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Abstract

In this article, we study the filtered ®-modules canonically attached to the exponentially
twisted cohomology associated with some nondegenerate functions. Inspired by p-adic Hodge
theory, we conjecture that those filtered ®-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 X over k, and the generic fiber Xx over
K. The Hodge filtration on Hip (X ) yields the Hodge polygon (cf. [9, 4.3.2]). If the Frobenius
automorphism a — aP on k is lifted to an automorphism on K, then the absolute Frobenius
endomorphism on X induces the Frobenius structure on H'(Xj/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 map Hiy (Xx) — HY,(Xx/K) is an isomorphism of K-vector spaces. Using

rig
this isomorphism, we can canonically associate a filtered ®-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 ®-modules. However, the
Newton-above-Hodge property for filtered ®-modules is not a structural one. It is not stable
under extensions and subquotients of filtered ®-modules, and the full subcategory consisting of
filtered ®-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 ®-module, being weakly admissible implies
that it satisfies the Newton-above-Hodge property. Furthermore, the full subcategory consisting
of weakly admissible filtered ®-module is an abelian category. One of the main theorems of p-
adic Hodge theory, which states that the filtered ®-module associated with a proper and smooth
scheme over O is weakly admissible, reveals the hidden relationship between the Hodge filtration
on Hjp(Xg) and the Frobenius structure on H}, (Xx/K).

Let A! be the affine line over O, and let T" be the n-dimensional torus over O. Now, we
consider purely positive characteristic situation. Let f : T? — A} be a morphism. Following
Dwork’s philosophy in [7], when f satisfies certain good properties (i.e. f is nondegenerate
and dim A(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 Vi over T} 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 T%. For this, we consider the exponentially twisted de
Rham cohomology Vyr over T’ associated with a morphism F: T?% — Al determined by the
Teichmiiller 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 Vgr. The first huge obstacle to realizing this
naive 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 irreqular Hodge filtration, to Vgr. 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 Vyr 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 ®-module associated with
the geometric information carried by f.

Let us explain our question in more detail. Let I, denote the finite field with ¢ elements of
characteristic p. Let W(IF,) denote the ring of Witt vectors over F,, and let K¢ be the field of
fractions of W(F,). Fix a primitive root of unity (,, and let K1 = Ky((p). Let O; be the ring of
integers of K;. Fix a Dwork’s uniformizer 7 € K1, namely the one satisfies 777! + p = 0. Let
L be the Dwork F-isocrystal over A]%q. The exponentially twisted rigid cohomology, denoted by
Viig In the preceding paragraph, is the middle-degree rigid cohomology H i, (']Tf;q /K1, f*L:). The
p-th power Frobenius automorphism on F, is canonically lifted to an automorphism on K;. Let
@ be the Frobenius structure on V,;; induced by the absolute Frobenius endomorphism of qu.

Let f be the Teichmiiller lift of f (cf. Eq. (2.2)), and let F=nf. Let V & be the connection over

T%, defined by V sl)=7m1®d f . The exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology, denoted by
V4r in the preceding paragraph, is the middle-degree de Rham cohomology HgR(']T}‘(l ,Vz). Let



Fj;, denote the irregular Hodge filtration on Vyr. There is a canonical morphism ¢z : Var — Viig,
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, f are nondegenerate and dim A(f) =n, then vz is an isomorphism, and

F
((V;iga ¢f)a (VdRa F‘itr)a Lﬁ) € Mfil
1s weakly admissible.

The definition of f, f being nondegnerate can be found in Definition 3.1, and the definition
of A(f) can be found at the beginning of Section 3. The tuple ((Viig, ¢y), (Var, Fiiy), t5) is not
really a filtered ®-module in the sense of Fontaine in [9, 1.2.1]. The filtration associated to a
filtered ®-module is required to be indexed by integers, while F}}. is indexed by real numbers.
Furthermore, the base field of the vector space endowed with a Frobenius structure associated
with a filtered ®-module is Ky, while V;i; has base field K;. Thus, in order to fit our situation,
it is necessary to generalize Fontaine’s definition of filtered ®-modules. From now on, an object
obtained by such generalization will be called a filtered ®-module over Ki, and a filtered ®-
module in the sense of Fontaine in [9] will be called an integrally filtered ®-module over Kj.
The category consisting of filtered modules over K is denoted by MF?}I. The definition of
weakly admissible property for integrally filtered ®-module over K, can be naturally extended
to filtered ®-modules over Kj. Moreover, the full subcategory consisting of weakly admissible
filtered ®-modules over K7 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 # 2. If f,f are nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n, then vz is an
isomorphism, so that

((V;iga ¢f)a (VdRa F}tr)) Lﬁ) € MFil .
In addition, if tut(Var, Fiy,) < p—2, then (Viig, ¢7), (Var, Fiiy), tp) is weakly admissible. Here,
for a filtered module (V, F*) over K1, we denote by ¢yt (V, F*) the difference between its mazimal
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
lut(Var, Fi,) combinatorially from f (cf. Remark 3.15). It is worth noting that when n =1
and p # 2, the requirement fpyr(Var, Fif,) < 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 lur(Var, Fir,) > 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 K;-vector space Vxp and attach a Frobenius
structure gng to Vxp. 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 Tyig : Vp — Viig
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 ¢tz : Vaqr — Vi into
tar : Var — Vap and uyig @ Vap — Viig. Using a result of Bourgeois in [4], we can show that iyig
is an isomorphism. In general ¢y, is not compatible with the Frobenius structures d;Np and ¢y.
Furthermore, using another result of Adolphson and Sperber in [3], we can show that tqg is also
an isomorphism. This proves the claim that the specialization map ¢z is an isomorphism.
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Set gi;Np = é o @y © Lrig, then it gives another Frobenius structure on Vyp that is different from

énp. Moreover, the work of Adolphson and Sperber in [1] and [2] yields a filtration Fyp on Vip.
Using a result of Yu in [18, §4], we can show that ¢z (F};,) = F{p. Now, we obtain two filtered

rr

d-modules ((VNP; QZ)NP); (VNp, F;IP)’ ld) and ((VNP, (in), (VNP; F;IP)’ ld)7 where
((‘/Tiga ¢f) (VdR’ 1rr) [’ﬁ) = ((VNPa (ﬁNPL (VNPa FKTP)’ld)

We may abbreviate their notations to (Vp, J)Np, F{p) and (Vap, dnp, E}p) respectively. Though
there exists a natural automorphism Tnp = ¢, © Tiig © trig On Vyp that is compatible with QENP
and Q%Np, this automorphism is not compatible with the filtration F{p. In other words, there is
no morphism between (Vyp, qBNp, F{p) and (Vxp, qBNp, F{p) in general.

We introduce a property, called the NP-agreeable property (cf. Definition 4.3), for filtered ®-
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
(Vxp, qup, NP) is NP-agreeable, so that it is weakly admissible. Now, the idea is to show that
replacing the Frobenius structure ngp with (pr preserves the NP-agreeability. In order to do
this, we need a good understanding of the automorphism Txp on Vyp. By some careful estimate,
we find that (Vxp, qﬁNp, Fp) is agreeable if fur(Var, Fi,) < 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 ®-modules over K by introducing filtered ®-modules over extensions of K,
and extend the definition of weakly admissible property to these new objects. We also show that
the full subcategory of weakly admissible filtered ®-modules is an abelian category.

Section 2 is a review on exponentially twisted cohomology. We describe the exponentially
twisted rigid cohomology Vig by a chain complex, and construct the chain map that induces the
Frobenius structure ¢y. We also describe the exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology Var
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 ®-modules over Kj.
The definition of (Vxp, gng, Fjp) and (Vnp, Q%Np, F{p) can also be found in this section.

In Section 4, we prove Theorem 0.2. In the first half, we show that (Vxp, énp, Fp) is NP-
agreeable and, in particular, weakly admissible. In the second half, we estimate Txp 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 # 2. The second
example clarifies that Txp is not compatible with the filtration Fp in general. The third example
demonstrates that the condition ¢yr(Vag, Fi:,) 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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1 Filtered o-modules

The goal of this section is to extend the weak admissible property to a generalized version of
filtered ®-modules. Originally, a filtered ®-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 [, be the finite field with p elements of characteristic p.
Let k be an algebraic extension of F,,, and let W(k) denote the ring of Witt vectors over k. Let
K be the field of fractions of W(k). For a € k, we denote by a € K its Teichmiiller lift. The
isomorphism Gal(Ky/Q,) = Gal(k/F,) allows us to uniquely lift the absolute Frobenius auto-
morphism a — a? on k to an automorphism on K, which we call the Frobenius automorphism.
Fix an algebraic closure @p of Qp, and let C, be the completion of @p. Let ord : C, —» RU {0}
be the additive p-adic valuation on C, normalized by ordp = 1, and let |A|, = p~ ord A denote
the p-adic norm of A € C, 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 =
{FV };er of K-subspaces of V such that F/V C FV for all j > i in R. Such a filtration is said
to be evhaustive if | J;cp F'V =V, and separated if Nicr F'V =0.

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

2. A filtered module over K is a pair (V,F*), where V € Modg, 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 Modg
is said to be filtration-compatible if T(F'V') C F'V for all i € R.

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

Definition 1.2. 1. Let 7' : (V', F*) — (V, F*) be a morphism in MFg. We say that T is
strict if T(F'V')=T(V')NF'V for all i € R.

2. Let (V/,F*) = (V,F*) — (V",F*) be a sequence in MF r;. We say that this sequence is
exact if the morphisms are strict, and the associated sequence V' — V — V" in Modg is
exact.

Definition 1.3. Let (V, F*) € MFg. For i € R, set gr'(V, F*) = F'V/F>'V, where F>'V =
Ujs: F7V. We define the associated graded module of (V, F*) to be gr*(V, F*) = @, cp gr*(V, F*).

1. We say that i € R is a Hodge-Tate weight of V if dimy gr'(V) # 0. Let Wy (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
EHT(V, F*) = maXQﬁHT(V, F*) — mianT(V, F*)

A filtered module over K in the sense of Fontaine in [9] is an object V € MFf such that
Wyr(V) C Z. We call such an object an integrally filtered module over K.



Definition 1.4. Let V € MFg. We define the Hodge number of V to be

tm(V)= Y i-dimggr’(V).
1€WxT (V)

For V € MFg, the tensor product filtration on V®4mxV induces a filtration on det V.
We note that (V) = ti(det V). In Definition 1.5 we define a class of basis of and object in
MF ¢ 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*) € MFg, and let d = dimgx V. A basis {v;}&, of V is said to be
filtration-generating if FIV = (vq,. .. ,va; )k for all j € Wyr(V, F*), where d; = dimg FiV.,

Definition 1.6. Let (V, F*) € MF . We define the Hodge-Tate weight of v € V to be
’LUHT(’U) = max{i (S QHHT(‘/, F*) | NS FlV}

Lemma 1.7. Let T : V' — V be a morphism in MF . If T is an isomorphism in Modg, then
tu(V") <tu(V). This inequality is an equality if and only if T is an isomorphism in MF .

