0 is a flat separated complete
O1-module in the sense of Monsky in [16, p. 91], with respect to the norm on B0 given by

‖ξ‖ = sup{|Au|p | u ∈ M(f)}

for ξ(x) =
∑

u∈M(f)Aux
u ∈ B0. By Theorem 3.4.1 and [16, Theorem 8.5 (1)], for i 6= n, we

have Hi(C∗(B,F )) = 0. By Theorem 3.4.2 and the proof of [1, Theorem A.1], we get

B = VNP,m ⊕
n∑

i=1

DF,iB.

Proposition 3.10. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. Let 1
p−1 ≤ b ≤ p

p−1 and

c ∈ R. Set V (b, c) = VNP,m ∩ L(b, c), and let e = b− 1
p−1 . Let F ∈ {F̂ , F̃}. Then, we have

L(b, c) = V (b, c) +

n∑

i=1

DF,iL(b, c+ e).

Proof. If F = F̃ , then the assertion is the same as [1, Proposition 3.6]. It remains to show

the assertion for F = F̂ . We first consider the case where b > 1
p−1 . For ξ(x) ∈ L(b, c), by

[1, Proposition 3.2], there exists v0(x) ∈ V (b, c) and η1,1(x), . . . , ηn,1(x) ∈ L(b, c+ e), such that

ξ(x) = v0(x) +

n∑

i=1

πf̂i(x) · ηi,1(x).

Setting ξ1(x) = −
∑n

i=1 xi∂iηi,1(x), we have ξ1(x) ∈ L(b, c+ e) and

ξ(x) = v0(x) + ξ1(x) +

n∑

i=1

DF̂ ,iηi,1(x).

Applying the same argument for ξ(x) as above to ξ1(x) and proceeding recursively, we obtain a
sequence {(vl(x), ξl(x), η1,l(x), . . . , ηn,l(x))}∞l=1 in V (b, c+ l · e)× L(b, c+ l · e)n+1 satisfying

ξl(x) = vl(x) + ξl+1(x) +

n∑

i=1

DF̂ ,iηi,l+1(x).

16



Since b > 1
p−1 , we have e = b − 1

p−1 > 0, which implies that
∑∞

l=0 vl(x) has a limit in V (b, c),

and that
∑∞

l=1 ηi,l(x) has a limit in L(b, c) for i = 1, . . . , n. let v(x) =
∑∞

l=0 vl(x), and for
i = 1, . . . , n, let ηi(x) =

∑∞
l=1 ηi,l(x). Then, we have

ξ(x) = v(x) +

n∑

i=1

DF̂ ,iηi(x) ∈ V (b, c) +

n∑

i=1

DF̂ ,iL(b, c+ e).

Now, we consider the case where b = 1
p−1 . In this situation, we have e = 0, so the argument

above does not apply. We may assume c = 0, since L(b, c) = ̟c · L(b, 0), where we recall that

̟ = p
1

p−1 . For ξ(x) =
∑

u∈M(f)Aux
u ∈ L(b, 0) and l ∈ Z≥0, let

ξ(l)(x) =
∑

w(u)≤l

Aux
u.

Note that ξ(l)(x) ∈ B0 for l ∈ Z≥0, so by the proof of Proposition 3.9, there exist v(l)(x) ∈

V ( 1
p−1 , 0) and η

(l)
1 (x), . . . , η

(l)
1 (x) ∈ B0, such that

ξ(l)(x) = v(l)(x) +
n∑

i=1

DF̂ ,iη
(l)
i (x).

Now, we get a sequence {(v(l)(x), η
(l)
1 (x), . . . , η

(l)
1 (x))}∞l=0 in the space V ( 1

p−1 , 0) × L( 1
p−1 , 0)

n,
which is compact in the topology of coefficient-wise convergence. Therefore, this sequence has a
limit point (v(x), η1(x), . . . , ηn(x)) in V ( 1

p−1 , 0)× L( 1
p−1 , 0)

n that satisfies

ξ(x) = v(x) +

n∑

i=1

DF̂ ,iηi(x).

Corollary 3.11. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. Let Λ ∈ A
p

p−1 .

1. We have Λ = VNP,m ⊕
∑n

i=1 DF̃ ,iΛ.

2. If p 6= 2, then we have Λ = VNP,m ⊕
∑n

i=1 DF̂ ,iΛ.

Proof. By Proposition 3.9, the assertion is true if Λ = B. Proposition 3.9 also implies that
the inclusion VNP,m →֒ B induces an isomorphism VNP,m → Hn(C∗(B,F )) for F ∈ {F̂ , F̃}.
We first consider the first assertion. By the proof of [12, Theorem 3.2], we know that the map

ι̃B : Hn(C∗(B, F̃ )) → Hn(C∗(A†
m, F̃ )) induced by the inclusion B →֒ A†

m is an isomorphism.
Therefore, the inclusion VNP,m →֒ A†

m induces an isomorphism

ι̃NP,m : VNP,m → Hn(C∗(A†
m, F̃ )).

Hence, the first assertion is true for Λ = A†
m. For B ⊆ Λ ⊆ A†

m, namely Λ ∈ A
1

p−1 ∪ {B},
by an argument similar to that in the proof of [12, Proposition 3.1], we can prove that the

inclusion B →֒ Λ induces a surjection Hn(C∗(B, F̃ )) → Hn(C∗(Λ, F̃ )), which implies the first
assertion. For 1

p−1 < b ≤ p
p−1 , we have

∑n
i=1 DF̃ ,iL(b) ⊆

∑n
i=1 DF̃ ,iB, since L(b) ⊆ B. This

gives VNP,m ∩
∑n

i=1 DF̃ ,iL(b) ⊆ VNP,m ∩
∑n

i=1 DF̃ ,iL(b). Since the first assertion is true Λ = B,

we have VNP,m ∩
∑n

i=1 DF̃ ,iL(b) = 0, which implies VNP,m ∩
∑n

i=1 DF̃ ,iL(b) = 0. Therefore,

Proposition 3.10 gives the first assertion for Λ = L(b) with 1
p−1 < b ≤ p

p−1 . The argument above
shows the first assertion.
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Next, we deal with the second assertion. By [4, Théorèm 1.4.(2)], if p 6= 2, then the map

ι̂B : Hn(C∗(B, F̂ )) → Hn(C∗(A†
m, F̂ )) induced by the inclusion B →֒ A†

m is an isomorphism.
Therefore, if p 6= 2, then the inclusion VNP,m →֒ A†

m induces an isomorphism

ι̂NP,m : VNP,m → Hn(C∗(A†
m, F̂ )).

Hence, the second assertion is true for Λ = A†
m. For B ⊆ Λ ⊆ A†

m, namely Λ ∈ A
1

p−1 ∪
{B}, by an argument similar to that in the proof of [4, Corollary 1.3], we can prove that the

inclusion B →֒ Λ induces an surjection Hn(C∗(B, F̂ )) → Hn(C∗(Λ, F̂ )), which implies the first
assertion. For 1

p−1 < b ≤ p
p−1 , we have

∑n
i=1 DF̂ ,iL(b) ⊆

∑n
i=1 DF̂ ,iB, since L(b) ⊆ B. This

gives VNP,m ∩
∑n

i=1 DF̂ ,iL(b) ⊆ VNP,m ∩
∑n

i=1 DF̂ ,iL(b). The second assertion for Λ = B gives

VNP,m ∩
∑n

i=1 DF̂ ,iL(b) = 0, so VNP,m ∩
∑n

i=1 DF̂ ,iL(b) = 0. Then, by Proposition 3.10, the

second assertion is true for Λ = L(b) with 1
p−1 < b ≤ p

p−1 . The argument above shows the second
assertion.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let VNP = 〈xu | u ∈ MNP〉K1 , then we have VNP,m = Km⊗K1 VNP. Since
p 6= 2, by Corollary 3.11.2, we have A†

m = VNP,m ⊕
∑n

i=1 DF̂ ,iA
†
m. It is straightforward to verify

that DF̂ ,iA
†
m = Km ⊗K1 DF̂ ,iA

† for i = 1, . . . , n. Thus A† = VNP ⊕
∑n

i=1 DF̂ ,iA
†. This implies

that the inclusion VNP →֒ A† induces an isomorphism

ι̂NP : VNP → Hn(C∗(A†, F̂ )).