Proof. We show the assertion by induction on d = dimg V. The assertion is obvious if d = 1.
Assuming the assertion for 1 < d < 7 — 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 MFg.

0 W)k % V' /(W) — 0
Tl TJ T
0 <’U>K Vv V/<U>K — 0

Here (v)g and (v')k are equipped with the subspace filtrations, while V/{v)x and V'/(v') g
are equipped with the quotient filtrations. Note that the vertical arrows are isomorphisms in
Modg. By the assertion for d = 1, we get tu({(v)k) < tu({(v)k), and by the assertion for
d=r—1, we get tu(V'/{(v) k) < tu(V/(v)k). Those inequalities are equalities if and only if

both T': (v/) i — (v) and T : V'/{(v') ¢ — V/{v)k are isomorphisms in MF . Thus
tu(V') = tu((v) k) +tu(V'/ (V') k) < tu((v)x) +tu(V/(v) k) = ta(V),

with equality if and only if T': V/ — V is an isomorphism in MF . Hence, the assertion is true
for d = r. By mathematical induction, we conclude that the assertion is true for d € Zx;. [l

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

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

Definition 1.9. Let K, be a Frobenius extension of K with respect to o. An endomorphism ¢
on a K,-vector space is said to be o-semilinear if ¢(\-v) = o(N\) - ¢p(v) for all A € K, and v € V.

1. A ®-module over K, is a pair (V, ¢), where V € Modg,, and ¢ is a o-semilinear endomor-
phism on V that is bijective.



2. Let (V,¢) and (V',¢") be ®-modules over K,. A morphism T : V' — V in Modg, is said
to be Frobenius-compatible if T o ¢/ = ¢poT.

Let Mod}}}* be the category consisting of ®-modules over K, and Frobenius-compatible mor-
phisms. For an object (V,¢) € Mod?}*, we sometimes omit ¢ and denote it by V instead, if it
causes no confusion.

A ®-module in the sense of Fontaine in [9] is an object in Mod$, .
Definition 1.10. Let (V, ¢) € Mod%,

1. If dimg V =1, pick v € V' \ {0}. Let A € K, be characterized by ¢(v) = X-v. We define
the Newton number of (V,¢) to be tx(V, ¢) = ord A, which is independent of the choice of
such v.

2. We define the Newton number of (V,¢) to be tn(V, ¢) = tn(det V,det ¢).

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 ®-modules over K/K, to be

MF% . = Mody, XMoa, MFk.

An object in MF%/K* consists of three data: a ®-module (V, ¢) € Mod?}*, a filtered module

(Vi, F*) € MFg, and an isomorphism ¢ : Vg — K ®g, V in Modg. We denote such an object
by ((V,¢), (Vi,F*),t). We also denote this object abstractly by V. The dimension of V is
defined to be dimV = dimg, V = dimg Vi. Furthermore, the Hodge number of V is defined
to be tu(V) = tg(Vk, F*), and the Newton number of V is defined to be_tN(V) = tn(V, 9).
For objects V = ((_V, ), Vi, F*),0) and V' = ((V', @), (V);, F*),/) in MF}*}/K*, a morphism
T:V'-Vin MF}{’}/K* is a pair (T, Tk ) such that Tx ==t o (1®T) o/, where T : V' — V
gives a morphism in Mod?}*, and Tk : V}j; — Vi gives a morphism in MF ;. We say that T is
strict if Tk is strict. Moreover, for an object ((V, ¢), (Vi , F*),¢) € MF?}/K*, if Vg = KQgk, V,

namely ¢ is the identity map, then we denote it by (V, ¢, F*). The full subcategory of MF?} /K.
= ,id

consisting of such objects, denoted by MF K. is equivale_nt to MF?} K. Natural objects
associated with exponentially twisted cohomology are in MF?} K. but it is more convenient

®,id
K/K.

subcategory here. Furthermore, let MF

to use objects in MF for certain proof, which is the reason why we introduce this full

?}’ﬁ(* be the full subcategory of Mfiﬁ( consisting of
objects (V, ¢, F*) such that (Vi, F*) is a integrally filtered. We note that MF?}}(II( coincides

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

Definition 1.12. Let V € MF?;/K*. We say that V' is weakly admissible if tx(V') > tg (V")
for all subobject V' oi V in MF%, /Kk.» With equality when V' = V. Let Mfi/“;(a denote the
full subcategory of MF}'}; /K. consisting of weakly admissible objects.

Definition 1.12 extends the weakly admissible property for objects in MF%}‘;(* given by
Fontaine in [9, 4.1.4 Définition] to objects in MF?} 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 MF?}/K*. If
two of the three terms are weakly admissible, then so is the third one.



2. Let T : V' — V be a morphism in MF?}/K*. If V' and V are weakly admissible, then T
is strict, and ker T and coker T are weakly admissible.

3. The category MF?};}? 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 NV’ and let W’ = W/W'. Then, we get a short exact sequence

0O=-W oW SW'=>0

in Mfi/K*. Write W' = (W",¢"), (Wi, F*),/"), where F* denotes the quotient filtration.

Replace F* with the subspace filtration F™* and let W" = (W",¢"), (W, F*),."), then W"
is a subobject of V" in MF?}/K*. Note that the identity map Wy — W/, gives a morphism

(WL, F*) — (Wi, F*) in MFg. By Lemma 1.7, we get ty (W, F*) < ty(WJ, F*). Thus

ta(W) = tu(W') + tu(Wg, F*) < tu(W') + tu(Wg, F*)
SIN(W) +in(W7, 6) = tn(W).

When W = V| we have tg(V) = tg(V') + tu(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 = im T in
MF%/K*. Here coim T = ((coim T, ¢'), (coim T, F*),¢') and im T = ((im T, ¢), (im T, F*), 1),
where F* denotes the quotient filtration, and F* denotes the subspace filtration. Note that
the canonical isomorphisms coim7 — im7T and coim7Tx — im Tk in of vector spaces give a
morphism coim7T — im7T in MF$. By Lemma 1.7, we get ty(coimT) < ty(imT). This
inequality is an equality if and only if coimT — im T is an isomorphism in MF?}. Since V' is
weakly admissible, we have tx(coimT') < ty(coimT). Since V' is weakly admissible, we have
iN(imT') > ty(im T'). Combining those inequalities, we get

tn(coimT) < tg(coimT) < ty(imT) < tn(imT) (1.1)

At the same time, note that the canonical isomorphism coim7T — im T gives an isomorphism
(coimT,¢') — (imT,¢) in Mod§. . Thus tx(coimT) = tx(imT'), which implies that all in-
equalities in Eq. (1.1) are equalities. In particular, we get ty(coimT') = ¢ty (im T'), which implies
comT =ZimT in Mf}}; i, Thus T is strict. Now, by the first assertion, to show that ker T' and
coker T are weakly admissible, it suffices to show that im 7" is weakly admissible. Since im T is a
subobject of a weakly admissible object in MF}}; TRAL only need to prove tn(imT') = tg(im T),
which we have already shown. O

In the following definition, we define a class of basis of an object in MF% /K. that is useful
for the proof of Theorem 0.2.

Definition 1.14. Let V = ((V,¢), (Vk,F*),1) € MF?}/K*, and let d = dim V. By saying a
basis of V', we mean a basis of V.

1. A basis {v;}&, of V is said to be filtration-generating if {vi ;}¢, is a filtration-generating

basis of Vi, where vg; = t71(1 ® v;).



2. Let {v;}¢_, be a filtration generating basis of V. We say that {v;}¢_; is agreeable if
ord Ay(vs,v;) > war(vk,;) for all 4,5 =1,...,d, where Ay(v;,v;) € K, is characterised by

d

Bvi) =Y Ag(vi,v5) - ;.

j=1

Proposition 1.15. IfV € MF?;/K* admits an agreeable basis, then tn(V) > tu(V).

Proof. Let d = dim V', and let {v;}¢_; be an agreeable basis of V. Let A, denote the d x d
matrix whose (4, j) entry is equal to Ay (v;,v;) for 4,5 =1,...,d. Note that tx(V') = orddet Ay,
where

d d
orddet Ay > min ZordAd)(vij,vj) i1,...,0q=1,...,d ZZU}HT(UK,]')-
j=1

j=1

The first inequality follows from the definition of determinants, and the second inequality follows
from the assumption that {v;}%, is agreeable. Since {v;}¢ , is also filtration-generating, we

have tg(V) = 2?21 wur (VK,j). Therefore, we get

d
ﬁN(V) = ord det A¢ Z Z ’LUHT(’UKJ') = tH(V) O

i=1

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 = Fy. Fix a primitive p-th root of unity ¢,, and let K; = Ko({p).
The isomorphism Gal(K1/Q,((p)) = Gal(Ko/Q,) implies that the Frobenius automorphism on
Ky is uniquely extended to an automorphism o on K7 such that o(¢,) = (,. Then K; is a
Frobenius extension of K with respect to o. Let O; be the ring of integers of Kj.

We begin with the exponentially twisted rigid cohomology. First, we review some basic theory
of overconvergent F-isocrystals over affine smooth varieties. Let I'y be a finitely generated smooth
Os-algebra presented by I'g = O1[y]/lo, where y = (y1,...,¥,), and Iy is an ideal of O;[y]. For
v=(v1,...,0,) €ZL, let |v| =31, v;, and let y? = yi* ...y Let

Oyt = U Z Ayy® € O1][y]] |Av|p)\|”‘ —0as |v]| > o0,

A>1 DEZTZO

and let T} = Oy [y]T/Io - O1[y]". Let T = K; ®0, Lo, and let T = K1 ®0, T, Let T = k@0, Ty,
and let X, = SpecI. Let ¢ : I' — T'f denote the lift of the absolute Frobenius on T'. An
overconvergent F-isocrystal over X, consists of three data: a projective I'f-module £ of finite
type, an integrable connection V : £ — £ Q¢ Q%‘T/Kl’ and an isomorphism & : £¥ — & of I'f-
modules such that @ o V¥ =V o . Here £¥ denotes the extension of scalars of £ along ¢, and



V¥ is the connection on £¥ induced by V. We denote such an overconvergent F-isocrystal by
(E,V,P). We often omit V and @, and write £ instead, if it causes no confusion. Let DR* (&, V)
denote the de Rham complex of the connection V on £. For each i € Z, the i-th degree rigid
cohomology of the overconvergent F-isocrystal £ over Xy, is given by
H},(Xy/K1,E) = H(DR*(E,V)).
At the same time, note that @ yields a chain map ¢ : DR*(E,V) — DR*(&, V), which induces
a bijective o-semilinear endomorphism on Hﬁig(X k/K1,E). Denoting this endomorphism still by
¢, we get '
(Hiy(Xie/K1,E),¢) € Mody, .

rig
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
7 € Qp(¢p) satistying m + %7 = 0, such that

™= ( — 1mod (¢, — 1)%

Note that 7 is a uniformizer of K; and ord7 = ﬁ. Let A' = Spec O;[t] be the affine line over
O1. The Dwork F-isocrystal L. over A} associated with 7 is the overconvergent F-isocrystal
over A} presented by (L, Vy, @), where L, = K, [t]" is the free K;[t]f-module of rank 1, the
connection Vp; on L, is defined by V(1) = 7 ® dt, and &, : L — L is defined by &,(1) =
exp(m(t? — t)). We explain more in detail about this formulation. Firstly ®; is well-defined,
because by [8, 21.1 Proposition], we have exp(w(t? — t)) € K;[t]'. Secondly, the connection
V¥, on L? is defined by VZ,(1) = 7pt?~! ® dt, and it is straightforward to verify &, o V7, =
Vit o .. Now, we are ready to recall the exponentially twisted rigid cohomology. Let Ay =

O1lx1,..., @, (x1...2,)7 1], and let T® = Spec Ay be the n-dimensional torus over O;. For
u=(ui,...,up) € Z", let |u| =Y | |u;|, and let * = z}* ...z%. Note that
Al = U { Z Auz® | Ay € K1, |AulpA® = 0 as |u| — oo} .
A>1 \uezZnr
Let f: T} — Al be the morphism defined by t — f(z), where
f(x) = Z aux® € A=k ®p, Ao (2.1)
uezn

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

fl@)= > auz® € A=K ®0, Ao, (2.2)

ueL™

where &, € K denotes the Teichmiiller lift of a,, € k. Let F=nx f . We present the overconver-
gent F-isocrystal f*L. over T} by the triple (€5, Vg, ®@y), where £ = At is the free Af-module
of rank 1, the connection Vz on €z is defined by V(1) =7 ® df, and by 5; — &g is defined

by &;(1) = exp(n(¢(f(x)) — f(z))). Here, we note that ¢ is defined by the endomorphism of

At given by
Z Ayx® — Z o(Aqy)xP*.

uezL" ueL”
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Note that @ is well-defined, because we have exp(r(o(f(z)) — f(x))) € A' by the proof of
[7, Lemma 4.1]. The connection V% on £% is defined by VZ(1) = 7 @ do(f(x)), and it is
straightforward to verify that &y o V;’; = Vg o &;. For each i € Z, the i-th degree rigid

cohomology of f*L, over T* is given by
Hi (Tr/Ky, f*Lr) = H(DR*(£5,V 7).
More explicitly, the de Rham complex DR*(£z, V) is the chain complex defined by setting

DR'(£5,Vy) = @ Aldwi, A+ Aday,

1<iy<--<ij<n

for | € Z, with the differential DR' (€5, V) — DR (€5, V) given by

Edwiy A Nday > (06 + 0, f)da; Aday A -+ A da,

i=1

for ¢ € AT and 1 < iy < --- < i; < n. Here, we set 9; = % for ¢ = 1,...,n. Furthermore,
the isomorphism @; is represented by the map ¢, : AT — AT given by &(z) — exp(m(o(f(x)) —
f(@))) - p(&(x)). We observe that

Vieogr=p-(dfoVp),

which implies that ¢; induces a chain map ¢ : DR*(€5, V) — DR*(E5, V). We denote the
induced bijective o-semilinear endomorphsm on H*(DR*(Ex, V) still by ¢f. Then, we get

(H}io (TR /K1, f*Lx), ¢5) € ModF, .

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
Xk, = SpecT is an affine smooth variety over K;. Let E be a projective I'-module of finite type,
and let V: E — E ®r Q%/Kl be an integrable connection. Let DR*(F, V) denote the de Rham
complex of the connection V on E. For each i € Z, the i-th degree de Rham cohomology of V
over X, is given by

Hin (X, V) = H'(DR* (E, V).

If V is not regular, then it is not clear how to attach a Hodge theoretic filtration on Hly (Xk,, V).
In order to attach a canonical filtration to Hiy(Xk,,V), 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 irtMHM of irregular mized Hodge modules containing the category MHM
of mized 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 Xy, is smooth and quasi-projective,
and let F' be a global regular function on Xg,. For a pair (Xg,, F') who admits a good compacti-
fication (cf. [18, §1]), Yu provided a way in [18] to construct the irregular Hodge filtration on the

11



exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology Hip (Xk,, V). Here Vg denotes the exponentially
twisted connection over Xy, associated with F', namely the connection over Xy, defined by
Vr(l) = 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 Fji., we get

(HCiIR(XKUvF); F‘:;r) € ].\/.[F}(1

If Fis a regular function on T% that is nondegenerate (cf. Definition 3.1), then the pair
(T}, F) admits a good compactification (cf. [18, §4]), and the irregular Hodge filtration F}i, is
in particular defined on His (T ,Vp).

Finally, we consider the relationship between the exponentially twisted rigid cohomology and
the exponentially twisted de Rham cohomology. If (£,V) = (I't ®r F,1® V), then the inclusion
I' — I'f induces a chain map DR*(E,V) — DR*(£,V). For each 4, this chain map induces
the specialization map Hjp(Xk,,V) = H}ji,(Xk/K1,E), which is a morphism in Modg,. In
particular, considering the exponentially twisted cohomology over the n-dimensional torus, the
inclusion A < A' induces the specialization map

gt Hin(Th, Vg) = Hiy(Tp /Ko, [ L), (2.3)

In the following section, we prove that ¢z 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
®-module to f. Secondly, we construct two filtered ®-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 ®-modules are useful for the proof
of Theorem 0.2.

Let R be a field. For a Laurent polynomial

flx) = Z aux® € R[z1,..., 00, (x1...20) 7Y,

uez"

we define the support of f to be the finite set suppf = {u € Z" | a,, # 0}. Let A(f) denote the
convex hull of supp fU {0} in R™, which we call the Newton polyhedron of f. Let dim A(f) denote
the dimension of the smallest linear subspace of R™ that contains A(f). Let vol(f) denote the
dim A(f)-dimensional volume of A(f) relative to the induced lattice. For a face 7 € A(f), let

f-(x) = Z Ay

weTNsupp f

Definition 3.1. Let £ be a field, and let & be an algebraic closure of 8. A Laurent polynomial
f(x) € Rlz1, ..., 2, (z1...2,) "] is said to be nondegenerate, if for every face 7 of A(f) that does
not contain 0, the Laurent polynomials &1 f,(x), ..., Oxf () have no common zero in (£*)™.

We retain the notations from Section 2. Recall that f(x) is the Laurent polynomial defined
in Eq. (2.1), and f is its Teichmiiller lift. Recall that F' = 7 f.

12



Theorem 3.2. Assume that p # 2. If f,f are nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n, then the
specialization map vz in Eq. (2.3) is an isomorphism, so that we get an object

((H;ilg(T’lrcl/Kla f*‘cfr)’ ¢f)a (HgR(TTIl(lavﬁ)’ Fitr)’ Lﬁ) € Mﬁil/Kl'

Remark 3.3. Assume that p # 2. Let F(x) € Ag = O1[x1,...,2n, (1 ...2,) "] be a nondegener-
ate Laurent polynomial. If 7~ F € Ay and the reduction of 7~'F by 7 coincides with f, then we
still have a canonical map tr : Hlix(T%,,Vr) — HJ, (T} /K1, f*Lr). If we assume in addition
that A(F) = A(f), and the p-adic distance between 7~'F and f is less than pfp%l, then by a
strategy similar to that in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we can show that ¢p is an isomorphism, so

that we obtain an object ((Hgg(’]I“Z/Kl, [ Lr), 05), (Hig(T%, , VE), F ), tr) in MF%I/KI
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 R™. Define the weight of

u € cone f to be
w(u) =inf{w € R>o | u € w- A(f)}.

Let M(f) = Z™ N cone f, and let M) denote the multiplicative monoid {z* | u € M(f)}. Let
R = k[xzM)] be the monoid algebra spanned by ™) 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

R={ > auz"cR|wu)< —iif ay #0
ueEM(f)
Let R = Picm-17 R where RO = Ri/R”%. For i =1,...,n, let fi(x) € R denote the

image of 7;0;f(x) € R~ in R, and let Dy, = zi0; + fi. Define a chain complex C*(R, f) by
setting

= 7 —dz; dx;

Cl(R7 ) = @ RL/\.../\L

T; T;
1<ii<-<iy<n n u

for I € Z, with the differential C'(R, f) — C'T!(R, f) given by

_dx; dx; i _dx; dx; dx;
EL AN ZLHZDfig AN AL A2
Ty i, P T Ty Z;,

foré e Rand1<i; <--- <14 <n.
Theorem 3.4 ([1, Theorem 2.18]). Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n.
1. If i # n, then dimy H(C*(R, f)) = 0.
2. There exists a finite subset Mnp C M(f), such that
R= VNP © Z Dﬁiﬁ,
i=1
where Vp = (2% | w € Mxp)x. Furthermore, we have |Mnp| = n!vol(f). O

Remark 3.5. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n. Let Tf denote the ideal of R
generated by fi,..., fn. For i € m~1Z, there exists a finite subset

ML € {u € M(f) | w(u) = i},
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such that Vl(\% =(x%|ue Ml(\%ﬁc is complimentary to R N Tf in R®, namely
RO =T, & (RO 1T))

Setting Mnp = U, cm-12 Ml(\%, we get Vp = @iEm,leS)P and R=Vnp &> i, Dﬁiﬁ.
Fix a m~th root 7, of 7, and let K,, = K1(m,,). Note that by setting o(m,,) = 7, we obtain
an extension of o to K,,. Let O,, be the ring of integers of K,,. For b € R>o and c € R, let

L(b,c) = Z Ayx® | Ay € Ky, ord Ay > b-w(u) + ¢
ueM(f)

For b € Rso, let L(b) = U.cgp L(b,¢). Let @ = pi-1 € R. Let

B= Z Apx™ | Ay € K, |Au|pww(") —0as w(u) = 0y,
ueM(f)

By = Z Apx® | Ay € 70, [Auly@™™ = 0 as w(u) — 0o
ueM(f)

For b > 13, we have A C L(b) C B C L(517) C Af,. In addition, if ¢ > 0, then L(b,¢)n C Bo.
Here A!, = K,,, @, At. Let A = {L(b) | b >0} U{Al,, B}. For b> 0, set

—{AeA| L(b) C A},

y [7, Lemma 4.1], there exists a unique v € Q,((,) satisfying >~ = 0, such that

zlp

=G —1mod (¢, — 1)

pi

Note that ordy = . For l € Z>y, set v, = 22:1 . Let 0(t) = >iso vit?', and let
Fz)= > 0(duz™).
uEsupp f

Fori=1,...,nand F € {ﬁ,ﬁ}, we define an operator Dp; = x;0; + ©;0;F. For A € APT U
{At By} and F € {F, F'}, we define a chain complex C*(A, F) by setting
d:z:il dacil

C'AF)= @B A=A

T; T;
1<ii<-<i;<n “u u

for I € Z, with differential C'(A, F) — C*™1(A, F) given by w ~— Y7 Dpw A %4, Note that
C*(A, F) is well-defined, because by Lemma 3.6, we have x;0;F'(z) € L(;%7, —1) for i = 1,...,n.