For l ∈ Z, we consider a map DRl(A,∇F̂ ) → Cl(A†, F̂ ) given by

ξ(x)dxi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxil 7→ xi1 . . . xilξ(x)
dxi1

xi1

∧ · · · ∧
dxiil

xil

for ξ(x) ∈ A and 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < il ≤ n. It is straightforward to verify that this map is

compatible with the differentials, so that we obtain a chain map DR∗(A,∇F̂ ) → C∗(A†, F̂ ).

This chain map induces a morphism Hn(DR∗(A,∇F̂ )) → Hn(C∗(A†, F̂ )) in ModK1 . Note that

the specialization map ιF̂ is the composition of ı̂ and this morphism, where ı̂ : Hn(C∗(A†, F̂ )) →
Hn

rig(T
n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ) is the isomorphism given by Eq. (3.2). To show that ιF̂ is an isomorphism,

it suffices to show that the morphism Hn(DR∗(A,∇F̂ )) → Hn(C∗(A†, F̂ )) is an isomorphism.
Since VNP ⊆ A, the morphism is surjective. On the other hand, by [3, Theorem 1.4], we have

dimK1 H
n(DR∗(A,∇F̂ )) = n!vol(F̂ ). Since ∆(F̂ ) = ∆(f), we have vol(F̂ ) = vol(f). Therefore,

by Theorem 3.4.2 and Corollary 3.11, we get

dimK1 H
n(DR∗(A,∇F̂ )) = dimK1 H

n(C∗(A†, F̂ )).

This implies that the surjective morphism Hn(DR∗(A,∇F̂ )) → Hn(C∗(A†, F̂ )) is an isomor-
phism, and hence the ιF̂ is an isomorphism.

Remark 3.12. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. By Corollary 3.11.1, we
have A†

m = VNP,m ⊕
∑n

i=1 DF̃ ,iA
†
m. Note that for i = 1, . . . , n, we have DF̃ ,iA

†
m = Km ⊗K1

DF̃ ,iA
†. Thus A† = VNP ⊕

∑n
i=1 DF̃ ,iA

†, which implies that the inclusion VNP →֒ A† induces an
isomorphism

ι̃NP : VNP → Hn(C∗(A†, F̃ )).
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Next, we construct two filtered Φ-modules which are useful for the proof of Theorem 0.2. For
F ∈ {F̂ , F̃}, let φF : A† → A† be the endomorphism given by

ξ(x) 7→ exp(ϕ(F (x))− F (x)) · ϕ(ξ(x)).

It is straightforward to verify that DF,i ◦ φF = p · (φF ◦ DF,i) for F ∈ {F̂ , F̃} and i = 1, . . . , n.
This yields a chain map φF : C∗(A†, F ) → C∗(A†, F ). For i ∈ Z, let φF : Hi(C∗(A†, F )) →
Hi(C∗(A†, F )) denote the induced endomorphism. We note that φF is σ-semilinear and bijective.

Definition 3.13. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. Let F ∈ {F̂ , F̃}.

1. Let φNP = ι−1
NP

◦ φF ◦ ιNP, which is a bijective σ-semilinear endomorphism on VNP. Here,

we write φNP, ιNP as φ̂NP, ι̂NP if F = F̂ , and as φ̃NP, ι̃NP if F = F̃ .

2. Define an exhaustive separated filtration F ∗
NP, which we call the Newton polyhedron filtra-

tion, on VNP by setting F i
NPVNP = 〈xu | u ∈ MNP, w(u) ≤ − i〉K1 for i ∈ R.

We call the filtered Φ-module (VNP, φNP, F
∗
NP) ∈ MFΦ

K1/K1
the Newton polyhedron module asso-

ciated with F .

Proposition 3.14. Assume that p 6= 2 and f, f̂ are nondegenerate with dim∆(f) = n. Then

((Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ), (H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr), ιF̂ )

∼= (VNP, φ̂NP, F
∗
NP) ∈ MFΦ

K1/K1
.

Proof. Let ιrig = ı̂ ◦ ι̂NP. Note that ιrig : VNP → Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ) is an isomorphism. It is

straightforward to verify that ı̂ ◦ φF̂ = φf ◦ ı̂, which implies ιrig ◦ φ̂NP = φf ◦ ιrig. Thus ιrig
gives an isomorphism

ιrig : (VNP, φ̂NP) → (Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ) ∈ ModΦ
K1

.

On the other hand, let ιdR = ι−1
rig

◦ ιF̂ . Note that ιdR : Hn
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ) → VNP is an isomorphism.
By [18, p. 126 footnote], we have ιdR(F

∗
irr) = F ∗

NP. This implies that ιdR gives an isomorphism

ιdR : (Hn
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) → (VNP, F

∗
NP) ∈ MFK1 .

Thus ι : ((Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ), (H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr), ιF̂ ) → (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP) is an isomor-

phism in MFΦ
K1/K1

, where ι = (ι−1
rig , ιdR).

Remark 3.15. Assume that p 6= 2 and f, f̂ are nondegenerate with dim∆(f) = n. By Proposi-
tion 3.14, we have ℓHT(H

n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) = ℓHT(VNP, F

∗
NP). By Definition 3.13, we have

ℓHT(VNP, F
∗
NP) = max{w(u) | u ∈ MNP},

since min{w(u) | u ∈ MNP} = 0. Therefore, Remark 3.5 provides an algorighm to compute the
Hodge-Tate length ℓHT(H

n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) combinatorially.

We consider the relationship between (VNP, φ̂NP, F
∗
NP) and (VNP, φ̃NP, F

∗
NP). For Λ ∈ A

p−1
p ,

let Tf : Λ → Λ be the endomorphism given by

ξ(x) 7→ exp(F̃ (x)− F̂ (x)) · ξ(x),

which is well-defined by Lemma 3.17. It is straightforward to verify that Tf is an isomorphism.

For i = 1, . . . , n, Note that DF̂ ,i
◦ Tf = Tf ◦ DF̃ ,i. This yields an isomorphism Tf : C∗(Λ, F̃ ) →
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C∗(Λ, F̂ ) of chain complexes. For i ∈ Z, we denote by Tf : Hi(C∗(Λ, F̃ )) → Hi(C∗(Λ, F̂ )) the
induced map, which is an isomorphism in ModK1 . Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify
that φF̂

◦ Tf = Tf ◦ φF̃ , which implies that Tf gives an isomorphism

Tf : (Hi(C∗(Λ, F̃ )), φF̃ ) → (Hi(C∗(Λ, F̂ )), φF̂ ) ∈ ModΦ
K1

.

Lemma 3.16. We have ord(γ − π) = p− 1 + 1
p−1 .

Proof. Let δ = γ
π . It suffice to show that ord(δ − 1) = p− 1, since ordπ = 1

p−1 . Recall that

γ ≡ π ≡ ζp − 1 mod (ζp − 1)2, (3.3)

which implies that ord γ = 1
p−1 . Thus ord δ = 0. Eq. (3.3) also implies that ord(δ − 1) ≥ 1

p−1 ,

since it gives γ − π ≡ 0 mod (ζp − 1)2. Recall that π + πp

p = 0 and
∑∞

i=0
γpi

pi = 0. Thus

1− δp−1 = 1 +
γp−1

p
= γ−1

(
γ +

γp

p

)
= γ−1

(
−

∞∑

i=2

γpi

pi

)
.