Moreover, the inclusion A < Al induces a chain map 1 : C*(A, F) — C*(A! | F). Here 1, is
written as iy if F' = F and as iy if F' = F.Forie Z, this chain map induces a morphism

ia s HY(C*(A, F)) — HY(C*(Al ,F)) € Modg,,. (3.1)
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For | € Z, let i : C'(AT, F) — DR!(€5,V3) be the map given by

dz; dz;
T, L4, — xfl N 'Iflg(x)duﬁci1 A A dxil,

n

JAREREIAY

Ty -Til

£(x)

It is straightforward to verify that 7 is an isomorphism, and ? o Vs = Vg o i. Thus 7 induces
an isomorphism 7 : C*(AT, F) — DR*(Ez, V) of chain complexes. For ¢ € Z, this chain map
induces an isomorphism

i HY(C* (A F)) — H (TP /Ky, f*L,) € Mod, . (3.2)

rig

Lemma 3.6. Let I € {13,13} Fori=1,...,n, we have 2;0;F(x) € L(}%, —-1).

Proof. We first consider the case where F' = F'. In this situation, for ¢ = 1,...,n we have
xi&ﬁ(m) = Z TU; A
wu€supp f
where u; is characterized by w = (uy, ..., u,). Note that w(x) < 1 if w € supp f. Thus, we have
1
ord(mu;Gn,) > ord T = =L > P cw(u) — 1
p—1 p-1 p—1

for w € supp f, which shows the assertion. Next, we consider the case where I' = F and show
that ;0;F (x) € L(;57,—1) for i = 1,...,n. In this situation, we have

o0
2,0, F(x) = Z Zmpluidﬁl:cpl“.

u€supp f =0

Note that for [ € Z>¢, we have ordy; = ord Zjl% = ’:%11 — [ — 1. Therefore, we have
1, ~ph [ il p I
ord(yp'u; a2 ) > ord(yp') = p— > ]ﬁ cw(p'u) —1
for | € Z>¢ and u € supp f, which shows the assertion. O

Lemma 3.7. The map p: By — R given by

Z Ay — Z A",

weM(f) ueEM(f)

is a ring homomorphism, where a,, € k is the reduction of 7~*® A, € O, modulo .

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

/ . .

. "™ if u and v’ are cofacial,

¥t = _
0 otherwise.

Then, the assertion follows from the observation for = € {m, v} and u,w’ € M(f) that

7_rw(u)mu . 7_rw(u')mu' _ 7_rw(u)er(u')711)(u+u’) . 7_rw(quu')mquu’. |
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Remark 3.8. Note that R and R are identical as k-modules, but not as k-algebras. Regarding p
as a map from By to R does not give a homomorphism of rings.

Proposition 3.9. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) =n. Let Mnp C M(f) be the
finite subset given by Theorem 3.4. Let F € {F, F}.

1. Ifi#n, then H(C*(B,F)) = 0.
2. Set Vp,m = (x* | w € Mnp)k,,. Then, we have B = Vnp,m ® Y iy Dp;B.

Proof. If F = F , then the assertion is given by the proof of [1, Theorem 2.9]. Next, we consider
the case where I' = F. Note that for i = 1,...,n, we have

Djiop=peDg,

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

€]l = sup{|Aulp | w € M(f)}

for (z) = 3, en(p) Aux® € Bo. By Theorem 3.4.1 and [16, Theorem 8.5 (1)], for i # n, we
have H'(C*(B, F)) = 0. By Theorem 3.4.2 and the proof of [1, Theorem A.1], we get

B=Vxpm®» DpiB. O
i=1

Proposition 3.10. Assume that [ is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n. Let -5 < b <5 L= and
ceR. Set V(b,¢) = Vap,m NL(b,c), and let e = b — ﬁ' Let F e {F,F}. Then, we have

L(b,c) =V (b,c)+ z”: Dp;L(b,c+e).

i=1

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

the assertion for F = F. We first consider the case where b > ﬁ. For ¢{(x) € L(b,c), by

[1, Proposition 3.2], there exists vo(x) € V(b,c) and n1 1(x), ..., 0n1(x) € L(b, c + e), such that
£(x) = vl +Z7rfz i1 ().
Setting &1 (z) = — >0 2;0;mi1(x), we have & (x) € L(b,c+ e) and
(@) = wo(x) + & (z +ZDqu

Applying the same argument for £(x) as above to & () and proceeding recursively, we obtain a
sequence {(vy(x), & (@), (@), .- (@)}, in V(b,c+1-€) x L(b,c+1-e)"*! satisfying

G(@) = v(®@) + &1 (@) + Y Dp i ().

i=1

16



Since b > —=, we have e = b — ﬁ > 0, which implies that Y_,°, v;(x) has a limit in V (b, c),
and that 21:1 i, () has a limit in L(b,c) for i = 1,...,n. let v(x) = 3,7 v(x), and for
i=1,...,n,let ni(x) = > ;2 nii(x). Then, we have

{(@) =v(x)+ > Dp mi(x) € V(b,e)+ Y Dp Lb,c+e).

i=1 i=1

Now, we consider the case where b = ﬁ. In this situation, we have e = 0, so the argument
above does not apply. We may assume ¢ = 0, since L(b,c) = w® - L(b,0), where we recall that

@ =p7 1. For £(x) = X en() Aua® € L(b,0) and I € Zxo, let

W (x Z Ayx™.

w(w)<l

Note that £ (z) € By for I € Zsg, so by the proof of Proposition 3.9, there exist v!)(x) €

V(p—il, 0) and n(l)( )y ,ny)( ) € By, such that

(
€0(@) = o)+ Y D o

Now, we get a sequence {(v(l)(:c),n%l)( )y ,771 ( )}, in the space V( ,0) x L(p 7,0)",
which is compact in the topology of coefficient-wise convergence. Therefore thls sequence has a
limit point (v(x),n1(x),...,n.(x)) in V(p 7,0) x L(p—il, 0)™ that satisfies

(@) = v(@)+ Y Dp (@), 0

Corollary 3.11. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) =n. Let A € AT
1. We have A = VNpm ® Y1y D A
2. If p# 2, then we have A = VNpm ® > Dp A

Proof. By Proposition 3.9, the assertion is true if A = B. Proposition 3.9 also implies that
the inclusion Vnp, < B induces an isomorphism Vxp., — H"(C*(B, F)) for F € {F, F}.
We first consider the first assertion. By the proof of [12, Theorem 3.2], we know that the map
ip : H"(C*(B,F)) — H™(C*(A},,F)) induced by the inclusion B < A} is an isomorphism.
Therefore, the inclusion Vxp m — Al induces an isomorphism

INP,m ¢ Vap,m — H™(C* (Al F)).

T, namely A € ArT U {B},
by an argument similar to that in the proof of [12 Proposition 3. 1] we can prove that the
inclusion B < A induces a surjection H™(C*(B, F)) — H™(C*(A, F)), which implies the first
assertion. For E < b < 5B, we have >ie1 D L(b) € 37, Dg B, since L(b) C B. This
gives Vap,m N Y1 D, L(b) € Vpm N Y1y D, L(b). Since the first assertion is true A = B,
we have Vap.m N Y0, D L(b) = 0, which implies VNPm N Y0, Dy L(b) = 0. Therefore,
Proposition 3.10 gives the first assertion for A = L(b) with =5 <b < p . The argument above
shows the first assertion.

Hence, the first assertion is true for A = AJf For B C A C Al
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Next, we deal with the second assertion. By [4, Théorem 1.4.(2)], if p # 2, then the map
ip : H"(C*(B,F)) — H"(C*(Al,, F)) induced by the inclusion B < Al is an isomorphism.
Therefore, if p # 2, then the inclusion Vap ,, < Al induces an isomorphism

ZNP,m : VNP,m — H"(C’* (Ainv ﬁ))

Hence, the second assertion is true for A = Ain. For B C A C Ajn, namely A € Qlﬁ U
{B}, by an argument similar to that in the proof of [4, Corollary 1.3], we can prove that the
inclusion B < A induces an surjection H"(C*(B, F)) — H"(C*(A, F)), which implies the first
assertion. For ﬁ < b < Py, we have 357 D L(b) € 330, Dp B, since L(b) C B. This
gives Vxpm N> iy Dy L(b) € Vap,m N Y. Dp ,L(b). The second assertion for A = B gives
Vapan N Y0y D L(b) = 0, 50 Vapm N S0y D ,L(b) = 0. Then, by Proposition 3.10, the
second assertion is true for A = L(b) with pi 7 <b< ﬁ. The argument above shows the second

assertion. O

Proof of Theorem 8.2. Let Vnp = (& | u € Mnp)k, , then we have Vxp ,m = K, Qk, Vap. Since
p # 2, by Corollary 3.11.2, we have Al, = Vxp ., @ Yo Dg Z.AIn. It is straightforward to verify

that Dp l.A:fn = Kn QK DﬁiAT fori=1,...,n. Thus At = Vap ® Dy Dz l.AT. This implies
that the inclusion Vip < A induces an isomorphism

inp 2 Vap — H"(C*(AT,ﬁ))

For | € Z, we consider a map DRI(A, Vz)— CY(AT, ﬁ) given by
E(@)dxy, N+ Ndxg, — xyy . oxp () —

for () € Aand 1 < i3 < -+ < 4 < n. It is straightforward to verify that this map is
compatible with the differentials, so that we obtain a chain map DR*(4,Vz) — C* (AT, F).
This chain map induces a morphism H"(DR*(A4,V)) — H"(C*(AT, F)) in Modg,. Note that
the specialization map ¢z is the composition of 7 and this morphism, where 2 : H" (C* (AT ﬁ)) —
H, (TR /K1, f*Lr) is the isomorphism given by Eq. (3.2). To show that ¢z is an isomorphism,
it suffices to show that the morphism H"(DR*(A,Vz)) — H"(C*(AT, F)) is an isomorphism.
Since Vxp C A, the morphism is surjective. On the other hand, by [3, Theorem 1.4], we have
dimg, H"(DR*(A,V3)) = nlvol(F). Since A(F) = A(f), we have vol(F) = vol(f). Therefore,
by Theorem 3.4.2 and Corollary 3.11, we get

dimg, H"(DR*(A,V3)) = dimg, H*(C* (AT, F)).

This implies that the surjective morphism H"(DR*(A,Vz)) — H"(C* (AT, F)) is an isomor-
phism, and hence the ¢z is an isomorphism. [l

Remark 3.12. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n. By Corollary 3.11.1, we
have Af, = Vap,m ® Y1, D, Al,. Note that for i = 1,...,n, we have Dz Al = K,, @k,
Dz Z.AT. Thus At = Vap @ Z?:l Dz Z.AT, which implies that the inclusion Vap < A' induces an
isomorphism

Inp : Vnp — H"(C*(AT,ﬁ))
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Next, we construct two filtered ®-modules which are useful for the proof of Theorem 0.2. For
F € {F,F},let ¢r : AT — AT be the endomorphism given by

() = exp(p(F () — F(z)) - p(§(2)).

It is straightforward to verify that Dp; o ¢p = p- (¢F o Dp;) for ' € {13,13} andi=1,...,n
This yields a chain map ¢r : C*(A!, F) — C*(A",F). Fori € Z, let ¢p : H(C*(AT, F)) —
H!(C* (A%, F)) denote the induced endomorphism. We note that ¢ is o-semilinear and bijective.

Definition 3.13. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n. Let F € {F, F}.

1. Let ¢np = LNP o pF o NP, which is a b1Ject1ve o-semilinear endomorph1sm on Vnp. Here,
we write ¢onp, LNp as qﬁNp, inp if F = F and as qﬁNp, Inp if F = F.

2. Define an exhaustive separated filtration Fyp, which we call the Newton polyhedron filtra-
tion, on Vyp by setting FipVap = (% | u € Myp, w(u) < — i)k, for i € R,
We call the filtered ®-module (Vip, énp, Fp) € MFK /K the Newton polyhedron module asso-
ciated with F.

Proposition 3.14. Assume that p # 2 and f,f are nondegenerate with dim A(f) = n. Then
(( rlg( /Klvf Ly ) d)f)a(HcTilR(T?(lvv ) Ejr) ) (Vva(bNPvFNP) 61\/'[FK1/K1
Proof. Let tyig = 7 o inp. Note that g : Vap — Hr’}g('JTZ/Kl, f*Ly) is an isomorphism. It is
straightforward to verify that 7 o ¢z = ¢y o 1, which implies ¢ig © qBNp = ¢y © Lrig.- Thus g

gives an isomorphism

big : (Vap, oxp) = (HE (TR /K1, f*Lr), 65) € Modf,.

On the other hand, let tqr = L“; o tp. Note that war : Hig(T%,, V) — Vxp is an isomorphism.
By [18, p. 126 footnote], we have qr (Fif,) = Fp. This implies that (qr gives an isomorphism

rr

tar » (Higr (T%,, V), Fiie) = (Vap, Fip) € MPFp, .

rr

Thus ¢ = (( ng(T"/Kl,f L), ¢5), (Hig(Tk,, V), Fi)tp) — (Vap, énp, Fiip) is an isomor-
phism in MFKl/Kl’ where ¢ = (L:igl;, LdR)- O

Remark 3.15. Assume that p # 2 and f, f are nondegenerate with dim A(f) = n. By Proposi-
tion 3.14, we have ﬂHT(HgR('JT}‘(l,VA) Fr) = lur(Vap, Fp). By Definition 3.13, we have

EHT(VNP7 FKIP) = max{w(u) | u € MNP},

since min{w(u) | v € Mnp} = 0. Therefore, Remark 3.5 provides an algorighm to compute the
Hodge-Tate length fur(HiR (T, , V#), Fiy,) combinatorially.

rr

We consider the relationship between (Vxp, onp, Fip) and (Vap, dxp, Fiip). For A € %%,
let T : A — A be the endomorphism given by

é(x) = exp(F(x) - F(x)) - {(x),

which is well-defined by Lemma 3.17. It is straightforward to verify that 7 is an isomorphism.
Fori=1,...,n, Note that D ; o Ty = Ty o D ;. This yields an isomorphism T : C*(\,F) —
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C*(A, F) of chain complexes. For i € Z, we denote by Ty : H (C*(A, F)) — Hi(C*(A, F)) the
induced map, which is an isomorphism in Modg,. Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify
that ¢z o Ty = Ty o ¢z, which implies that Ty gives an isomorphism

Ty : (H'(C7(A F)), 67) = (H'(C*(A. F)), ¢7) € Mody,
Lemma 3.16. We have ord(y —7) =p—1+ p_il'

Proof. Let § = 2. It suffice to show that ord(d — 1) = p — 1, since ord 7 = p—il. Recall that

y=7m=( —1mod (¢, — 1) (3.3)

which implies that ordy = . Thus ordé = 0. Eq. (3. 3) also implies that ord(6 — 1) > T
since it gives ¥ — 7 = 0 mod (C 1)2. Recall that 7 + 7 =0and Yoico - =0. Thus

p—1 P o AP

1-or =142 71<7+7> ! 727. :
P P o p
pi p2 2
Note that ord(>";—, 1) = ord 27 = -2 — 2. Therefore, we have
[e'e) pi 1 p2
ord(1 — 6771 = —ord~y + ord Tl — —2=p-1
( ) ; P’ p—1 p-1

If p = 2, then this shows ord(1 — §) = p— 1. Next, we deal with the case where p # 2. Note that
11— =1 =014 46772,

By Eq. (3.3), we have § = 1 mod @, which gives 1+---4+6?P2=p—1= —1mod @
Thus ord(1 + - - - + §7=2) = 0, which implies that ord(1 — §) = ord(1 — §?~1) =p — 1. O
Lemma 3.17. We have exp(F(x) — F(z)) € L(pp%l, 0).

Proof. Note that exp(F(z) —ﬁ(:c)) = [Tucsupp s exP((y—m)duz™) exp(X2, mdﬁl :Bpl“). By the
proof of [12, Proposition 2.1], we have exp(>,~, wd’,’jwplu) € L(ijl,O) for u € supp f. Next,
we show that exp((y — ) f(x)) € L(p — 1,0). For u € supp f, we have

oo )
exp((y — m)dp ™ Z -zt
=0 '
Note that ord(i!) = S0, | L | < L= , where |A| denotes the maximal integer that
J=1 | pi J=1 pi p— 1

is less or equal to A € R. Therefore, for u € supp f and i € Z>(, we have
i 1 .
ord w =iord(y—m) —ord(i!) >i- | p— 1—|—— -
1! 1 p—1
=i-(p—1) = (p—1) - wliu).

This shows that exp((y — 7)&,x®) € L(p—1,0) for u € supp f. Therefore, the assertion follows,
sincewehavepTTl<1§p71. O
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Proposition 3.18. Assume that p # 2 and f is nondegenerate with dim A(f) = n. Then
(Vxp, GBNP) >~ (VNp, ¢np) € Mod?}l.

Proof. Let Tnp = Z;I%, o T o inp, which is an automorphism on Vxp. It is straightforward to
verify that ¢np o Tnp = Inp © ¢np, which implies that Tnp gives an isomorphism

Tnp : (VNP,(gNP) — (VNP,(ﬁNp) S Mod%l. O

Remark 3.19. Assume that p # 2 and f is nondegenerate with dim A(f) = n. We note that Txp
cannot be extended to an isomorphism in Mf}*}l e from (Vxp, ¢np, Fip) to (Vip, onp, Fip)
in general. If this were true, we would have Conjecture 0.1 right away. See Example 5.2 for an
example where Tp is not even filtration-compatible with respect to Fp.

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 (Vp, dnp, Fip) is weakly admissible (cf. Theorem 4.5), and
the second step is to show under certain conditions that the automorphism Tnp : Vap — Vnp
preserves being weakly admissible.

In this section, assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f). For v € Vp,m, we may write

v= Z Ay (v) - mP (@) gt

ueMnNp

with unique A, (v) € K,,. We define the order of v to be ordv = min{ord A, (v) | v € Myp}.
Define the weight of v to be w(v) = max{w(u) | u € Mnp, Ay (v) # 0}. We note that

w(v) = —wyr(v).

Here wyr(v) is the Hodge-Tate weight of v with respect to F¥p defined in Definition 1.6. Let
dnp = dimg, Vyp. Sort Myp and write Myp = {u1, ..., U4y, b so that

w(uy) > > w(Uayp)

Note that ¢yt (Vip, FXp) = w(ui). Define an order on Myp by setting wgy, < -+ < uy. Then,
for v € Vxp, we define its leading power to be

p(v) = max{u | u € Myp, ordv = ord A, (v)}.
Note that w(v) > w(p(v)).

Definition 4.1. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f). Let V be a K,,-subspace of
Vip,m, and let d = dimg, V. A basis {v;}&, of V is called a quasi-NP basis, if it is filtration-
generating with respect to F{p, and satisfies

1 i1=7,
Ay (v) =40 i # j and w(v;) < w(vy),

anything otherwise.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f). Any subobject of (Vap m, Fip) in
MFg,, admits a quasi-NP basis.
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Proof. Let V' C Vup.m be a subobject of (Vap m, F¥p), and let d = dimg,, V. We show by
induction on d that V admits a quasi-NP basis. If d = 1, pick v € V'\ {0}, and let

v1 = Apy ()" v,

Note that p(v1) = p(v), so that Ay, (v1) = Ap@) (V) ™' Aper)(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 Wyr(V, Fp) and write Wyt (V, F{p) = {i1,...,4} such that ¢; > --- > 4. For

h=1,...,1,let d, = dimg,, F*V. Pick an (r — 1)-dimensional K,,-subspace W of V such that

F>uy C W. By the mductlve hypothesis, there exists a quasi-NP basis {wi}l:ll of W. Extend

{w;}7=! to a basis {w;}7=; U {v} of V. We construct a sequence {v™®,... v®} in V. We set

the ﬁrst term to be 4
1
D=y— Z A () - w
i=1

For h=1,...,1—2, suppose v'" is already given, we define the next term of the sequence by
dpy1
ph ) — () _ Z Aﬂ(wi)(v(h)) Cw
i=dp+1
By this, we obtain vV, ..., v~ Now, we define the last term of the sequence to be

r—1
v = =1 — Z Apw (V) - w

i=d;_1+1

Let v, = AH(U(L))

/—\

D)=Ly then we have p(v,) = p(v¥) and A, (,,)(v,) = 1. We now show
that Ay, (vr) =0fori=1,...,r — 1. Since {w;}iZ! is a quasi-NP basis, for 4,j = 1,...,ds,
we have A, (w;) = 1if i = j, and Apwy(wy) = 01if i # j. Thus

Au(wi)(v(l)) ZA wj) u(wl)(wj)

= Au(wi)(’l}) — Au(wi)(’l}) -1 = 0.