Note that ord(
∑∞

i=2
γpi

pi ) = ord γp2

p2 = p2

p−1 − 2. Therefore, we have

ord(1− δp−1) = − ordγ + ord

(
∞∑

i=2

γpi

pi

)
= −

1

p− 1
+

p2

p− 1
− 2 = p− 1.

If p = 2, then this shows ord(1− δ) = p− 1. Next, we deal with the case where p 6= 2. Note that

1− δp−1 = (1 − δ)(1 + · · ·+ δp−2).

By Eq. (3.3), we have δ ≡ 1 mod
(ζp−1)2

π , which gives 1 + · · ·+ δp−2 ≡ p− 1 ≡ − 1 mod
(ζp−1)2

π .
Thus ord(1 + · · ·+ δp−2) = 0, which implies that ord(1− δ) = ord(1− δp−1) = p− 1.

Lemma 3.17. We have exp(F̃ (x)− F̂ (x)) ∈ L(p−1
p , 0).

Proof. Note that exp(F̃ (x)−F̂ (x)) =
∏

u∈supp f exp((γ−π)α̂ux
u)·exp(

∑∞
l=1 γlα̂

pl

u xplu). By the

proof of [12, Proposition 2.1], we have exp(
∑∞

l=1 γlα̂
pl

u xplu) ∈ L(p−1
p , 0) for u ∈ supp f . Next,

we show that exp((γ − π)f̂ (x)) ∈ L(p− 1, 0). For u ∈ supp f , we have

exp((γ − π)α̂ux
u) =

∞∑

i=0

(γ − π)iα̂i
u

i!
· xiu.

Note that ord(i!) =
∑∞

j=1

⌊
i
pj

⌋
≤
∑∞

j=1
i
pj = i

p−1 , where ⌊λ⌋ denotes the maximal integer that

is less or equal to λ ∈ R. Therefore, for u ∈ supp f and i ∈ Z≥0, we have

ord

(
(γ − π)iα̂i

u

i!

)
= i ord(γ − π)− ord(i!) ≥ i ·

(
p− 1 +

1

p− 1

)
−

i

p− 1

= i · (p− 1) ≥ (p− 1) · w(iu).

This shows that exp((γ−π)α̂ux
u) ∈ L(p− 1, 0) for u ∈ supp f . Therefore, the assertion follows,

since we have p−1
p < 1 ≤ p− 1.
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Proposition 3.18. Assume that p 6= 2 and f is nondegenerate with dim∆(f) = n. Then

(VNP, φ̃NP) ∼= (VNP, φ̂NP) ∈ ModΦ
K1

.

Proof. Let TNP = ι̂−1
NP

◦ Tf ◦ ι̃NP, which is an automorphism on VNP. It is straightforward to

verify that φ̂NP ◦ TNP = TNP ◦ φ̃NP, which implies that TNP gives an isomorphism

TNP : (VNP, φ̃NP) → (VNP, φ̂NP) ∈ ModΦ
K1

.

Remark 3.19. Assume that p 6= 2 and f is nondegenerate with dim∆(f) = n. We note that TNP

cannot be extended to an isomorphism in MFΦ
K1/K1

from (VNP, φ̃NP, F
∗
NP) to (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP)

in general. If this were true, we would have Conjecture 0.1 right away. See Example 5.2 for an
example where TNP is not even filtration-compatible with respect to F ∗

NP.

4 Weak admissibility

We retain the notations from Section 3. In this section, we prove Theorem 0.2. There are two
steps: the first step is to prove that (VNP, φ̃NP, F

∗
NP) is weakly admissible (cf. Theorem 4.5), and

the second step is to show under certain conditions that the automorphism TNP : VNP → VNP

preserves being weakly admissible.
In this section, assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f). For v ∈ VNP,m, we may write

v =
∑

u∈MNP

Au(v) · π
pw(u)xu

with unique Au(v) ∈ Km. We define the order of v to be ord v = min{ordAu(v) | u ∈ MNP}.
Define the weight of v to be w(v) = max{w(u) | u ∈ MNP, Au(v) 6= 0}. We note that

w(v) = −wHT(v).

Here wHT(v) is the Hodge-Tate weight of v with respect to F ∗
NP defined in Definition 1.6. Let

dNP = dimK1 VNP. Sort MNP and write MNP = {u1, . . . ,udNP} so that

w(u1) ≥ · · · ≥ w(udNP)

Note that ℓHT(VNP, F
∗
NP) = w(u1). Define an order on MNP by setting udNP ≺ · · · ≺ u1. Then,

for v ∈ VNP, we define its leading power to be

µ(v) = max{u | u ∈ MNP, ord v = ordAu(v)}.

Note that w(v) ≥ w(µ(v)).

Definition 4.1. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f). Let V be a Km-subspace of
VNP,m, and let d = dimKm

V . A basis {vi}di=1 of V is called a quasi-NP basis, if it is filtration-
generating with respect to F ∗

NP, and satisfies

Aµ(vi)(vj) =





1 i = j,

0 i 6= j and w(vi) ≤ w(vj),

anything otherwise.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f). Any subobject of (VNP,m, F ∗
NP) in

MFKm
admits a quasi-NP basis.
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Proof. Let V ⊆ VNP,m be a subobject of (VNP,m, F ∗
NP), and let d = dimKm

V . We show by
induction on d that V admits a quasi-NP basis. If d = 1, pick v ∈ V \ {0}, and let

v1 = Aµ(v)(v)
−1 · v.

Note that µ(v1) = µ(v), so that Aµ(v1)(v1) = Aµ(v)(v)
−1 ·Aµ(v1)(v) = 1. Thus {v1} is a quasi-NP

basis of V .
Next, Assuming the assertion for 1 ≤ d ≤ r − 1, we show that the assertion is true for

d = r. Sort WHT(V, F
∗
NP) and write WHT(V, F

∗
NP) = {i1, . . . , il} such that i1 > · · · > il. For

h = 1, . . . , l, let dh = dimKm
F ihV . Pick an (r− 1)-dimensional Km-subspace W of V such that

F>ilV ⊆ W . By the inductive hypothesis, there exists a quasi-NP basis {wi}
r−1
i=1 of W . Extend

{wi}
r−1
i=1 to a basis {wi}

r−1
i=1 ∪ {v} of V . We construct a sequence {v(1), . . . , v(l)} in V . We set

the first term to be

v(1) = v −
d1∑

i=1

Aµ(wi)(v) · wi.

For h = 1, . . . , l− 2, suppose v(h) is already given, we define the next term of the sequence by

v(h+1) = v(h) −

dh+1∑

i=dh+1

Aµ(wi)(v
(h)) · wi.

By this, we obtain v(1), . . . , v(l−1). Now, we define the last term of the sequence to be

v(l) = v(l−1) −
r−1∑

i=dl−1+1

Aµ(wi)(v) · wi.

Let vr = Aµ(v(l))(v
(l))−1 · v(l), then we have µ(vr) = µ(v(l)) and Aµ(vr)(vr) = 1. We now show

that Aµ(wi)(vr) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , r − 1. Since {wi}
r−1
i=1 is a quasi-NP basis, for i, j = 1, . . . , d1,

we have Aµ(wi)(wj) = 1 if i = j, and Aµ(wi)(wj) = 0 if i 6= j. Thus

Aµ(wi)(v
(1)) = Aµ(wi)(v)−

d1∑

j=1

Aµ(wj)(v) ·Aµ(wi)(wj)

= Aµ(wi)(v)−Aµ(wi)(v) · 1 = 0.