For h=1,...,1—2, suppose that Au(wi)(v(h)) =0fori=1,...,d;, we show Au(wi)(v(h“)) =0
fori=1,...,dpq1. Since {wz}:;f is a quasi-NP basis, we have A, (,,)(wj) =0 fori=1,...,dy
and j =dp +1,...,dp+1. Therefore, for i =1,...,d;, we have

dpt1

Aoy @) = Ay 0) = 37 Ay 00) - Ay (w))
j=dp+1

= Ay.(w-;)(v(h)) = 0.
Fori,j =dp+1,...,dpy1, we have Ay, (wy) = 1if i = 7, and Ay, (w;) = 0if i # j. Thus

dpy1

u(wi)(v(h+1)) = A U(h) Z A (h) Au(wi)(wj)
j=dp+1

Ay,(wz)( (h)) - Au(wi)(v(h)) -1=0.

A
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The argument above shows A“(wi)(v(l’l)) =0fori=1,...,d;_1. Since {wz}:;f is a quasi-NP
basis, we have A, (w;j) = 0fori=1,...,d;—1 and j = d;—1 +1,...,r — 1. Therefore, for
i=1,...,d;_1, we have

r—1
Ay (00) = Ay ) = 3T Ay (08TY) - Ay (wy)
j=di_1+1

= Au(wi)(v(l_l)) =0.

Fori,j=di—1+1,...,7—1, we have A, (w;) = 1if i = j, and Ay, (w;) = 0if i # j. Thus

r—1
At (00) = Aoy @) = Y Ay 0TY) - Ay (w))
j=di_1+1

Then, for i = 1,...,7 — 1, we have A, ,)(v,) = A“(U(z))(v(l))_l ~A“(wi)(v(l)) = 0. For i =
1,...,di—1,set v; =w;. Fori=d;_1+1,...,7r—1, let

Vi = Wi — Ao, (wi) - vy
Next, we show that {v;}7_; is a quasi-NP-basis of V. For i =d;—1 + 1,...,r — 1, we have

Apwn) (Vi) = Apw) (Wi) = Ay (Wi) - Apw) (vr) = Ay, (wi) = 1.

Fori=d;—1+1,...,7—1 and u € Myp, we show that ord A, (v;) > 0 if p(w;) < w. Supposing
the contrary, then there exists i’ € {d;—1 + 1,...,7 — 1} and v’ € Mp, such that p(wy) < o’
and ord Ay (vir) = 0. The assumption p(w;) < u' implies ord Ay (wir) > ord A,y (wir) = 0.
Therefore, the assumption ord A, (v;) = 0 implies ord(A,(wi') — Aw (vi)) = 0. Note that

Au/ ('Ui/) = Au’ (wi/) — Au(vr)(wi/) . Aur (’UT).

Thus ord(A(y,)(wir) - Aw (vr)) = ord(A,s (vir) — Aw (wir)) = 0, which implies ord A, (,,)(wy) =
ord Ay (vr) = 0, since we have ord A, (,,)(wir) > 0 and ord Ay (v,) > 0. Now ord A,y (wir) = 0
gives p(v,) <X p(wy), and ord Ay (v,) = 0 gives v’ < p(v,). Thus, we obtain ' < p(w;), which
contradicts the premise p(w;) < u’. Hence, for i = dj—1 +1,...,7 — 1 and u € Myp, we have
ord A, (v;) > 0 if p(w;) < w. This implies pu(v;) < p(w;). Recall that we have already shown that
Ap(w:) (i), which implies p(w;) < p(v;). Thus p(w;) = p(vs). Now, for i =dj—1 +1,...,r — 1,
we have A,y (vi) = Apw,)(vi) =1. Fori=d;_1+1,...,r—1and j=1,...,d;_1, we have

Apoy) (V1) = Ao (Wi) = Ao,y (Wi) - Aoy (vr) = 0.
Fori,j=d;_1+1,...,r — 1 where i # j, we have
Aoy (V1) = A,y (Wi) = Apo,) (wi) - Ay (or)
= Ap(wy) (wi) = 0.
Fori=d;—1 +1,...,7 =1, we have A, (,,)(vr) = Apw,)(vr) =0, and

Apn)(vi) = Ap,) (Wi) = Apo,) (W) - Apo,) (vr) = 0.

So far, we have verified all the requirements for {v;}/_; 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. O
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Definition 4.3. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n. Let ¢ be a bijective
o-semilinear endomorphism on Vyp,,,. We may write

P(mP () gui) = dNZPANpﬁ(i,j) - Ppw(ug) pu;
j=1
with unique Anp 4(i,7) € K,,. We say that ¢ is NP-agreeable if for all i, = 1,...,dnp, we have
ord Anp ¢ (%, 5) > — w(u;).
Moreover, if ¢ is NP-agreeable, then we say that (Vap m, ¢, Fp) € MF%”/KWL is NP-agreeable.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f). Let ¢ be a NP-agreeable bijective
o-semilinear endomorphism on VNpm. Let V. C Vip.m be a subobject of (VNpm, ¢, FXp) in

Mf}};m JKm Any quasi-NP basis of V is an agreeable basis.

Proof. Let d = dimg,, V, and let {v;}&_, be a quasi-NP basis of V. For i = 1,...,d, we may
write

d
S(vi) =D Ag(vi,v;) - v;
j=1

with unique Ag(v;,v;) € K,y,. Then, for w € Myp and i =1,...,d, we have
d
Au((vi)) =Y Ag(vi,v;) - Au(v)).
j=1

. . . d . .
At the same time, for i = 1,...,d, since v; = Y ;X Aq, (v;) - Pw(w) puir e have

this gives Ay, (¢(v5)) = Z?,N:Pl 0(Au, (vi)) - Anpg(i',j") for j* = 1,...,dxp. Since ¢ is NP-
agreeable, for i',7' = 1,...,dxp, we have

OI‘dANp@(Z‘/,j/) Z — w(uj/).

Note that for u € Myp and ¢ = 1,...,d, we have ord A, (v;) > 0. Therefore, for i = 1,...,d and
j'=1,...,dyp, we have

ord Auj, (¢(vi)) > min{ord(o (A, (vi)) - Anp,o(@', 7)) [ =1,...,dxp}
Z min{ordANp1¢(i’,j’) | i/ = 1, ey de} Z — w(uj/).

Fori=1,...,d, let Bady(i) = {j € {1,...,d} | ord Ay(vi,v;) < —w(v;)}. To show that {v;}L,
is agreeable, it suffices to show that Bady(i) = 0 for all ¢ = 1,...,d. Supposing the contrary,
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then there exists ig € {1,...,d}, such that Badg(ip) # 0. Let jo = minBade(io). Since {v;}L ,
is a quasi-NP basis, for j =1,...,d, we have A, )(vj) = 0 if w(vj) > w(vj,). Thus

Au(vjo)((b(vio)) = Z Ad’(”ﬁ)’”j) ’ AIL(UjU)(Uj)

= Apig,vjo) + D As(ig,v5) - Apuyy)(v5)-
w(w;)<w(vjy)
We show that ord A, )(¢(vi,)) = ord Ag(viy,vje). If w(vs) = min{w(vy) [ j = 1,...,d},
then A, )(0(vig)) = Ap(vig,v5,). I w(vj,) > min{w(v;) | j = 1,...,d}, then there exists
j1 € {1,...,d}, such that w(j;) < w(jo). Since {v;}¢, is filtration-generating, we have j; < jo,

1=

which implies j; ¢ Bady(ig). Therefore, for all j € {1,...,d} such that w(v,;) < w(v;,), we have
ord Ay (vig,v5) > —w(vy) > —w(vjy) > ord Ag(viy, V4, ),
which implies ord A, )(¢(vs,)) = ord Ag(vsy, vj,). On the other hand, we have already shown

ord Ay (v, (9(vig)) = — w(p(vyy)),

which implies ord A,y )(¢(vi,)) > w(vj,), since w(p(vs,)) < w(vj,). However, this contradicts
the premise that ord Ay (v;,,vj,) < —w(vj,). Therefore, we have Bavy(i) =0 foralli =1,...,d,
and hence {v;}%_, is agreeable. O

Theorem 4.5. If [ is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n, then (VNp,in,FKIP) € Mfil/Kl is
weakly admissible.

Proof. Let J)prm = J®<5Np, which is a bijective o-semilinear endomorphism on Vxp,,,. We first
show that ¢np,m is NP-agreeable. For u € Myp, we have P e ¢ L(ﬁ, 0). By the proof

of [7, Lemma 4.1], we have exp(¢(F(z)) — F(x)) € L(ﬁ, 0), which implies that

exp(o(F(z)) — F(a)) - 7@ gt ¢ [, <]% 0)

For i =1,...,dnp, there exist unique ZNp(i, 1),..., ng(i, dnp) € K, such that
¢Np,m(ﬂ.pw(ui)mui) = Z ANP (’La .7) . pr(uj)qu 3
j=1

where, by Corollary 3.11, we know that ZNp(i, 3y ,ENp(i, dnp) are characterized by

_ _ dnp _ n 1

exp(p(F(x)) — F(x)) - mP g™ =Y~ Axp(i, j) - 77" a™ mod » Dy L <—1) :
j=1 =1 p=

Therefore, by Proposition 3.10, for i = 1,...,dnxp, we have
dnp _ 1
ZANp(i,j) L) g eV (— 0) .