For h = 1, . . . , l− 2, suppose that Aµ(wi)(v
(h)) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , dh, we show Aµ(wi)(v

(h+1)) = 0

for i = 1, . . . , dh+1. Since {wi}
r−1
i=1 is a quasi-NP basis, we have Aµ(wi)(wj) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , dh

and j = dh + 1, . . . , dh+1. Therefore, for i = 1, . . . , dh, we have

Aµ(wi)(v
(h+1)) = Aµ(wi)(v

(h))−

dh+1∑

j=dh+1

Aµ(wj)(v
(h)) · Aµ(wi)(wj)

= Aµ(wi)(v
(h)) = 0.

For i, j = dh + 1, . . . , dh+1, we have Aµ(wi)(wj) = 1 if i = j, and Aµ(wi)(wj) = 0 if i 6= j. Thus

Aµ(wi)(v
(h+1)) = Aµ(wi)(v

(h))−

dh+1∑

j=dh+1

Aµ(wj)(v
(h)) · Aµ(wi)(wj)

= Aµ(wi)(v
(h))−Aµ(wi)(v

(h)) · 1 = 0.
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The argument above shows Aµ(wi)(v
(l−1)) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , dl−1. Since {wi}

r−1
i=1 is a quasi-NP

basis, we have Aµ(wi)(wj) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , dl−1 and j = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1. Therefore, for
i = 1, . . . , dl−1, we have

Aµ(wi)(v
(l)) = Aµ(wi)(v

(l−1))−
r−1∑

j=dl−1+1

Aµ(wj)(v
(l−1)) · Aµ(wi)(wj)

= Aµ(wi)(v
(l−1)) = 0.

For i, j = dl−1 +1, . . . , r− 1, we have Aµ(wi)(wj) = 1 if i = j, and Aµ(wi)(wj) = 0 if i 6= j. Thus

Aµ(wi)(v
(l)) = Aµ(wi)(v

(l−1))−
r−1∑

j=dl−1+1

Aµ(wj)(v
(l−1)) · Aµ(wi)(wj)

= Aµ(wi)(v
(l−1))−Aµ(wi)(v

(l−1)) · 1 = 0.

Then, for i = 1, . . . , r − 1, we have Aµ(wi)(vr) = Aµ(v(l))(v
(l))−1 · Aµ(wi)(v

(l)) = 0. For i =
1, . . . , dl−1, set vi = wi. For i = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1, let

vi = wi −Aµ(vr)(wi) · vr.

Next, we show that {vi}
r
i=1 is a quasi-NP-basis of V . For i = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1, we have

Aµ(wi)(vi) = Aµ(wi)(wi)−Aµ(vr)(wi) · Aµ(wi)(vr) = Aµ(wi)(wi) = 1.

For i = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1 and u ∈ MNP, we show that ordAu(vi) > 0 if µ(wi) ≺ u. Supposing
the contrary, then there exists i′ ∈ {dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1} and u′ ∈ MNP, such that µ(wi′) ≺ u′

and ordAu′(vi′) = 0. The assumption µ(wi′ ) ≺ u′ implies ordAu′(wi′ ) > ordAµ(wi′ )
(wi′ ) = 0.

Therefore, the assumption ordAu′(vi′ ) = 0 implies ord(Au′(wi′ )−Au′(vi′ )) = 0. Note that

Au′(vi′ ) = Au′(wi′ )−Aµ(vr)(wi′ ) ·Au′(vr).

Thus ord(Aµ(vr)(wi′ ) ·Au′(vr)) = ord(Au′(vi′ )−Au′(wi′ )) = 0, which implies ordAµ(vr)(wi′ ) =
ordAu′(vr) = 0, since we have ordAµ(vr)(wi′ ) ≥ 0 and ordAu′(vr) ≥ 0. Now ordAµ(vr)(wi′ ) = 0
gives µ(vr) � µ(wi′ ), and ordAu′(vr) = 0 gives u′ � µ(vr). Thus, we obtain u′ � µ(wi′), which
contradicts the premise µ(wi′ ) ≺ u′. Hence, for i = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1 and u ∈ MNP, we have
ordAu(vi) > 0 if µ(wi) ≺ u. This implies µ(vi) � µ(wi). Recall that we have already shown that
Aµ(wi)(vi), which implies µ(wi) � µ(vi). Thus µ(wi) = µ(vi). Now, for i = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1,
we have Aµ(vi)(vi) = Aµ(wi)(vi) = 1. For i = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1 and j = 1, . . . , dl−1, we have

Aµ(vj)(vi) = Aµ(vj)(wi)−Aµ(vr)(wi) · Aµ(vj)(vr) = 0.

For i, j = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1 where i 6= j, we have

Aµ(vj)(vi) = Aµ(vj)(wi)−Aµ(vr)(wi) · Aµ(vj)(vr)

= Aµ(wj)(wi) = 0.

For i = dl−1 + 1, . . . , r − 1, we have Aµ(vi)(vr) = Aµ(wi)(vr) = 0, and

Aµ(vr)(vi) = Aµ(vr)(wi)−Aµ(vr)(wi) · Aµ(vr)(vr) = 0.

So far, we have verified all the requirements for {vi}ri=1 to be a quasi-NP basis. In other words,
we have shown that the assertion is true for d = r. By mathematical induction, we know that
the assertion is true for d ∈ Z≥1.
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Definition 4.3. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. Let φ be a bijective
σ-semilinear endomorphism on VNP,m. We may write

φ(πpw(ui)xui) =

dNP∑

j=1

ANP,φ(i, j) · π
pw(uj)xuj

with unique ANP,φ(i, j) ∈ Km. We say that φ is NP-agreeable if for all i, j = 1, . . . , dNP, we have

ordANP,φ(i, j) ≥ − w(uj).

Moreover, if φ is NP-agreeable, then we say that (VNP,m, φ, F ∗
NP) ∈ MFΦ

Km/Km
is NP-agreeable.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f). Let φ be a NP-agreeable bijective
σ-semilinear endomorphism on VNP,m. Let V ⊆ VNP,m be a subobject of (VNP,m, φ, F ∗

NP) in
MFΦ

Km/Km
. Any quasi-NP basis of V is an agreeable basis.

Proof. Let d = dimKm
V , and let {vi}di=1 be a quasi-NP basis of V . For i = 1, . . . , d, we may

write

φ(vi) =

d∑

j=1

Aφ(vi, vj) · vj

with unique Aφ(vi, vj) ∈ Km. Then, for u ∈ MNP and i = 1, . . . , d, we have

Au(φ(vi)) =

d∑

j=1

Aφ(vi, vj) ·Au(vj).

At the same time, for i = 1, . . . , d, since vi =
∑dNP

i′=1 Aui′
(vi) · πpw(ui′ )xui′ , we have

φ(vi) =

dNP∑

i′=1

σ(Aui′
(vi)) · φ(π

pw(ui′ ))xui′

=

dNP∑

i′=1

dNP∑

j′=1

σ(Aui′
(vi)) · ANP,φ(i

′, j′) · πpw(uj′ )xuj′ .

this gives Auj′
(φ(vi)) =

∑dNP

i′=1 σ(Aui′
(vi)) · ANP,φ(i

′, j′) for j′ = 1, . . . , dNP. Since φ is NP-
agreeable, for i′, j′ = 1, . . . , dNP, we have

ordANP,φ(i
′, j′) ≥ − w(uj′ ).

Note that for u ∈ MNP and i = 1, . . . , d, we have ordAu(vi) ≥ 0. Therefore, for i = 1, . . . , d and
j′ = 1, . . . , dNP, we have

ordAuj′
(φ(vi)) ≥ min{ord(σ(Aui′

(vi)) ·ANP,φ(i
′, j′)) | i′ = 1, . . . , dNP}

≥ min{ordANP,φ(i
′, j′) | i′ = 1, . . . , dNP} ≥ − w(uj′ ).

For i = 1, . . . , d, let Badφ(i) = {j ∈ {1, . . . , d} | ordAφ(vi, vj) < −w(vj)}. To show that {vi}di=1

is agreeable, it suffices to show that Badφ(i) = ∅ for all i = 1, . . . , d. Supposing the contrary,
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then there exists i0 ∈ {1, . . . , d}, such that Badφ(i0) 6= ∅. Let j0 = minBadφ(i0). Since {vi}di=1

is a quasi-NP basis, for j = 1, . . . , d, we have Aµ(vj0 )
(vj) = 0 if w(vj) ≥ w(vj0 ). Thus

Aµ(vj0 )
(φ(vi0 )) =

d∑

j=1

Aφ(vi0 , vj) · Aµ(vj0 )
(vj)

= Aφ(vi0 , vj0) +
∑

w(vj)<w(vj0)

Aφ(vi0 , vj) ·Aµ(vj0 )
(vj).

We show that ordAµ(vj0 )
(φ(vi0 )) = ordAφ(vi0 , vj0 ). If w(vj0 ) = min{w(vj) | j = 1, . . . , d},

then Aµ(vj0 )
(φ(vi0 )) = Aφ(vi0 , vj0 ). If w(vj0 ) > min{w(vj) | j = 1, . . . , d}, then there exists

j1 ∈ {1, . . . , d}, such that w(j1) < w(j0). Since {vi}di=1 is filtration-generating, we have j1 < j0,
which implies j1 /∈ Badφ(i0). Therefore, for all j ∈ {1, . . . , d} such that w(vj) < w(vj0 ), we have

ordAφ(vi0 , vj) ≥ − w(vj) > −w(vj0 ) > ordAφ(vi0 , vj0),

which implies ordAµ(vj0 )
(φ(vi0 )) = ordAφ(vi0 , vj0). On the other hand, we have already shown

ordAµ(vj0 )
(φ(vi0 )) ≥ − w(µ(vj0 )),

which implies ordAµ(vj0 )
(φ(vi0 )) ≥ w(vj0 ), since w(µ(vj0)) ≤ w(vj0 ). However, this contradicts

the premise that ordAφ(vi0 , vj0) < −w(vj0 ). Therefore, we have Badφ(i) = ∅ for all i = 1, . . . , d,
and hence {vi}di=1 is agreeable.

Theorem 4.5. If f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n, then (VNP, φ̃NP, F
∗
NP) ∈ MFΦ

K1/K1
is

weakly admissible.

Proof. Let φ̃NP,m = σ⊗ φ̃NP, which is a bijective σ-semilinear endomorphism on VNP,m. We first

show that φ̃NP,m is NP-agreeable. For u ∈ MNP, we have πpw(u)xu ∈ L( p
p−1 , 0). By the proof

of [7, Lemma 4.1], we have exp(ϕ(F̃ (x))− F̃ (x)) ∈ L( 1
p−1 , 0), which implies that

exp(ϕ(F̃ (x))− F̃ (x)) · πpw(u)xu ∈ L

(
1

p− 1
, 0

)

For i = 1, . . . , dNP, there exist unique ÃNP(i, 1), . . . , ÃNP(i, dNP) ∈ Km, such that

φ̃NP,m(πpw(ui)xui) =

dNP∑

j=1

ÃNP(i, j) · π
pw(uj)xuj ,

where, by Corollary 3.11, we know that ÃNP(i, j), . . . , ÃNP(i, dNP) are characterized by

exp(ϕ(F̃ (x))− F̃ (x)) · πpw(ui)xui ≡
dNP∑

j=1

ÃNP(i, j) · π
pw(uj)xuj mod

n∑

l=1

DF̃ ,iL

(
1

p− 1

)
.

Therefore, by Proposition 3.10, for i = 1, . . . , dNP, we have

dNP∑

j=1

ÃNP(i, j) · π
pw(uj)xuj ∈ V

(
1

p− 1
, 0

)
.
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This means ord(ÃNP(i, j) · πpw(uj)) ≥ 1
p−1 · w(uj) for all i, j = 1, . . . , dNP, namely

ord ÃNP(i, j) ≥
1

p− 1
· w(uj)− ordπpw(uj) = −w(uj).

This shows that φ̃NP,m is NP-agreeable. Next, we show that (VNP,m, φ̃NP,m, F ∗
NP) is weakly ad-

missible. Let V ⊆ VNP,m be a subobject of (VNP,m, φ̃NP,m, F ∗
NP) in MFΦ

Km/Km
. By Lemma 4.2,

we know that V admits a quasi-NP basis with respect to F ∗
NP. By Lemma 4.4, we know that a

quasi-NP basis of V is agreeable with respect to φ̃NP,m and F ∗
NP. Thus V admits an agreeable

basis, so by Proposition 1.15, we get tN(V, φ̃NP,m) ≥ tH(V, F
∗
NP,m). By the proof of [2, The-

orem 3.17], we get tN(VNP,m, φ̃NP,m) = tH(VNP,m, F ∗
NP). Thus (VNP,m, φ̃NP,m, F ∗

NP) is weakly

admissible as an object in MFΦ
Km/Km

. Finally, we show that (VNP, φ̃NP, F
∗
NP) is weakly admis-

sible. If (W, φ̃NP, F
∗) is a subobject of (VNP, φ̃NP, F

∗
NP) in MFΦ

K1/K1
, then (Wm, φ̃NP,m, F ∗

NP) is

a subobject of (VNP,m, φ̃NP,m, F ∗
NP) in MFΦ

Km/Km
, where Wm = Km ⊗K1 W . This implies that

tN(W, φ̃NP) = tN(Wm, φ̃NP,m) ≥ tH(Wm, F ∗
NP) = tH(W,F ∗

NP). On the other hand, we note that

tN(VNP, φ̃NP) = tN(VNP,m, φ̃NP,m) = tH(VNP,m, F ∗
NP) = tH(VNP, F

∗
NP). Therefore, we obtain that

(VNP, φ̃NP, F
∗
NP) is weakly admissible.

Definition 4.6. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. Let T : VNP,m → VNP,m

be an automorphism in ModKm
. For i, i′ = 1, . . . , dNP, we may write

T (πw(ui)xui) =

dNP∑

i=1

T (i, j) · πw(uj)xuj

with unique T (i, j) ∈ Km. We say that T is NP-dominating if for i, j, i′, j′ = 1, . . . , dNP, we have

ordT (i, j) + ordT−1(i′, j′) ≥ w(uj)− w(ui).

Lemma 4.7. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n. Let φ and φ′ be bijective
σ-semilinear endomorphisms on VNP,m. Let T : (VNP,m, φ′) → (VNP,m, φ) be an isomorphism in
ModΦ

Km
. If φ′ is NP-agreeable and T is NP-dominating, then φ is NP-agreeable.

Proof. We first fix some notations. For i, i′ = 1, . . . , dNP, we may write

φ(πpw(ui)xui) =

dNP∑

j=1

A(i, j) · πpw(uj)xuj ,

φ′(πpw(ui′ )xui′ ) =

dNP∑

j′=1

A′(i′, j′) · πpw(uj′ )xuj′ ,

with unique A(i, j) and A(i′, j′) in Km. Since T is an isomorphism in ModΦ
Km

, it is Frobenius-
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compatible, which means φ = T−1 ◦ φ′ ◦ T . Therefore, for i = 1, . . . , dNP, we have

φ(πpw(ui)xui) = T−1(φ′(T (πpw(ui))))

=

dNP∑

i′=1

T−1(φ′((−p)w(ui)T (i, i′) · πw(ui′)xui′ ))

=

dNP∑

i′,j′=1

(−p)w(ui)σ(T (i, i′))T−1((−p)−w(ui′ )A′(i′, j′) · πpw(uj′ )xuj′ )

=

dNP∑

i′,j′,j=1

(−p)w(ui)−w(ui′ )+w(uj′ )−w(uj)σ(T (i, i′))A′(i′, j′)T−1(j′, j) · πpw(uj)xuj .