= p-1
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This means ord(/TNp(i,j) P (us)) > p—il -w(u;) for all4,j =1,...,dxp, namely

ord Anp (i, j) > ﬁ cw(uy) — ord TP M) = —q(uj).
This shows that qBNp,m is NP-agreeable. Next, we show that (Vxp m, qBNp,m, Fp) is weakly ad-
missible. Let V' C Vnp , be a subobject of (Vip,m., gZ;prm, F{p) in MFCI};m/Km' By Lemma 4.2,
we know that V admits a quasi-NP basis with respect to F{jp. By Lemma 4.4, we know that a
quasi-NP basis of V is agreeable with respect to ¢xp m and Fip. Thus V admits an agreeable
basis, so by Proposition 1.15, we get tn(V, &prm) > tu(V, F{p ). By the proof of [2, The-
orem 3.17], we get tN(VNP,m,QENpﬂn) = tu(VNp,m, F5p)- Thus (VNP,m,QENP7m,F§P) is weakly
admissible as an object in Mf}};m K Finally, we show that (Vxp, QENP, Fﬂ}p) is weakly admis-
sible. If (W, ¢np, F*) is a subobject of (Vip, ¢xp, Fiip) in MF?}I/KI, then (Wi, dxp,m, Frip) is
a subobject of (VNp m, QENPM, Fp) in Mf?;m/Km’ where W,,, = K,;, ® x, W. This implies that
tn(W, dnp) = tx(Win, dnpom) > ti(Win, Fiip) = tu(W, Fip). On the other hand, we note that
tN(VNp, QENP) = tN (VNP,ma éNP,m) = tH (VNP,ma Ff\klp) = tH(VNp, Fﬁp) Therefore, we obtain that

(Vap, NP, F{p) is weakly admissible. O
Definition 4.6. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n. Let T : Vxp,m — Var.m
be an automorphism in Modg,,. For i, = 1,...,dnp, we may write

dnp

T(Ww(ui)mui) _ ZT(i’j) ()
i=1

with unique T'(4,j) € K,,. We say that T is NP-dominating if for i, ,i',j' = 1,...,dxp, we have
ord T (i,§) +ord T~ (7', 5") > w(u;) — w(u;).

Lemma 4.7. Assume that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n. Let ¢ and ¢’ be bijective
o-semilinear endomorphisms on Vp m. Let T : (VNp.m, @) = (VNp.m, ®) be an isomorphism in
Mod?}m. If ¢’ is NP-agreeable and T is NP-dominating, then ¢ is NP-agreeable.

Proof. We first fix some notations. For 7,7’ = 1,...,dxp, we may write
dnp
PP guiy = Z A(i, ) - 2w gt
j=1
dnp

(b/(ﬂ'pw(ui')wui') — Z Al(il,j/) . 7_‘_pw(uj/)wuj/,
j'=1

with unique A(4,j) and A(i’,j') in K,,. Since T is an isomorphism in Mod‘;}m, it is Frobenius-
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compatible, which means ¢ = T~ ! o ¢’ o T. Therefore, for i =1,...,dnp, we have

Bty = T (T ()

dnp
— ZT w(ul)T(l Z) ﬂ_w(ui/)mui/))
dnp
_ Z (*]))w(ui)U(T(Z‘, il>>T_1((*p)_w(ui/)A/(il,j/> . 7pr(uj/)muj/)
i',j'=1
dnp
= Y (pr e )= (16, i) A )T G) - e,
irg,j=1
Hence, for 7,5 =1,...,dnp, we have
dnp
Ali,j) = Y (=p)ed et el o (T (i, i) A, )T, 4)
i =1

Since ¢’ is NP-agreeable, we have ord A’(i j ) > —w(uy) forall ¢/, 5" =1,...,dxp. Since T is
dominating, we have ord T'(i,4') + ord T~1(j’, j) > w(ui) — w(u;) for all 4,5,4', 5" = 1,...,dxp.
Thus

ord { (—p) ) o)) o (11, 1) A/ )T (5, ) )
= w(u;) — w(wy) +w(u;) — wlu;) +ord A'(i', j') + ord T'(3,i") + ord T~ (5, §)
> w(wi) —w(wy) + wuy) — wlu;) —wuy) +wluy) —wlu;) = —w(u;).

Therefore, for i,j = 1,...,dnp, we have ord Axp (i, ) > —w(u;), so that ¢ is NP-agreeable. O

Lemma 4.8. Assume that p # 2. We have exp(F(z) — F(z)) — 1 € L(ﬁ,p —2)

Proof. Note that exp(F(z) — F(x)) = [ucsupp s €XP((v — T)aux™) - exp(3-2, wdfj :cplu). By
the proof of Lemma 3.17, for w € supp f, we have exp((y — )&, x*) € L(p—1,0), which implies

1
exp((y — m)ax®) —1€ L (—1,]) — 2) ,
D

sincepflzp—il+p722p—i1~w(u)+p72. For I > 1 and u € supp f, we have

oo de
exp(y (G ™ g D% ptivu,
i=0

Since w(u) <1 for u € supp f, to show that exp('yl(aum )P ) le L(p 7,p — 2), it suffices to

show ord —f 2

1+1 !
ordm:p —-l—-1> P +p—2
p—1 p—1

for { > 1. For ¢ > 2 and | > 1, the assertion follows from the observation

) [+1 1 [
odL> (2 71— > 2L poo O
i! p—1 p—1 p—1
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Proof of Theorem 0.2. By Theorem 3.2, we know that ¢z is an isomorphism, so that we obtain
an object

(( rlg(Tn/Kl’f E ) (bf)’(HZILR(T?(l’V ) F‘lt‘[‘) )EMFKl/Kl

By Proposition 3.14, we get an isomorphism
(( rlg( /Klaf Lr ) ¢f)7(HgR( Tll(lav ) Eir) ) (VNPaQbNPvFKIP)

in MFK Ky Therefore, in order to prove the theorem, it suffices to show that (Vp, dnp, Ep)

is weakly admissible. Let qBNp,m =0 ® qBNp, which is a bijective o-semilinear endomorphism on
VNP,m. We first show that Qngﬂn is NP-agreeable. By the proof of Theorem 4.5, we know that
&NP,m is NP-agreeable. By Proposition 3.18, the automorphism ITnp »,, = 1®Inp on Vap,m gives
an isomorphism TNpm : (VNP,m. &prm) — (VNp,ms gf)prm) in Mod}}}l. By Lemma 4.7, we only
need to show that Tnp ., is NP-dominating. For 4,4’ = 1,...,dnp, we may write

dnp

Txpm (7 2™) = N Tip (i, §) - 79 2

dnp

Tgp (720 ) = S DTG, (1) - s

with unique 7'(i,5) and T~1(4, j) in K,,, which, by Corollary 3.11, are characterized by

dnp
~ ~

() o) - 1
exp(F(z) — F(z)) - m (W) g = ;TNp,m(z,]).w (i) g% mod » " Dp L (p—_1>,

i=1

dnp
~ ~

w(w; U, — - NN w(w,;/ U/ = 1
exp(F(x) — F(x)) - ) gt = ‘/E 1TN1:1,1m(Z,j)'7T () %" mod ZDﬁ,z'L <p——1>'
§=

i=1

Note that we have TNP m(i,7) =1 and Tnpm(j,j) =1 fori,j =1,...,dxp. By Lemma 4.8, we
have exp(F(x) — F(z)) — 1 E L( —,p — 2), which implies exp(F(z ) — F(x)) € L(ﬁ,p —2).
By Proposition 3.10, for ¢, j,4,5' = 1,...,dnp where ¢ # i’ and j # j', we have

1
TNPJTL(’L'aj) : Ww(uj)qu el ( 1,]7 2)

1
Tl )7 e L (g -2)
, -

which implies that ord Tnp,m(4,75) > p — 2 and ord TNP m( i!,7') > p—2. As a summary, for
ivjai/vj/ = 17 .. -,dNP, we have
=0 =
ord T} i,j) = )
NP,m( 7) {ZP—Q i
=0 i =7,

ordTqt . (7,5) =
NP,m( J) {ZPQ i £

which gives ord Txp,m (4, j) +ord Typ m( i, j") > p—2> luar(Vap,m, Fip) > w(u;) —w(u,). Here,
we note that gt (Vap, m, Fp) = EHT (Vxp, F¥p). This shows that Txp p is NP-dominating, and
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hence (ﬁNp,m is NP-agreeable. Next, we show that (Vxp,m, gZA)prm, F{p) is weakly admissible as
an object in Mfim/Km. Let V' C Vip,m be a subobject of (Vip,m., gZA)prm, Fp) in Mfim/Km.
By Lemma 4.2, we know that V' admits a quasi-NP basis with respect to Fp. By Lemma 4.4,
a quasi-NP basis of V is agreeable with respect to gngﬁm and F{p. Thus V admits an agreeable
basis, so by Proposition 1.15, we get tn(V, Q%Npﬂm) > tu(V, Fﬁp,m)- Since (Vprm,gz;prm) and
(VNP.ms Q%Npﬂm) are isomorphic in Mod?}l, their Newton numbers are equal. By Theorem 4.5,
we have tN (VNP m., QEANPJ”) = tu(VNp,m, F¥p). This implies tx(VNp,m, qBNp,m) = tH(VN;Lm, F5p),
and hence (VNP m, ®NP,m, F¥p) 18 weakly admissible. Finally, we show that (Vxp, ¢np, Fiip)
is weakly admissible. Let (W, giA)Np,F*) be a subobject of (VNp,éNp,Fﬂ;P) in MF%I/K17 and
let Wy, = K., @, W. Note that (Wi, dxp.m, Fip) is a subobject of (Vap.m, &xp.m, Fiip) in
MF% . This implies that tx(W, éxp) = tN(Won, oNp.m) = ti(Win, Fip) = tu(W, Fp). On
the other hand, note that tN(VNP, (in) = tN(VNpﬁm, QZ)NP,m) = tH(Vprm, FKIP) = tH(VNp, FKIP)
Thus (Vp, qBNp, F{p) is weakly admissible. O

Remark 4.9. Assume that p # 2. Let FF € Ag = O1[x1,...,Zn, (v1...2,) 7] be a nondegenerate
Laurent polynomial such that 7=!F € Ay and the reduction of 77'F by 7 coincides with f. If
we assume in addition that A(F) = A(f) and the p-adic distance between 7~ F and f is small
enough, then by a strategy similar to that in the proof of Theorem 0.2, we can show that the
filtered ®-module defined in Remark 3.3 is weakly admissible.

5 Examples and questions

Ezample 5.1. Assume that p # 2. Let us consider the case where n = 1 and f : T} — A} is
defined by t — f(z) € k[z,z~']. Here T} = Spec k[z,z~ ] is the 1-dimensional torus over k. In
this situation, if f is nondegenerate, then so is f. Assume that f is nondegenerate, we show that

gHT(HéR(T}(lvvﬁ)v itr) S L.

In particular, this implies that Conjecture 0.1 is true.