Hence, for i, j = 1, . . . , dNP, we have

A(i, j) =

dNP∑

i′,j′=1

(−p)w(ui)−w(ui′ )+w(uj′ )−w(uj)σ(T (i, i′))A′(i′, j′)T−1(j′, j)

Since φ′ is NP-agreeable, we have ordA′(i′, j′) ≥ − w(uj′) for all i
′, j′ = 1, . . . , dNP. Since T is

dominating, we have ordT (i, i′) + ordT−1(j′, j) ≥ w(ui′)− w(ui) for all i, j, i
′, j′ = 1, . . . , dNP.

Thus

ord
{
(−p)w(ui)−w(ui′ )+w(uj′ )−w(uj)σ(T (i, i′))A′(i′, j′)T−1(j′, j)

}

= w(ui)− w(ui′) + w(uj′ )− w(uj) + ordA′(i′, j′) + ordT (i, i′) + ordT−1(j′, j)

≥ w(ui)− w(ui′) + w(uj′ )− w(uj)− w(uj′ ) + w(ui′)− w(ui) = −w(uj).

Therefore, for i, j = 1, . . . , dNP, we have ordANP(i, j) ≥ −w(uj), so that φ is NP-agreeable.

Lemma 4.8. Assume that p 6= 2. We have exp(F̃ (x)− F̂ (x))− 1 ∈ L( 1
p−1 , p− 2)

Proof. Note that exp(F̃ (x) − F̂ (x)) =
∏

u∈supp f exp((γ − π)α̂ux
u) · exp(

∑∞
l=1 γlα̂

pl

u xplu). By
the proof of Lemma 3.17, for u ∈ supp f , we have exp((γ−π)α̂ux

u) ∈ L(p− 1, 0), which implies

exp((γ − π)α̂ux
u)− 1 ∈ L

(
1

p− 1
, p− 2

)
,

since p− 1 ≥ 1
p−1 + p− 2 ≥ 1

p−1 · w(u) + p− 2. For l ≥ 1 and u ∈ supp f , we have

exp(γl(α̂ux
u)p

l

) =

∞∑

i=0

γi
l α̂

pli
u

i!
· xpli·u.

Since w(u) ≤ 1 for u ∈ supp f , to show that exp(γl(α̂ux
u)p

l

)− 1 ∈ L( 1
p−1 , p− 2), it suffices to

show ord
γi
l

i! ≥ pli
p−1 +p−2 for i ≥ i and l ≥ 1. If i = 1, this assertion follows from the observation

ord γl =
pl+1

p− 1
− l − 1 ≥

pl

p− 1
+ p− 2

for l ≥ 1. For i ≥ 2 and l ≥ 1, the assertion follows from the observation

ord
γi
l

i!
≥

(
pl+1

p− 1
− l − 1−

1

p− 1

)
· i ≥

pli

p− 1
+ p− 2.
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Proof of Theorem 0.2. By Theorem 3.2, we know that ιF̂ is an isomorphism, so that we obtain
an object

((Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ), (H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr), ιF̂ ) ∈ MFΦ

K1/K1
.

By Proposition 3.14, we get an isomorphism

((Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ), (H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr), ιF̂ )

∼= (VNP, φ̂NP, F
∗
NP)

in MFΦ
K1/K1

. Therefore, in order to prove the theorem, it suffices to show that (VNP, φ̂NP, F
∗
NP)

is weakly admissible. Let φ̂NP,m = σ ⊗ φ̂NP, which is a bijective σ-semilinear endomorphism on

VNP,m. We first show that φ̂NP,m is NP-agreeable. By the proof of Theorem 4.5, we know that

φ̃NP,m is NP-agreeable. By Proposition 3.18, the automorphism TNP,m = 1⊗TNP on VNP,m gives

an isomorphism TNP,m : (VNP,m, φ̃NP,m) → (VNP,m, φ̂NP,m) in ModΦ
K1

. By Lemma 4.7, we only
need to show that TNP,m is NP-dominating. For i, i′ = 1, . . . , dNP, we may write

TNP,m(πw(ui)xui) =

dNP∑

j=1

TNP,m(i, j) · πw(uj)xuj ,

T−1
NP,m(πw(ui′ )xui′ ) =

dNP∑

j′=1

T−1
NP,m(i, j) · πw(uj′ )xuj′ ,

with unique T (i, j) and T−1(i, j) in Km, which, by Corollary 3.11, are characterized by

exp(F̃ (x)− F̂ (x)) · πw(ui)xui ≡
dNP∑

j=1

TNP,m(i, j) · πw(uj)xuj mod

n∑

i=1

DF̂ ,iL

(
1

p− 1

)
,

exp(F̂ (x)− F̃ (x)) · πw(ui′)xui′ ≡
dNP∑

j′=1

T−1
NP,m(i, j) · πw(uj′ )xuj′ mod

n∑

i=1

DF̂ ,iL

(
1

p− 1

)
.

Note that we have TNP,m(i, i) = 1 and TNP,m(j, j) = 1 for i, j = 1, . . . , dNP. By Lemma 4.8, we

have exp(F̃ (x) − F̂ (x)) − 1 ∈ L( 1
p−1 , p − 2), which implies exp(F̂ (x) − F̃ (x)) ∈ L( 1

p−1 , p − 2).

By Proposition 3.10, for i, j, i′, j′ = 1, . . . , dNP where i 6= i′ and j 6= j′, we have

TNP,m(i, j) · πw(uj)xuj ∈ L

(
1

p− 1
, p− 2

)
,

T−1
NP,m(i′, j′) · πw(uj′ )xuj′ ∈ L

(
1

p− 1
, p− 2

)
,

which implies that ordTNP,m(i, j) ≥ p − 2 and ordT−1
NP,m(i′, j′) ≥ p − 2. As a summary, for

i, j, i′, j′ = 1, . . . , dNP, we have

ordTNP,m(i, j) =

{
= 0 i = j,

≥ p− 2 i 6= j,

ordT−1
NP,m(i′, j′) =

{
= 0 i′ = j′,

≥ p− 2 i′ 6= j′,

which gives ordTNP,m(i, j)+ordT−1
NP,m(i′, j′) ≥ p−2 ≥ ℓHT(VNP,m, F ∗

NP) ≥ w(uj)−w(ui). Here,
we note that ℓHT(VNP,m, F ∗

NP) = ℓHT(VNP, F
∗
NP). This shows that TNP,m is NP-dominating, and
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hence φ̂NP,m is NP-agreeable. Next, we show that (VNP,m, φ̂NP,m, F ∗
NP) is weakly admissible as

an object in MFΦ
Km/Km

. Let V ⊆ VNP,m be a subobject of (VNP,m, φ̂NP,m, F ∗
NP) in MFΦ

Km/Km
.

By Lemma 4.2, we know that V admits a quasi-NP basis with respect to F ∗
NP. By Lemma 4.4,

a quasi-NP basis of V is agreeable with respect to φ̂NP,m and F ∗
NP. Thus V admits an agreeable

basis, so by Proposition 1.15, we get tN(V, φ̂NP,m) ≥ tH(V, F
∗
NP,m). Since (VNP,m, φ̃NP,m) and

(VNP,m, φ̂NP,m) are isomorphic in ModΦ
K1

, their Newton numbers are equal. By Theorem 4.5,

we have tN(VNP,m, φ̃NP,m) = tH(VNP,m, F ∗
NP). This implies tN(VNP,m, φ̂NP,m) = tH(VNP,m, F ∗

NP),

and hence (VNP,m, φ̂NP,m, F ∗
NP) is weakly admissible. Finally, we show that (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP)

is weakly admissible. Let (W, φ̂NP, F
∗) be a subobject of (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP) in MFΦ

K1/K1
, and

let Wm = Km ⊗K1 W . Note that (Wm, φ̂NP,m, F ∗
NP) is a subobject of (VNP,m, φ̂NP,m, F ∗

NP) in

MFΦ
Km/Km

. This implies that tN(W, φ̂NP) = tN(Wm, φ̂NP,m) ≥ tH(Wm, F ∗
NP) = tH(W,F ∗

NP). On

the other hand, note that tN(VNP, φ̂NP) = tN(VNP,m, φ̂NP,m) = tH(VNP,m, F ∗
NP) = tH(VNP, F

∗
NP).

Thus (VNP, φ̂NP, F
∗
NP) is weakly admissible.

Remark 4.9. Assume that p 6= 2. Let F ∈ A0 = O1[x1, . . . , xn, (x1 . . . xn)
−1] be a nondegenerate

Laurent polynomial such that π−1F ∈ A0 and the reduction of π−1F by π coincides with f . If
we assume in addition that ∆(F ) = ∆(f) and the p-adic distance between π−1F and f̂ is small
enough, then by a strategy similar to that in the proof of Theorem 0.2, we can show that the
filtered Φ-module defined in Remark 3.3 is weakly admissible.

5 Examples and questions

Example 5.1. Assume that p 6= 2. Let us consider the case where n = 1 and f : T1
k → A1

k is
defined by t 7→ f(x) ∈ k[x, x−1]. Here T1

k = Spec k[x, x−1] is the 1-dimensional torus over k. In

this situation, if f is nondegenerate, then so is f̂ . Assume that f is nondegenerate, we show that

ℓHT(H
1
dR(T

1
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) ≤ 1.

In particular, this implies that Conjecture 0.1 is true.
If f(x) is a polynomial, namely f(x) ∈ k[x], then ∆(f) = [0, d], where d = deg f . The point

d is the only face of [0, d] not containing the origin, so f is nondegenerate if and only if p ∤ d.
Assume that f is nondegenerate. Note that M(f) = Z≥0. For u ∈ Z≥0, we have w(u) = u

d .

Let x̄ denote the image of x in R, then the image of x d
dxf in R is dαd · x̄d. This implies that

MNP = {0, . . . , d− 1}. By Remark 3.15, we get

ℓHT(H
1
dR(T

1
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) = w(d − 1) =

d− 1

d
< 1.

If f(x) ∈ k[x, x−1] is a Laurent polynomial with positive degree d1 and negative degree d2, then
we have ∆(f) = [−d2, d1]. The points −d2 and d1 are the only faces of [−d2, d1] not containing
the origin, so f is nondegenerate if and only if p ∤ d1d2. Assume that f is nondegenerate. Note
that M(f) = Z. For u ∈ Z, we have

w(u) =

{
u
d1

u ≥ 0,

− u
d2

u < 0.

Note that the image of x d
dxf in R is equal to d1αd1 · x̄

d1 − d2αd2 · x̄
−d2 . This implies that we can

set MNP = {−d2 + 1, . . . , 0, . . . , d1}. By Remark 3.15, we get

ℓHT(H
1
dR(T

1
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) = w(d1) = 1.
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Example 5.2. Assume that p 6= 2. We look at an example where n = 1 and f(x) = x2 + x.
As is mentioned in Remark 3.19, we show that the automorphism TNP on VNP is not filtration-
compatible with respect to F ∗

NP.
Note that ∆(f) = [0, 2], and M(f) = Z≥0. For u ∈ Z≥0, we have w(u) = u

2 . As is discussed
in Example 5.1, we have MNP = {0, 1}, so that VNP = 〈x0, x1〉K1 . Note that F 0

NPVNP = 〈x0〉K1 .
Our goal is to show that TNP(x

0) /∈ F 0
NPVNP = 〈x0〉K1 . We may write

TNP,2(x
0) = T0 · x

0 + T1 · π
1
2 x1

with unique T0, T1 ∈ K2. It suffices to show that T1 6= 0. More precisely, we show ordT1 < ∞.

Note that F̂ (x) = π(x2 + x) and F̃ (x) =
∑∞

l=0 γl(x
2pl

+ xpl

). Let DF̂ = x d
dxf + 2πx2 + πx. By

Corollary 3.11, we know that T0 and T1 are characterized by

exp(F̃ (x)− F̂ (x)) ≡ T0 + T1 · π
1
2x mod DF̂L

(
1

p− 1

)
.

Note that exp(F̃ (x)− F̂ (x)) = exp((γ − π)(x2 + x)) · exp(
∑∞

l=1 γl(x
2pl

+ xpl

)). We may write

E(x) = exp(F̃ (x) − F̂ (x)) =

∞∑

u=0

Au · xu,

E1(x) = exp((γ − π)(x2 + x)) =

∞∑

u1=0

A1,u1 · x
u1 ,

E2(x) = exp(

∞∑

l=1

γl(x
2pl

+ xpl

)) =

∞∑

u2=0

A2,u2 · x
u2 .

Note that for u ∈ Z≥0, we have Au =
∑

u1+u2=u A1,u1A2,u2 . By Corollary 3.11, for u ∈ Z≥1,
there exists unique Ru ∈ K2, such that

π
u
2 xu ≡ Ru · π

1
2 x mod DF̂L

(
1

p− 1

)
.

Note that T1 =
∑∞

u=1 π
u
2 AuRu. By the proof of Lemma 4.8, we have E2(x) ∈ L(p− 1, 0), which

implies ordA1,u1 ≥ (p − 1) · u1

2 for u1 ∈ Z≥0. By the proof of [12, Proposition 2.1], we have

E2(x) ∈ L(p−1
p , 0), which implies ordA2,u2 ≥ p−1

p · u2

2 for u2 ∈ Z≥0. Therefore, for u1, u2 ∈ Z≥0,
we have

ord(π−
u1+u2

2 A1,u1A2,u2) ≥

(
p− 1 +

1

p− 1

)
·
u1

2
+

(
p− 1

p
−

1

p− 1

)
·
u2

2
.

Since p 6= 2, we have p ≥ 3, which implies p−1
p − 1

p−1 > 0 and p − 1 − 1
p−1 > p − 2 + 1

p−1 · 1
2 .

Therefore, for u1 ≥ 2 and u2 ∈ Z≥0, we have

ord(π−
u1+u2

2 A1,u1A2,u2) ≥ p− 1−
1

p− 1
> p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.

By Lemma 3.16, we have ordA1,1 = ord(γ − π) = p− 1+ 1
p−1 . Therefore, for u2 ∈ Z≥0, we have

ord(π−
1+u2

2 A1,1A2,u2) ≥ p− 1 +
1

p− 1
·
1

2
> p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.
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For u2 ∈ Z≥0, we have A2,u2 = 0 if p ∤ u2. Therefore, for u ∈ Z≥1 such that p ∤ u, we have

ord(π− u
2 Au) > p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.

When u = p, we note that Ap = A1,0A2,p +A1,pA2,0, so that

ord(π− p

2 Ap) = ord(π− p

2 γ1) = p−
3

2
+

1

p− 1
·
1

2
> p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.

When u = 2p, we note that A2p = A1,0A2,2p +A1,pA2,p +A1,2pA2,0, so that

ord(π−pA2p) = ord(π−pγ1) = p− 2.

If p 6= 3, namely p ≥ 5, then we have

p− 1

p
−

1

p− 1
>

2

3p
·

(
p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2

)
.

Therefore, for u2 ∈ Z≥0 such that u2 ≥ 3p, we have u2

2 ≥ 3p
2 > (p− 2+ 1

p−1 ·
1
2 )/(

p−1
p − 1

p−1 ), so
that

ord(π−
u2
2 A2,u2) ≥

(
p− 1

p
−

1

p− 1

)
·
u2

2
> p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.

Hence, for u ∈ pZ≥0 such that u ≥ 3p, we have

ord(π− u
2 Au) > p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.