If f(z) is a polynomial, namely f(z) € k[z], then A(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 1 d.
Assume that f is nondegenerate. Note that M(f) = Zx¢. For u € Z>o, we have w(u) = 4.
Let Z denote the image of = in R, then the image of xd%f in R is dag - %, This implies that
Myp ={0,...,d — 1}. By Remark 3.15, we get

EHT(HC}R(T}(NV?)’F‘]L) = ’LU(d - 1) = % <L
If f(z) € k[r,27] is a Laurent polynomial with positive degree d; and negative degree dz, then
we have A(f) = [—da,d1]. The points —ds and d; are the only faces of [—d2, d1] not containing

the origin, so f is nondegenerate if and only if p f dida. Assume that f is nondegenerate. Note
that M(f) = Z. For u € Z, we have

u >0
w(u):{dl v

u

Note that the image of :cd%f in R is equal to diag, Lz — doovg, .z~% This implies that we can
set Mnp = {—d2+1,...,0,...,d;}. By Remark 3.15, we get

KHT(HéR(T}(lvvﬁ>a i?r) = w(dl) =1L
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Example 5.2. Assume that p # 2. We look at an example where n = 1 and f(z) = 22 + x.
As is mentioned in Remark 3.19, we show that the automorphism Txp on Vyp is not filtration-
compatible with respect to FYp.

Note that A(f) = [0,2], and M(f) = Z>o. For u € Z>¢, we have w(u) = . As is discussed
in Example 5.1, we have Mxp = {0, 1}, so that Vxp = (2°,2!)k,. Note that FopVap = (2°) g, .
Our goal is to show that Txp(2°) ¢ FpVap = (2°)k,. We may write

TNP72(1'0) =Ty -2+ Ty - 2t

with unique Ty, T € K. It suffices to show that T7 # 0. More precisely, we show ord 77 < oo.
Note that F(z) = 7(2? + z) and F(z) = >_;°, vl(xQPL +a?'). Let Dy =aL f 4+ 2m2? + ma. By
Corollary 3.11, we know that Ty and 73 are characterized by

~ ~

exp(F(z) — F(z))=To+ 11 - 72z mod D5 L<pil>

() = exp((y — m)(a? + 7)) - exp(;%, %(@? +2?")). We may write

)

Note that exp(F(z) —
Blw) = oxp(Fiw) = Fla) =3 A,

Ei(z) = exp((y — ) (z* + 1)) ZAMI- :

U1= =0
Es(z) = exp(z 71(90217[ + xpl)) = Z Ay -

=1 us=0

Note that for v € Z>(, we have A, = 3
there exists unique R, € Ko, such that

Aj .y, A2 ,. By Corollary 3.11, for u € Z>q,

ultus=u

1
T2z = R, 722 mod Dx L( )
p—1
Note that Ty = Yo7 72 A, R,. By the proof of Lemma 4.8, we have E»(z) € L(p —1,0), which
implies ord Ay o, > (p — 1) - % for u1 € Z>o. By the proof of [12, Proposition 2.1], we have
Ey(z) € L(pT?l, 0), which implies ord A ,,, > ijl - %2 for up € Z>o. Therefore, for uy,us € Zx>o,

we have

uatun 1 -1 1
iz ) 3 () 3

p p
. R -1 1 1 11
Since p # 2, we have p > 3, which implies pT_E >0andp—1—ﬁ >p—2+m-§.
Therefore, for u; > 2 and ug € Z>(, we have
1+u2 1 1 1
ord(m~ A1u1A2u2)>P—1—ﬁ>P— +j 3

By Lemma 3.16, we have ord A1 ; = ord(y —7) =p—1+ p—il. Therefore, for us € Z>o, we have

11 1
)2p—1l+——s>p—2+—-

d
ord(r™ p—1 2 p—1 72
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For ug € Z>o, we have Az ,, = 0 if p { us. Therefore, for v € Z>; such that p { u, we have

u 1 1
d(r™2 A, - 24— -
ord(m )>p—2+ =12
When u = p, we note that A, = Ay 042, + A1 pA2,0, so that

P P 3 1 1 1 1
ord(r=2A,) = ord(r~ 21) :p_§+ﬁ '3 >p—2+p—-—

When v = 2p, we note that Az, = A1 0422y + A1 pA2p + A12pA2,0, so that
ord(m P Agp) = ord(nPy1) =p—2.

If p # 3, namely p > 5, then we have

-1 1 2 1 1
p—f—>—~ P—2+——-=].
p p—1 3p p—1 2
Therefore, for us € Z>q such that us > 3p, we have %2
that

<

)
Y
wfg’
\%
am)
S

\
[\)
+
-
—
N[ =

/(B2 — —10), s0

ug -1 1 1
ord(m™ 2 Agy,) > (p___) L2 >p—2+4 ——-
p p-1 p

Hence, for u € pZ>( such that u > 3p, we have

]
\
—_
N =

u 1 1
d(r72A) >p—2+ —— - =.
ord(m )>p +p71 5
pr:3,thenp77171ﬁ:%(p72+1ﬁ-%). Thus, for up > 15, we have %2 > 18 =
-1
(p—2+pi1-%)/(pp —pil),sothat
_u2 p*l 1 Uu2 1 1
drFAgy) > (= — ) Bsp_oy— .2
ord{w 2’2)_< p p—1> 2 TPTET T

Therefore, for u € pZ>¢ such that u > 15, we have

u 1 1
OI‘d(ﬂ'ifAu) > p— 2 + m . 5
It is straightforward to verify that for u = 12,15, we also have
u 1
d(n72A) >p—2+ —— - =.
ord(m )>p +— 173

As a summary, when p # 2, for u € Z>1 \ {2p}, we have ord(7"2 4,) >p—2+ ]ﬁ . % On the
other hand, we have Ry =0 and Ry = 1. For u > 2, we have

1 1
ord R, = min {ordRu_g +ord(u — 2),ord Ryy—1 + 1 5} )
D

Therefore, for 1 < u < p— 1, we have R, = p—il . w. Since p # 2 so that 2 { p, we have

ord R, = 0 and ord Rp41 = ]ﬁ . % Thus ord Rp4o = ﬁ. For p+1 < u < 2p+ 1, we have

ord Ry, = p—il : w. Since 2 | 2p, we have ord Ryp = p% .

_ 1 1
OI‘d(ﬂ' pApRp):p*2+ﬁ§

%. Therefore, we have

—
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By Proposition 3.10, we know that ord R,, > 0 for u €— Z>¢. Hence, for u € Z> \ {2p}, we have

u u 1 1
ord(m"2 Ay Ry) > ord(n"2A,) >p—2+ 13 =ord(n PA,R,).
This implies that ord Ty = ord(m PA,R,) =p— 2+ ﬁ -1 < o0, so that Ty # 0. O

Ezample 5.3. Assume that p # 2. Let f(z) = Y1, fi(z:) with fi(z;) € k[v;,z;']. Assume
that f is nondegenerate and dim A(f) = n, then fi,..., f, are nondegenerate. Since f(:v) =
i fi(z;), we know that f is nondegenerate. We show that Conjecture 0.1 is true for f without
requiring fut(Hig (T%,, Vz), Fiy,) < p— 2. Note that

a2 f{L, K- K frL,,

where f; : T}, = Spec k[z;, z; '] — Al is the morphism defined by ¢ ~ fi(z;). This gives

n

( rlg(Tn/Klaf Ly ) ¢f) §®( rlg(Tk/Klﬂf L ) Qﬁfw) EMOd(I};f
i=1
At the same time, note that Vz = Vg K- - K Vg . Here E = ﬂfi fori =1,...,n. By
[5, Theorem 1], this gives
(Hir (T, V), i) = Q(Hir(Tk,, V7). Fin,) € MFrg, .
i=1

Combining the argument above, we obtain an isomorphism

((H{ig (TR /K, f*Lr), &5), (Hir (T, Vi), Fiie)s tp)
1%
®?:1(( rlg(Tlls/Klaf‘C ) ¢f)’(HéR(T}(1?V )F‘;r) AL)

in MFK Ky Fori=1,...,n, let (V;, bi, E%p) be the Newton polyhedron module associated
with f;, and let M; C Z be the finite subset such that V3 = (z¥ | u € M)k, . It is straightforward
to verify that Myp = M; X - -+ x M,,. Note that the map defined by

U U
'@ @apt =t Ly

gives an isomorphism @, (V;, bi, Fp) = (Vap, qAﬁNp, p) in MFK /1c, BY the proof of The-
orem 0.2 and Example 5.1, for i« = 1,...,n, we know that (Viym,gbzﬁm,FNP) is NP-agreeable,
where V; , = K, ®k, V; and giA)Z-ﬁm =1® giA)Z For u = (u1,...,un) € M(f), we note that
w(u) = wi(u1) + -+ + wy(uy), where w; is the weight defined with respect to f;. For u =
(u1,...,u,) € M(f), we also note that ¢xp (™) = ¢1(2) ... by (x%"). Then, it is straightfor-
ward to verify that (Vap m, gi;Np m, Fp) is NP-agreeable. Note that for ¢ = 1,...,n, we have
tN(VZ ms 92771 m) = tH(VZ ms FNP) This implies that tN(VNP ms ¢NP m) = tH(VNP ms FNP) Thus

(VNP.ms (pr ms Fp) is weakly admissible, so that (Vp, ngp, FNP) is weakly admissible.
Now, we consider a specific example where f(x) = > ;" | . In this situation, we have
d—1

lar(HiR(Tk,, V), Fiy) = —

If we assume in addition that n > 5% - (p—2), then lar (HiR(T%,, V), ) > 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 : T" — A!
over O7. Assume that 7~ ' F also gives a regular function over Oy, and its reduction by 7 gives a
nondegenerate function f : T? — A}, then it still makes sense to consider the specialization map

vp  Hig (T, V) = Hio (TR /Ky, f*Lr).

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

A(f) and the p-adic distance between 7~'F and f is less than pfp%l, then the specialization
map ¢ is still an isomorphism. In this situation, we obtain an object

((H;:g( Z/Kla f*ﬁﬂ')v ¢f>a (HJILR(T’VIL(NVF% F}tr)v LF) S MF{[};I/Kl

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 771 F and f 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 O such that the pair (Xg,, F') admits a good compactification in the sense of Yu in [18, §1].
Assume further that 7=1F is a global regular function over O; and the reduction of 7=1F by 7
gives a regular function f: X, — A}v. Then, it makes sense to consider the specialization map

ixF s Hag (X, Vi) = Higg (X /Ky, f*Lr).

Our question is: what could be the condition for (X, F') to be deserved to be called a good
reduction, namely tx r is an isomorphism and the associated exponentially twisted cohomology
gives a weakly admissible filtered ®-module. The result in [13] provides a class of pairs (X, F')
where tx 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 ®-modules is an interesting question.
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