If p = 3, then p−1
p − 1

p−1 = 2
15 (p − 2 + 1

p−1 · 21
2 ). Thus, for u2 > 15, we have u2

2 > 15
2 =

(p− 2 + 1
p−1 · 1

2 )/(
p−1
p − 1

p−1 ), so that

ord(π−
u2
2 A2,u2) ≥

(
p− 1

p
−

1

p− 1

)
·
u2

2
> p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.

Therefore, for u ∈ pZ≥0 such that u > 15, we have

ord(π− u
2 Au) > p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.

It is straightforward to verify that for u = 12, 15, we also have

ord(π− u
2 Au) > p− 2 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2
.

As a summary, when p 6= 2, for u ∈ Z≥1 \ {2p}, we have ord(π− u
2 Au) > p− 2 + 1

p−1 · 1
2 . On the

other hand, we have R0 = 0 and R1 = 1. For u ≥ 2, we have

ordRu = min

{
ordRu−2 + ord(u− 2), ordRu−1 +

1

p− 1
·
1

2

}
.

Therefore, for 1 ≤ u ≤ p − 1, we have Ru = 1
p−1 · 1+(−1)u

4 . Since p 6= 2 so that 2 ∤ p, we have

ordRp = 0 and ordRp+1 = 1
p−1 · 1

2 . Thus ordRp+2 = 1
p−1 . For p + 1 ≤ u ≤ 2p + 1, we have

ordRu = 1
p−1 · 3−(−1)u

4 . Since 2 | 2p, we have ordR2p = 1
p−1 · 1

2 . Therefore, we have

ord(π−pApRp) = p− 2 +
1

p− 1
·
1

2
.
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By Proposition 3.10, we know that ordRu ≥ 0 for u ∈7→ Z≥0. Hence, for u ∈ Z≥ \ {2p}, we have

ord(π−u
2 AuRu) ≥ ord(π− u

2 Au) > p− 2 +
1

p− 1
·
1

2
= ord(π−pApRp).

This implies that ordT1 = ord(π−pApRp) = p− 2 + 1
p−1 · 1

2 < ∞, so that T1 6= 0.

Example 5.3. Assume that p 6= 2. Let f(x) =
∑n

i=1 fi(xi) with fi(xi) ∈ k[xi, x
−1
i ]. Assume

that f is nondegenerate and dim∆(f) = n, then f1, . . . , fn are nondegenerate. Since f̂(x) =∑n
i=1 f̂i(xi), we know that f̂ is nondegenerate. We show that Conjecture 0.1 is true for f without

requiring ℓHT(H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) ≤ p− 2. Note that

f∗Lπ
∼= f∗

1Lπ ⊠ · · ·⊠ f∗
nLπ ,

where fi : T
1
k = Spec k[xi, x

−1
i ] → A1

k is the morphism defined by t 7→ fi(xi). This gives

(Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ) ∼=

n⊗

i=1

(H1
rig(T

1
k/K1, f

∗
i Lπ), φfi) ∈ ModΦ

K1
.

At the same time, note that ∇F̂
∼= ∇F̂1

⊠ · · · ⊠ ∇F̂n
. Here F̂i = πf̂i for i = 1, . . . , n. By

[5, Theorem 1], this gives

(Hn
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr)

∼=

n⊗

i=1

(H1
dR(T

1
K1

,∇F̂i
), F ∗

irr) ∈ MFK1 .

Combining the argument above, we obtain an isomorphism

((Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ), (H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr), ιF̂ )

⊗n
i=1((H

1
rig(T

1
k/K1, f

∗
i Lπ), φf ), (H

1
dR(T

1
K1

,∇F̂i
), F ∗

irr), ιF̂i
)

∼=

in MFΦ
K1/K1

. For i = 1, . . . , n, let (Vi, φ̂i, F
∗
NP) be the Newton polyhedron module associated

with fi, and let Mi ⊆ Z be the finite subset such that V1 = 〈xu
i | u ∈ Mi〉K1 . It is straightforward

to verify that MNP = M1 × · · · ×Mn. Note that the map defined by

xu1
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xun

n 7→ xu1
1 . . . xun

n

gives an isomorphism
⊗n

i=1(Vi, φ̂i, F
∗
NP) → (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP) in MFΦ

K1/K1
. By the proof of The-

orem 0.2 and Example 5.1, for i = 1, . . . , n, we know that (Vi,m, φ̂i,m, F ∗
NP) is NP-agreeable,

where Vi,m = Km ⊗K1 Vi and φ̂i,m = 1 ⊗ φ̂i. For u = (u1, . . . , un) ∈ M(f), we note that
w(u) = w1(u1) + · · · + wn(un), where wi is the weight defined with respect to fi. For u =

(u1, . . . , un) ∈ M(f), we also note that φ̂NP(x
u) = φ̂1(x

u1
1 ) . . . φ̂n(x

un
n ). Then, it is straightfor-

ward to verify that (VNP,m, φ̂NP,m, F ∗
NP) is NP-agreeable. Note that for i = 1, . . . , n, we have

tN(Vi,m, φ̂i,m) = tH(Vi,m, F ∗
NP). This implies that tN(VNP,m, φ̂NP,m) = tH(VNP,m, F ∗

NP). Thus

(VNP,m, φ̂NP,m, F ∗
NP) is weakly admissible, so that (VNP, φ̂NP, F

∗
NP) is weakly admissible.

Now, we consider a specific example where f(x) =
∑n

i=1 x
d
i . In this situation, we have

ℓHT(H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) =

d− 1

d
· n.

If we assume in addition that n > d
d−1 · (p− 2), then ℓHT(H

n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F̂ ), F
∗
irr) > p− 2. However,

the argument above shows that Conjecture 0.1 is true for f . This means that our constraints in
Theorem 0.2 is not indispensable.
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Let us conclude this article by raising some questions. To be parallel to the story of p-adic
Hodge theory, we change our perspective and start from a nondegenerate function F : Tn → A1

over O1. Assume that π−1F also gives a regular function over O1, and its reduction by π gives a
nondegenerate function f : Tn

k → A1
k, then it still makes sense to consider the specialization map

ιF : Hi
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F ) → Hi
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ).

However, this may not not always be an isomorphism. As is mentioned in Remark 3.3, if ∆(F ) =

∆(f) and the p-adic distance between π−1F and f̂ is less than p−
1

p−1 , then the specialization
map ιF is still an isomorphism. In this situation, we obtain an object

((Hn
rig(T

n
k/K1, f

∗Lπ), φf ), (H
n
dR(T

n
K1

,∇F ), F
∗
irr), ιF ) ∈ MFΦ

K1/K1
.

It is then natural to ask whether this object is weakly admissible. As is mentioned in Remark 4.9,
when the p-adic distance between π−1F and f̂ is small enough, we can show that this object is
weakly admissible. Our question is that, what could be a sensible constraint for F , so that we
can expect the associated object to be weakly admissible.

Moreover, we consider a global regular function F on a smooth quasi-projective scheme X
over O1 such that the pair (XK1 , F ) admits a good compactification in the sense of Yu in [18, §1].
Assume further that π−1F is a global regular function over O1 and the reduction of π−1F by π
gives a regular function f : Xk → A1

k. Then, it makes sense to consider the specialization map

ιX,F : Hi
dR(XK1 ,∇F ) → Hi

rig(Xk/K1, f
∗Lπ).

Our question is: what could be the condition for (X,F ) to be deserved to be called a good
reduction, namely ιX,F is an isomorphism and the associated exponentially twisted cohomology
gives a weakly admissible filtered Φ-module. The result in [13] provides a class of pairs (X,F )
where ιX,F is an isomorphism. We can use their result to address these questions. There is
also a result concerning the Newton-above-Hodge property given by Kramer-Miller (cf. [11]).
Updating this result to weakly admissible filtered Φ-modules is an interesting question.
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